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The House met at eleven of the clock,
MR. CHAIRMAN in the Chair.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Question No. 241. ... (Interruptions)...
1 J&AR T Tehdl: TR, I AR H, IR U 4, IIRIES H, THH
HEIYUl S8 UR 918 37TS §s o

it AHTAfT: HUAT 39 S/ Zero Hour H ISTSTIT Question No. 241.

Hon. Member is not present. Any Supplementaries? Yes, Voraji.
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I AT : 241

£ ARt Tl ART: QUIART ARGy, WA HAT St 7 0 9<R H
AT 2 6 IR H $¥IG B Ui b Wud 55 6.1, &, offdh 4§
A HAT SN A I8 ST 181 g (b 317 Sil [Jepraeiicr <21 8, Sl
TSR & 991 8, 981 Ui A SR &1 foha1l @ud 8?7 A1 &1, H I8
I ST =T8T g (o STieqa™ell & aR H TId Bl Wud & Aee H Sl 9
fovg goife 7 €, 399 favgel R foraei wua g 87

ot 991 99T 99 ), IR ST IS H 5d TR IR 8 3R 399
3R Ryth A1, 3RIRT, BIRIT TAT ST B

i SEARM 9IfT:  =yare, GHUMIRT Aeled| HBIgd, Wil & i
Ik WUd dg-T fahrT BT F&I0T 8, <ifh 8% &M ¥ procedure M
3l 89T ARVl T § SUTQT Wl BT I HRAT §, dl S9dT
AT I 21 b SHBT IcuTa IR-BIHT &1 F BN NS H S
POSCO <IN ST Y&1 8, g8 Udh RIS HIolae 8, 3 8T
Trotde W g 3R T8 hdol W Bl T 81 g1 TN 52 B9IR PIIS

BUU BT FDI BT AT & 3R By HATAT $9h $HUN BTH HRd ol AT

goT (e & b 22 S, 2005 BT POSCO T ST ARBR b A1

a7 AT & o7 MoU 31T 21T, < Uia |Tel |ATW &1 - 81 <9 4
Il D1 IATEH g1 & [Tg POSCO & IR H $B U ITft BT IR-
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Q. No. 241 - contd.

DI AT SN 81 U1 § URTEIY 9IS &, 3119 $9 Ui g1 & oy
3 32 € 3R IADI Iron ore THIS B BT &1 &A1 ST IBT 21 T8 iron
ore export BRI, dF POSCO & gR & 3ift St o} 81 =T 7, 98 IR-
I &1 X8I 2|

it JyHTafer: 9Ifor SiY, HUAT MY YT T gy

S TSRO qIfOT: R, 9RI7 S¥UTd Hall 3T ATeIH W $9 AGH Bl,
RIS 1 3R ! T Bl g8 Fa1idl b POSCO T f2d H & 3fR
3T ST IR-BIFIT B &I BT &, ISP DY qdb b aAT I Y
RBR & AT AHAT ST Ve & T T8] SSIB 27

it 91 JITS @1 R, POSCO SIITSeI H 31 &l § 3R Iqh oIy
ST 1 I -HRId el 715 81 I8 TR G U A 5T WRDR DI
21 B9 S9d touch H 21 POSCO & 319 I 89T TS technology fAreiift
IR 2 H Wl BT IS I, $ATY 8 IADT 99 H o & Ufd
2D Yl Bl

it urafar: ot v, 981 ... ().

it BEARMOT 9IfT: |R, WRT STa1g T8l A1l ... (A, I&l Sl

BIRET &, 98 IR-BIT 81 X8l 2. (Jagr)...
sft |uTafer: 91T ST, HUAT 379 93 SAT8T ... (FIgT). ..



8
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
Q. No. 241 - contd.

it SEIRTACT qIfoT: AR, H MY HAIeIH | A1 UG H3] F B8R
M T....(FIAIT)....

sft |uTafer: 917 S, HUAT 379 98 SAT8T ... (FIgr). ..

it TSR gIfoT: W), A1 GG Al 1 39 Hagaed 9y i)
AT (RN, ... (FILT). .. I§ LI 75 Dl [AvF 21.... (e ). ..
it |umafar: 91T S, JMUeT |Ward 8 1, SAfY $UAT 39 96
SSYL....(FaEM)... &l U6, (gl ... (agm)...

It SEARI 9IfoT: R, 3T ATIY YT H3] Sfl F 3TUE HITY fb

d POSCO & IR H § AGH P, I DI AT, ... (L. ..

it srHmafer: 9Ifor SiY, HUAT MY 93 SMSYL...(FIY)... SAH! FaTd
g+ IR
(10/SKC-DS WX 311)

1b/11.05/skc-ds

SHRI N.K. SINGH: Sir, the hon. Minister, in the written reply, has
himself conceded that the per capita consumption of steel in this
country at 85 kg only is far below Asian averages, and certainly far
below the global averages. Considering the daunting target of the

Twelfth Five Year Plan, which seeks to promote the average growth in
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the region of nine per cent, what is the likely demand-supply gap in
the consumption of steel which is likely to emerge”? What steps does
the Government have in mind to bridge this growing disequilibrium
between demand and supply of steel in order to, at least, come up to

Asian averages?

St 91t yATE 9T R, BHRT SATEH Uil 99 B 10 BiS! 9¢ e 8
3R consumption ¥l 10 HIA&! g¢ Y&l 81 T AR MYl | Hger
fdopel 911 3T Bl IS consumption I DI LT, STl AR
SRR UR AT R Bl 8, offhT gAN <21 H 71 e andT o,

AT 89 Il UTe a9 H ¥2 ol

SHRI N.K. SINGH: Sir, the hon. Prime Minister is here and he is the
Chairman of the Planning Commission. My question was specific and
related to the Twelfth Five Year Plan target, which we need in relation
to the production of steel, what the likely supply would be and what

the Government was doing to bridge this gap.

ot 991 IITe 9T IR, 2010-11 ¥ et ey 78 faforaq e, fhfavs
ol ITe 66 fAfera e 3R fhfevs Wial Wud 68 fAform e 8

AT 2020 T THRT I BT & 200 T e 81 .. (aem)...
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Q. No. 241 - contd.

MR. CHAIRMAN: That is all right. (Interruptions) Question 242.
(Interruptions)
2l TEURT WISIHTS ®UTET: TR, $8I7 Y] &I dl B (6T &1 81|

..(TIG).. VR, U] B dl B HRarsd| .. (Fagr)..

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please, ask the supplementary question.
(Interruptions) Please don’t... (Interruptions)... Nothing will go on
record. (Interruptions) What is this? (Interruptions)

it BEARTOT gIfor: *

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Pany, please resume your place.

(Interruptions)

it foma Sfear: W, .. (agm)..
Y AU 3R 3117 59 IR f$&h 9 =18d &, a1 Fifeq iy

sit foa SfcaR: ¥R, 9 ugel 81 81 IoTAT AT, . (Fagr)..

it FUTAfar: 31 I R S e /i <fifSTg) |fteris! ar @t 8l ga)
gl

*Not recorded.
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Q. No. 241 - contd.
sit i FfeaR: W=, Ul (FagM).. IS Fi¥g 3R IR
UGTRIBRI URD] Bl §7§ B DI 91 B8 B A A..(JAYT).. I8l
Y 39 YR I FEAd 99 I8! 1| .. (Fagr).. T R BRI 5 fh
QI bl AT Dl ST (el 2. ().
sit qurafa: SRy, oMy 59 R fSwhed Hiffgl I8 e s
gl..(agm)..
it fo Bfear: ¥R, .. (sgagm)..
it quTafa: 81, e, wisll..(agr).. 39 &9 3T Jald W oal
T E.. (a9 ).. @il

(FHT=T)
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Q. No. 242

SHRI RAJKUMAR DHOOT: Sir, children are the future citizens of
every nation. Naturally, malnourished children cannot grow up to be
healthy citizens. Unfortunately, malnourishment is widely prevalent
among children, particularly those belonging to poor families, who are
in a majority in the country. A survey was conducted in Delhi by an
NGO working for the children. Has the union Government, on its own
or in cooperation with State Governments, conducted any survey
about the state of malnutrition among children of urban as well as rural
and tribal areas of the country? If so, will the hon. Minister be able to
give us figures of the number of malnourished children in our country
at present, State-wise and Union Territory-wise?

(Fd. by 1c/hk)

1C/HMS-HK/11.10

MR. CHAIRMAN : Your supplementary is longer than your question.
S HON TR : FUIART ABIG, AHY Fad o faoell § U d

P! 91d hal 2l il § "5y IR gRT fhU T Fd &Y methodology
T U] A1 ol 8T 8, AT 3T TR & fob T9-eT hitoll 821 9d 3
D1 RIS & AR gY 2005-06 H YT 7T b faaedl H 26.1 URAT g
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Q.No.242..contd.

underweight & fTT § 0 T 5 AT &1 SH & g2d & AR ool T
RIS & I8 AR 35.3 €1 HEIGY, AN ¥ew - U8 € & &4
TN A1 AR S, SIS arel Isi § 1 3R I8 87 Aelad,
9 H &9 1 3MS0AI0STOYHO Bl restructure fHAT Tl 30 & HA-A1
3MS0AT0ST0TH0 I fHer Al W o &1 Y TR AT B 3R FHuryor
HI &, TIOTIAOYHOTHO0 2 3R 3 | Sl 3R B, I H B! 3T Tl A
ol gl | 3 icrerd &1 Bl AT 21 HEIGd, YH0T0UHOTHO 2 &6
IATAR IT 43 URHC ¥ 40 YR¥CgaN © 3R o S¥iIg © b
TH0UTOUHOUO 4 31 & 918 underweight STal | 3R HHI MY
q8Icd, I8 Bl UM T8 ¢ dfcth Td d91 M g o # &4
undernourished d malnourished S=al I GRT @I fAel, §9 & g

ST TR ¥ 3MS0T0SHOTHO restructure R T2 &, campaign 6 B
T2 B BN W0 WRHR & AR & Ay fifcT g g iR g H R
ST F 41 $© HEG B Bl BIRIL B 8l I=ai- Wl U &I BRIHH
g% By &1 ABley, § I8 Fredl § 14 89 < 59 H Sl U AR
HHST IR & [T | HaR 3{% UTfeld™ie, THOTA0USIO i IdT T

2139 ¥ 9 ofdd, ¥ oldd, feRede ofad, siid oddl 3R
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Q.No.242..contd.

oISt ot Teb HHTIST g1 &1 3T 319 Bl Hag el A1 g1 oIl & [
U] B Sl RN 2 39 I 89 918X [Fdhdl Ihd ol

SHRI RAJKUMAR DHOOT: My second question is: Does the

Government intend to distribute multi-vitamin capsules and other
nutrients to kuposhit children in jhuggi jhopri clusters and other slum
areas through Anganwadi and mobile vans and intend to involve the
genuine NGOs working for poor children in this regard? | shall be
grateful if the hon. Minister could tell this august House about the role
of her Ministry in the removal of malnutrition among the children who
are dying due to kuposhan in ftribal area in my home State

Maharashtra.

St HooTT <R - FHIYRY ST, H 319 & HIegH | A1 Fag Bl
AT =R ¢ 6 I8 WU QX 9IRA H Il Y81 §1 39 4 5 e &l
3R ¥ Wifeld TRIS 31K MR Cdeied <f Il &l =i & fofy Wi g9
TRE B! cdelcd eed ] 3 3R A SfvHars! ded # <f S &
A SR A Specifically HERTE & IR H Y87 &, AR 4 41 Y
IR BRIDH FAY S &1 ANFAS! Gfh U8l Yeb 3MTars] Sol,
STTATS! BRI Dl ATTRRIH TGT &1 IH &4 1 1500 H 3000 fhaT
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Q.No.242..contd.

T ST H U 2Mh JRAT 21 319 I8i+ I8 BT AT HaTd | BT
T (BT 81 H 319 BT garT b 89 S [He Al H &R+ Ol I8 ©
3R @R AR A 9 B9 restructure X I8 &, TaD] JANHATS! S B
IId HY B 8, 39 9 39 b HUX STeal B SR H8Ied, 3 recently,
el 72N 5T WRART & 1Y {7 & 8§ e 9 Isai & w37 9
FEIRT § T2 © 3R A H BRI Sl Th I &, I8 o] B &b ol I
DI g AT W AR ISl G D1 BIRIR DI ST B! 21 A9 FH AN bl
Heg el d I8 HTH YR -8 | &1 S|

2t X HUTA F1Gd : AR, A F31 S 7 Y ST H B AScaqui
IS BT 4l DI 81 FR, AT HAT SN 7 U foRe W1 &4 ARl &
qTq Holl & o7 § g2ai § $uIel & IR H Uear Ry gari =it g
fop HH-Io] I Hel-del 3R fhal =1 ¥ 81 98iey, ¥ a=-1g
T St BT ST 3B BT =T o I weed H R 9gd &

R 2l

(1S1/ UTEl UR AN
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NB/KSK/1D/11.15

9 [T 242 (ShHATe)

8t I BT I16d (HHATT) : 3d IRIY FAN U39 [I8R H el
ST H 47.8 URAC 3IR AU SelTdh H 57.0 TRAC I Pl (HeAThR
55.9 TRV ®¥ goi-i] e &1 3l O'e A 4L Ya¥ § e golld 4
51.3 IR 3R UMV SeATh H 62.7 URHC AT Pl FHATHR 60.0
RYC B goi-] 9<d &1 3T d¥8 A BTG | o 9T 47.1 IRAC HH
ol = 81 ¥ Ak ATETH | A JA] A IS T H I8 ST A
fop SBIT ST BRIPY TATT &, ST BRIBA! BT o9 5 UM DT AT
T21 firer w1 27 R ueen # Rfr 98 9 9gax 7, STef =3 Uy &
RreR &, 7T 987 B A9y JAMI™ TATHR 57 HF g+l 9<di &b
URACS Dl 3TY HH B BT TITH Bl ?

St HeoTr <R FHTUl Sil, § SUd HIEgH W AN 9a b
U9 H1 IR ST ATEdl gl §8I1 BIRTIG, Aed Ua¥ iR [I8R &I
91 Fal 21 98 R H H recently Tg visit B T3 AT 98T IE 9T AT
f a8 & AT Wl R YR a8 A QAT T8 (ST ST 8, I8
dd fob HRT S supplementary nutrition &, S 41 o9 & folv I 9IR
81 81 H 11 WY 77 oAt 3R I8 & SR b g1e HY 4G HA hl gH W
foraT § foh RIS ThIRT 8, 3931 S1d | implement fhaT SITT1 89
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U AT 242 (h9TTd)

SIEl-STgl W Y, 98 S-Sl SR uTs TR, S R H HY I9g
IRGRI BT T ford € IR 89 fIgR &) I TRAR BT &g W 59
3R 3T fbam 21 AT 4w, fIeR g & € 3R § 974
ARG Bl [ I g9 e Dl g8l IoTY 3R Sl AFICRIT HHST &4
1S T, S FSINT <1 H (e Sl {6 a81 & MLAs 3R MPs 9
g7d IR SR & b ICDS & 3T AR STl W1+ &, ITeh! YRI v I
TS Hed W implement fhaT SITT1 399 9 & 89 19+ ®rIGA!
BT T I¢T T2 & AR 9T F9 9arT fb 89 59 WhIRT Bl Mission
Mode H &T Y2 & B I9I honorarium I¢1 T 8, I ©< I
9V S ¥T &l BARI I8 AT & [ 89 39 o H 3R @rged
SIISdR §9H! implement ®X, dlfd d8f g<di Bl B! dRE A W]
forer wop | 89 ared € fb I8i 9 S 991 39 W ieg & foTy o711 =, 15y
ARPHN I SId A utilize BN

MS. SUSHILA TIRIYA: Sir, the report shows that malnutrition and

anaemia is growing among women and children instead of reducing.
So, | want to know from the hon. Minister that while preparing the
budgetary action plan, whether she is giving any important incentive to

the Scheduled districts, Scheduled V and Schedule VI districts, for
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U AT 242 (h9TTd)

special attention where hospitals are far away and other treatment is

also not available.

SITIt eoTT <R : FHTIRY ST, AT ASRT = I8 3Tl U9 qal
&1 381+ ATl 3R g2l § YA 6 d1d 6 8, 39 oy § I8!
Hedl T 899 39 foTT multi-sectoral programme F9TIT & AR 34T
&9 X WIRd H 200 high-burdened districts folg & 3R &H FHUIN0T &
REATH campaign Tel I &1 AfTERIT H ST GHHAT &, SHDI §R B
& foy &9 T Il & |1 fAaes g o) I2 B Sl Afgdn
TR INHATS! Hed WR 3T €, I7dh WR & oIy EART ASHAs &
HIEIH A GRT HRIHH Il V8T &1 BRI 1 ThiH 4] Il X8l 81 SfaxT
e AIged FEANT IIor1 4T 52 TeRgae™ H pilot project & wU H
Tl 8! &, FOTH §9 TRE &1 Af2lIst B 4,000 BUYY <+ BT YU ¢,
S 314 I Vel § 3R d1g | B9 39 UIUM Pl ¥ WRd ¥ FAT,
fSra g etral iR sl | S U1 8, ST puryol &l 9l 8, 98
N Bl e

ol. v 0.RE 99 : U S, S97 39 99 1 YR B GERI8l
TSR & & S qe Peters, Patrick, St. Georges, Anthony, Mayo,
Sherwood, Scindia Schools H ST &1 HiehT fetT, T g81 AR g =i
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U AT 242 (h9TTd)

overweight TSR 31T| Ueh dRW HH JoT-il 9o Q9T H © 3IR GAI ab
ST gotl 9o W S | B, T SA1ST IoT] geai & G T 91 89N
I Bl

(1E/MP 1R $hH21+)

MP-GSP/1E/11.20

m. T 0. g 99a (FEIFE) | T RE fUsell, TR, Bles f$b 3R
Jidhelc W aTel 920 & AR TARI A% IATYHT | Sl 41 B8 8T 8,
I R H Tl S, oifch AR 311 & R <8I H |d el & [
SISl U & Wpel b g2 8, d U b RIPR & 3R 3777
Hel 3R §IS R Bl AAIC BR &, 59 gai I gIb! R DRI,
dl 9 9= RRe 781 % 914 6 iy, fperfer siR fe @ gra
gl H I8 P A P I8 §d A IR © {6 SATEIK elite class &
=, STl Tpell & 9=d 9gd SATRT g9 811 Bl gofg § SR &I
S 3E &1 G9-§9 91 & d2ai Bl diabetes B I8! & 3R I HUINU &
RrPR 81 I8 &l T PR & 9<di Pl 20 & foIU 319 -1 B V8! 8,
S SYTGT g1 dTel 81 X8 87 &1 By dietician TRE 39 Wpall H Aol
STRE 872 WAl | STg Sredr d9R g1, O gear W 4R 811 3R H31
Bl P UTd 11 [T & - Afgar 41 3iR a7t faerg 1 3iR 59
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U AT 242 (h9TTd)

S I ST SR B, anemic B, A1 g2d 3 HTRYT DI bR Bl Ua]
T S9feTY ST a1+ dTel 3R &H g+ dTel, SIF1 JhR & d<dl &b
foTT 31T RIT R ST &1 &, ! | AT Go-T dreal gl

ST T <R : FHTRT ST, AT SR 1 37281 U9 UBT & 3R
SBI7T obesity &I I1d BT g, S Q¥ AR 4 6 UTerd 81 A1 & 5814
®B1 8 [ 89 Wpol H SR oW &, Al 51 AY I 92 &, 9 0 9 6 AT
b &1 SI8T T ATY Tpel DI g1 B 8, H I fb <27 H obesity 6
TR & - el § 6 U 3R 3 | 9 Ulcrerd| s fory 849 Sl
awareness campaign Il V8 &, HUIYUl & awareness HI d1d B V8 &
e HUIYUT 9 8, SHD RIATH HH-BA campaign BF TN HIRT H ey
3R S/ H HUINUT Bl BRI &1, A1 SHBT U BRI 2l & - TS
qT{t T = fAeTT, proper sanitation & BT, &hel H TSI I B!
811, W AR A Sl AU &, d (UG & 3R S8 Udl &l el geidl fdh
i Bl fbs d)8 &1 T fSIT SIS Public Distribution System 8,

AP TR HRAT Ul ST 2 3R H I8 @78l g [d Wbl syllabus H
nutrition 1, TIN0T BT HI eNfAel fhar Sy, R 9= 3% 9 &1
JAaRAe AT JfeAT 1 8l, 9od ORI Vo, SHD (o B8R | Tl YITH &l
3R g8 AR UH.SI.3ATS W SHH B R X2 &) H FHIl § [ T8
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d% Sidh e B! 91 &, $9D 017 89 Udh awareness campaign HI il

f g=d S e 1 WG| ST McDonalds TiIRE &1 Sidh B ded W o,
S 10 Tpet St 1 W BT SV SR ¥pedl § Ffes Sl Sy fob
Y FIol Tpel Bl Bl 4§ Bl Y|

it |uTafr : e =1 243 L. (FagH). ..

SI. AL, TP : TR, 39 R U (A2 <=l HRTg S|
it FuTafa ; 319 59 9R fS¥%m 9= Hi < Tg|

(FHT)
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Q.No. 243

SHRIMATI T. RATNA BAI: Sir, what does being a part of the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation (SCO) imply for India’s security concerns
against its immediate neighbours Pakistan and China?

SHRI S. M. KRISHNA: Sir, the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
offers an excellent platform and an opportunity for enhancing both
security and economic cooperation in the region. It also offers an
additional forum to discuss the situation in Afghanistan. It would also
enhance opportunities for economic cooperation in joint projects,
particularly, in the energy sector. India’s entry into the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation will not only bring value to India but will also
add weight and stature to the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation
itself.

(Followed by SK-1F)

SK/1F/11.25

SHRIMATI T. RATNA BAI: Sir, what steps is the Government going

to take in the direction of the coming Twelfth Five Year Plan?
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Q. No. 243 (Contd.)

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA: Mr. Chairman, how does the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation have anything to do with the Twelfth Five
Year Plan of India?

DR. KARAN SINGH: Mr. Chairman, Sir, with the implosion of the
Soviet Union, the Central Asian Republics have now come into their
own, and | see that the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation very
largely deals with at least four or five Central Asian Republics.
Strategically, economically and politically, it is extremely important to
develop our relations in the Central Asia. May | request the hon.
Minister to let us know whether his Ministry is taking some special
steps to strengthen our relations with Central Asian Republics
because my impression is that anybody posted in Central Asia looks
upon it as a hardship posting, whereas they are much more interested
to go to a tiny country like Luxembourg or Belgium or something like
that. | think, we have to shift our focus. In the same way as we have
shifted it to the East, we must shift it to the Central Asia. Will the hon.

Minister please enlighten us?
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SHRI S.M. KRISHNA: Sir, it is a fact that the Shanghai Cooperation
Organisation consists of the very weighty countries, which wield
influence globally, such as Russia and China. They are important
countries which are also members of the Shanghai Cooperation
Organisation. India has always had a special relationship with the
Central Asian Region and they are not of yesterday or the day before
yesterday. | think, Sir, history and civilisation have provided ample
opportunities for us to have interaction with the Central Asian Region
and it is India’s desire to continue to be active and engaged with
Central Asian groupings in our economic and various other issues.

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: Sir, we are all aware that India has
a historical civilisation linkage with the countries like Kazakhstan,
Kyrgystan, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan. But, of late, we hear the
reports that what is happening in Afghanistan and in the adjoining
region is also have its reverberations in these countries. These
countries are oil-rich countries. India can have a good strategic
relationship with them as far as our fuel needs are concerned. In the

light of this, just a kind of extension of what Shri Karan Singhji asked,
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what special efforts is our Government making to engage with these
countries and have they pledged their support for India’s case for
being a Permanent Member of the UN Council ?

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA: Mr. Chairman, | entirely agree with the hon.
Member’s suggestion that this is an important grouping and the
countries that the hon. Member did mention are extremely important
countries, not only for the economic potential that they offer but also
politically. India has always been drawn very closer to these countries.
| have been in touch with all the six countries who are the existing
members of the Shanghai grouping. All of them are unanimous that
India has played a very vital role in this region and India’s association
with the Shanghai grouping would only add strength to the Shanghai
grouping itself. We will pursue it with all the diligence at the command
of the Government.

SHRI T.K. RANGARAJAN: Sir, | am happy that the India’s case for
membership of the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation has received
positive response. My question, through you, Sir, is this. The

Shanghai Cooperation Organisation grouping is not liked by the United
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States. We are also moving towards United States. Can you assure
this House that you will not succumb to the pressure of the USA in
joining the Shanghai Cooperation Organisation ?

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA: The question of India’s succumbing to any
pressure from any other country with reference to our relationship with
such regional groupings is totally ruled out.

(Ends)

(Followed by 1G-ysr)
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-SK/YSR-MCM/11.30/1G

U4 A& — 244
2 FRST TS AIg : FUURT H8I9d, 3)1 Ugell R U3 & b ol
HTHI SATGT 7, T < T 81 81 8, ey § ST argdl
g 1o 51 famTl 1 fohd SUGINT 4 SfTm Qe ?

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, the total number of aircraft, which

have been grounded, is mentioned at Annexure-1. There are 1/
aircraft. A310-300 is 25 years old, so it could not be operated. Out of
another ten aircraft, five are out of service, and rest of the five aircraft
are assumed to be out of service as per the approval of the Board.
They are 20 years old. Sir, two A-320 aircraft were on lease. We are
now going to return them. As far as five B737-200 aircraft are
concerned, they are also pending disposal. There are two Dornier
aircraft which are also very old. A total of 1/ old aircraft are out of
service because of their age and condition. They could not be
operated because they are not safe for flying. Therefore, they have
been grounded. The question of maintenance of those aircraft does

not arise. Some of them have to be disposed of. That is the situation.
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2 RS TS A1g : W), I8 99 & b R G911 & SuhiT & gerd
gelcd BIefl REdl € ik gEe g8 W 81 R WHR U )M
ATl 1 TR SfeAT b 9 BT &b IR H HI B 87

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, | already answered it in the first
supplementary of the question when the hon. Member asked about
the 17 aircraft. They are old, and they are unsafe for flying. Therefore,
those aircraft have been grounded. The total number of operational
aircraft in national and international routes is 125. It has been given
very elaborately at Annexure-I.

SHRI PRAKASH JAVADEKAR: Sir, | am on Annexure-Il which is

about daily aircraft utilisation. Sir, while the private airlines in India and

even the world average T8l 8dTg STalol &1 fad H 14 3IR 16 ©c
SUINT BIT B, I8l U1 VANl 13, &4, A1, IRE, &, Al Ul 2|
That is exactly what happened. ST hH B T §_s(" a%s@ri%mg—s‘ fp
ST 9T QfRRore a7 foran 3R IHHT TN &1 HY 1T X2 3R

QW AT Bl Elé_ T 1 My supplementary is this. In comparison with the

world average and private airlines in India, how are you dealing with

the deficiency in daily aircraft utilisation? This is part(a). 3R IHH]
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U “b” B T 3o ol Yaarore™ & IR H 89 IR-IR ol g I8 ©
o o AT TIRBIFS QAT T - ST 7T & 31R U8l Bl UM
TEI PR IL B 3R G AT I B &l 1 $9h IR ¥ RART F=T 8?2

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, the hon. Member asked the question

on Annexure-ll. Flying hours of each aircraft have been mentioned at
Annexure-ll. Some of the routes in which the Air India operates are
shorter routes. When there are shorter routes, the number of flying
hours will be less. The aircraft has to be stationed at the airport for a
longer time. The hon. Member is right in saying about the flying hours
of the private airlines. In terms of Jet Airways, it is 12 hours and 20
minutes. In terms of Kingfisher, it is 10 hours and 45 minutes. In terms
of Spicedet, it is about 12 hours.

(Contd. By VKK/1H)

-YSR/VKK-GS/1n/11.35

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY (CONTD.): Go Air is 13 hours; Indigo is 11
hours and 40 minutes. Therefore, Sir, to study the whole situation for
better utilisation of the aircrafts — long routes and short routes —

apart from the turnaround plan which has been going on from the
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Government side, a GoM has been constituted by the hon. Prime
Minister. The hon. Finance Minister is looking into it for turnaround of
aircrafts, for the purpose of better utilisation of the aircrafts. It will be
worked out by the Government. Within a short period, the
Government will come out with a package for the purpose of using
those aircrafts and for maximum utilisation of those aircrafts which are
flying for lesser hours. The plan is being worked out and it would be

done in a short period of time.

1 IFTSTRA AT : FHIUIT HEIGd, H AR w1 Sl I Yo U2 q& 1 dr8dl g
it |ty : 21, oy I |/ 7 9IfTg) L. (JaYT)... eI, 81, 319 419 H§ 7d
qiferl ... (Fae). ..

#f IS AT : Dol SYYR QIRUIC TR 3 HHARAT 7 1T fh I
...(TaET)...

it gUTafey : 31y e § 7 Gifery) ... (Fagr)...

il IS SUATE : ITIH HET b IT 4] Tdb Jells Bl Aol el af T3 o
...(STFET)....
st 3 vipx Y¥IE : WR, TR U & Ul Bl J9Als Tel el Y8l gl

...(FE)....
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it Ak : <REY, I8 31 |ard 81 ...(FaYM)... It's a different

question.

it IFSTH AT : HHATRAT B o<l a1 el 2l ... (Faem)....
SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: If the hon. Chairman permits me, | would

respond. (Interruptions)

st U : ST SiY, 39 46 SIST ... (FAHT).... It’s a different
question. TS, 3MY d3 MYl ...(FAYM)... 3T d6
SSUL....(FGET). ..

DR. YOGENDRA P. TRIVEDI: Sir, with due respect, it is submitted
that the Minister need not respond because these are interruptions.
(Interruptions) He should respond to the supplementaries and not to
interruptions. (Interruptions)

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: | would like to submit up to July 2011, the
salary of the employees has been given. For July, it is being
distributed now. | want to clarify. (Interruptions) | want to clear the
doubt. (Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: All right. (Interruptions) Please go ahead with the

supplementary. (Interruptions)
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DR. YOGENDRA P. TRIVEDI: If the hon. Minister will respond only to
interruptions and not to supplementaries, we will stop asking
supplementaries and we will only have interruptions. (Interruptions)
Sir, | have gone through Annexure-l which is given and it gives a
very intriguing picture. There is column ‘sale and lease back’. Now,
‘sale and lease back’ is a method which is normally employed by
corporations in order to do some tax planning. When a plant and
machinery becomes old and on which, no depreciation is admissible,
they sell it and take it back on lease so that they can get lease rent by
way of deduction in order to decrease their profits. Air India is running
at a loss. Why did they sell and then lease back the very same thing
once again? Will the Minister be able to give reply to this?
SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, in ‘sale and lease back’ column
which is given, there are a total of 15 aircrafts. Wide body aircrafts are
3; narrow body aircrafts are 6; freighter is only one; and, non-
operational are five. (Interruptions) Sir, as far as ‘sale and lease back’
is concerned, normally, it is put in the column. After selling, we are

not getting those aircrafts back from the people to whom we have
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sold. It is only mentioned in the column because when it is sold, it is
not taken back on lease.

SHRI PREM CHAND GUPTA: Sir, | have gone through Annexure-ll.
The hon. Minister has given a reply that the turnaround time is too
much and it takes most of the time. If you look at the figures given, A-
330 is a long range aircraft. It is not a short range aircraft and the
utilisation is 8 hours a day. If you look at B-777-300ER, the utilisation
is only 13.6 hours a day. | think, this is a matter of mismanagement.
There is total mess at Air India.

MR. CHAIRMAN: What’s the question?

(Followed by KR/1))

KR/LP/1J/11.40

SHRI PREM CHAND GUPTA: May | know from the hon. Minister what
steps the Ministry is taking to ensure optimum utilization of the aircraft
so that Air India doesn't go to a stage of no return?

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Mr. Chairman, Sir, the hon. Member is
right when he said that A-330 is a long haul flight. Sir, Boeing 777-300

is also like that. Its flying capacity is 13.6 hours; and A-330 flying
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capacity is about eight hours. It is a matter of concern. Actually, A-
330 is flying to Europe. There is heavy competition on this route. We
would like to improve the flying hours of those aircraft. | agree with the
hon. Member. This is one of the items which is a matter of concern for
the Government because on some of the long routes we will have to
fly these aircraft for long hours. Therefore, we will definitely consider
this.

(Ends)
MR. CHAIRMAN: Q.No.245. ...(Interruptions)... No supplementary

on supplementary.
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I AT 245

it T TROT : AU HEIG Y, §oolds H 2005 ¥ bR 2010 dh, Ui
ATl BT YT TST| Ul & 791 H B¥el 991 81 15, UF STel Dl Hhe
B3, JATGH! B BINSY, STd SR U & J9Md H AR o, dl &4
ARBR F [BR B e b AR $B 3cIR<h AMIT BIY, oAfeh
HRBR F AR B8R Tl el 2007 H, S1d IR Y9 H dfes AR
AT it {2y H31 911, 9 d qa9 I8l 9GT H31 Sl 9 AThR el
3R IBH W BT BT B8R B, eads bl HIgs Rl garg)
JaoRgS P e a1 §, G I1S © b SR, Sl 1 off, 9o 2, o9
I9bT ART T8l fetr, arit el e a1 feamt 7 S9d! ¥old g9 &
IR T B Tl ¢ o1t ot 3iR Paretal! gs deil St ot |
SN = THBATY Bi, AN DT TATIT &1 T B S8 STTAE] I8,
At gaoRde H Ul & BT SITHE] ge!| SIed] $a-l ge!
fop st 1 a1 faar Jur WIS 0 &3 81 751§ ger /31 St &l g
TSI § & ST {qa=o1 o1 Ued R @1 -1 &, 394 I8 © [ 2009 4,
19 TR T Wl YbSl B TN g, IE AT AT b 7266 BRI
BUY QU 7Y HH IR TS & Q@S Dl 3506 BRIS B AR HLY
UGS & el Dl 3760 BRIS B [T Y| ATThT Sl STare AT 8,
IFH ACA, ST D51 IR AR &1 75 8, IR U9l
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DI 1696 BIIS BUY AR HEJ Y9l Dl 1954 DRI DY AU MY &1 e
U H31 Sit 9IGT ¢ A, B YT STed Hhe b [eTY 200 HRIS SUY
feg &, IFH 9 200 RIS SU A A &1 H g #3417 |
ST <8l § b 3MTU Si1 7266 BRIS BUY HI GO BI o, IGH
IR DB G Al 3T HATH 1696 BRIS BUY 3R 1954 HRIS
BUY ACATHR HTH 3650 BRIS BUY AU &, Frebt 3mu foran & fob o
SINTA o1 &5, Sl centrally sponsored scheme &, .. (Iae)...
it AHTafT : T R B2

i T TROT : I A7 7.(FAI).. T eyl HaTd 81 F WA
2..(FIYM)..d 7200 BRIS Y 39 AU FHl &7 ..(JaLM).. T8
al I /A BT 94T 4t A Sirs foan, st H RKvY &1 U1 Sk
& g, I Y e I &1 Uy 9 3 | oS e g,

centrally sponsored scheme &I 0 \_‘I?IE_ ERIE

(akg/1h TR STRY)
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U AT - 245 (ShHTT)

87} T TROT (SHHANT) : AIAR, MY e i (T B

1t AR : 3119 Tt ey

it T TROT : AT YB 2 [ MU 7,200 BRIS BUY BI ST HIYUIT Dl
o, g8 oI AT 81 ?

2t PPt HHR ;. G Sfl, H 3D H1eIH F AT R Bl
G BT ATSAT g b TG H3AT S 7 19 TIRIR 2009 B T ol@vs
& GETI gl o oIy Ryers iR B & fdard & [y 7,266 RIS
BUY BT Ydb UL fhaTl Iqd 918 19 Hg 2011 DI YISl & oy
3AfIRTH 200 BHRIS BYY BT YIGL fHAT AT 59 AR TS Bl el
AG¥G ¢ goadUs & galld H TS, dasie 3R Bl & e a1
IARAT BT 3TD B3 heads &, BT U3 & o119 § o7 T
7,266 ST 200 HRIS, AT 7,466 HRIS B Sl Uhol 7, IABI Sl
break-up &, a8 W STa9 ¥ foar w1 81 1fR<h vl IR d &
IR H 3T S 3 U, S BN S1d19 A &, 98 98! 91d &l AR
fF RKVY, FT 3R &3 Centrally-sponsored schemes & SiT &
e T, I 521 Al & g &, Sl eerdvs Ul # enfie 8 &
ST STl Tled Ydhol 991 &, TSI 7g TRl vs &l f[Ahr B ...
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(@ET) ... § 9 I YR B ], TR 19 g <l H S break-up
AT g ... (aam) ...

st gy : SRIY, wiie ... (F9gM) ...

it fIg BIRIR : T TR AT MY 7 TR RIS BYY & Udol Bl
GV B & ... (G ...

it [wHmafa ; {99 S, o9 48 SIS Wil ... (F9gm) ... S99 B
EINCIE IR

it Ik R : W, 381 qET T ... (FEgM) ... 9gE HE S S S
H0T &1 Y, I8 BBl 57 ... (FAUM) ...

it WYY : MY FATel T ST G A1 & I A21? ... (JFGET)

... AT I3 S1SY ... (FAY) ... 3MY 93 A8V ... (JFIGH) ...

Y IR R : gu= 45 S 9 ) 9wen @ oft, 98 ®Er 87 ..
(ST ..

it gUTafe : ST oA ST L. (Fagm) ...

it TP AR : H fHEDdT S S ? ... (FIgM) ...

AN HON. MEMBER: This is a Budgeted item already.

...(Interruptions)...
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MR. CHAIRMAN: If you don’t want supplementaries, | will go to the
next question. ...(Interruptions)...

11 T AROT : IR, YE R AL 1, H G ... (FIGH) ...

it PPt PHR : HA MU ST STaTd (&1 2, SHH HA AT 7,266
RIS ST 200 HRIS YUY BT (a0 3T 81 39 {davor H g4+ |1 i
Hel g T Sl <ifdrs g0 QY €, I 1,696 FRIE TUY IR U &
Ty 3R 1,954 RIS TUY ALY U< & oIy, g IR H=id

TETIT B s'ch\b 31TdT Centrally-sponsored schemes & S BRIGH

T X8 U, ITh] Tal@gus TR hivsd (BT 7T 81 $HTY BT ...
(ST ...

it fa sfear : w=, w20t ST Hielt HIel SHar B TIRIE PRI T ...
(FTFET) ..

# T =ROT ;. BICYR AR, A &H qloil I, 3T (9
HAHEN H 59 Yfql ... (Fagr) ...

it derRTer st AUl S, ... (FEe) ..

S AU : HRTST ST, WilsT, 3TTh! gRT MUY, 319 SIRT 96 ST
... (AT ...

it o FfeaR : S B THRIE fhaT ST RET 2 .. (FaET) ..
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it AU : BICIR S, MY 98 SM8YY ... (FAYF) ... Ig IABI

A 2l ... (FIH) ... IRIY, FITA IAPBT gl 3T 3 A=Y
Okay. Second supplementary.

it T TROT : R, AhS FelHed] o FaTd 9 IodT 8, ofd HY Jgel
U9 DT el STaTd 311 Y ... (Fagr) ...

it At : e Rt 31 Ue g 9ahd 2 ... (JAgH) ... 39 93

NIFY
S} T BROT ;. R, WRT AT © fb S8 7,266 BRIS BIU & Special

Package &I announcement (BT T <1 3179 31T |ad & A+ Higy

fb B9 9 9199 od ©, 897 ATF I 2,400 HRIS BIU BT Upo
foarg ...l
(1T/THATT IR ST

-MKS-AKG/TMV-SCH/1L/11.50

it T TROT (SHATTE): YhSl T A & - 3ITRTD AT A H
ol 319 99 B 8% S8 U1 od €, BN I Are & fofg At 3y
U1 < €, BX STAIHE & 3fad UgoTdl & forg ot U < 81 otfehe
T H3] S 7 Sl 7266 BRIG TUY DI €YU DI Y, IH HIYUIT &




70
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
S T - 245 (SFHTTA)

TTAR BH 7266 TUYAT YR A1RY| AT 1 3117 Fe o 471 T8I S @ &
31FeT Pe b < g ol Sl Al AT &, SHD IR H e Dl g1 A1y|

2} AT HAR: TR, ST 1 & A1 ST Fehell &, Sl Wl 6

S} T TROT: MY G Bl A<dTs &) 918Ul

il JAPaT PAR: 31T FeaTs G I ol ISl MY STa1d G dl <l
STd I8 & f 7266+200 BRI U TN 7466 BRIS Y BT Bivsd
Uhol gaolee IR 81 I8 el &l 3R A I§ AR doi b Sl
TSI hs g BRI 8, hacl g8l bl &, dl § queal § fb a3
3R 3P A9 H AN 21 Ul dI 8, AR I8 He-l fb Tbol 98!
HIAT SITQAT, fT_¥epT T additional Central assistance 81T, T8 Sferd
T8l &, I8 ITeld & 3R Fedls ¥ W T ... (JagT)

7t faTg FICAR: 39 <21 1 TARTE FT BRI 82 AR b I
I B U7 ST &, <fd 31y 99 H 59 3fR SIS IR B (aHT )|
it HerRTot st quTal weley, g3t W U qeHl 2 ... (agr)|

MR. CHAIRMAN: Kalraj Ji, | am coming to you. (Interruptions)..
Please. (Interruptions)... <Ifdhe 31T U TSIRTAT H BIZT b SR

90 Sf....(FaYT) MY SRT 96 W8T, Ugel ST Gux] Hald 1 &

STIY ... (1) I 3Uh] AT FaTdl &1 bl &...(Fagr)|
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1 T AROT: IR, A A1 AR ISl FTeA Dl B IR a1 AT &

it quTafl: 3Ud ST JAT Bl Y, A IATY 4 SM8Y ...(FdLM)
AT, TATST ... (SFIET)

it T RO W), AT b Al W B L (Fagr) afely, e
THTR B o s MU 7266 BRIS BYY HI ... (FIGT)

it Tk SRaY, I8 fe¥me 7181 8 .. (99T )

it T RO AR, H [STHIM el B BT ...(FAY) 3 WIHR B
foram fob &9 2400 BRI BYY BT Werel Udbsl ST, 7266 HRIS DU
T2l far ... (cuaer)

81t SIfRT FHAR: 7266 BRI BUY BT &1 UbSl 5. (FqE )|

it T AROT: b H ggr H3l S A YAl 9rsdl § (b Jedes Bl
TaTaE (I, TR, 4@, 9a8Tell, IRISTTRT ... (aeT)

st @ty SRIY, MY AT 39 |aTa H 9gd WHg o @ B
...(TTETT)

St I RO W), H G HA S S el § (b geods |
SERN Bl T & oY, Weqre o1 & oIy $id IRBR Central
excise duty and income-tax ¥ O I AT Pl YT Il &, AT
e B Wl I S e ThY ST B BT TIRT H1?
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71 fIshH A AR ARBR % TSI YNy $Redl 3|

MR. CHAIRMAN:  One minute, please. (Interruptions).. SIRT Td
e 98 SISy ...(Fag) Ry, SRT Ud fA9e a1a g iy
...(TFHT)

2 TS ML WX, IR U2 Dl Yo W1 41 781 for|

it Tt v AT, ggel 1_ 91 g Sy ... (JagT) Please,

one minute.  (Interruptions).. 34 98 ST ...(JAL) Hon.

Members, please. (Interruptions).. 98 STISY ...(IE) 3R 31U
AR BT FaTAl BT STad ARy a @HERN |/ S| g1 8T 3R
ST § TeTdl &, a1 319 forRgd # 9 TR WRBR &l ddoailg fSarsy,
TR 379 SA1d G Tl X8 8§, S T BIIal 811 S0 o Ae)
g o1t Tqgdal, i ... (aem)

it fash s o AR, g4 |arel gu <l <1

it gk TSS9 AaTel | AU I8 FHI of (7T, 319 SHY STGT

3R FHY & ...(FdYT) The House is adjourned till 12.00 hours.

%k sk sk sk ok

The House then adjourned at fifty-four minutes
past eleven of the clock.
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The House reassembled at twelve of the clock,
MR. CHAIRMAN in the Chair
RE. UNSTARRED QUESTION NO. 585 ANSWERED ON 4™
AUGUST, 2011
THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL,
PUBLIC GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS AND MINISTER OF STATE
IN THE PRIME MINISTER'S OFFICE (SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY):
Sir, | lay on the Table, a Statement (in English and Hindi) correcting
the answer to Unstarred Question N0.585 given in the Rajya Sabha on
the 4™ August, 2011, regarding “S-band Devas Deal”.
(Ends)

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

SHRI V. KISHORE CHANDRA DEO: Sir, | lay on the Table—

1.(1) A copy each (in English and Hindi) of the following papers,
under sub-section (1) of Section 619 A of the Companies Act,
1956:—

(a) Ninth Annual Report and Accounts of the National Scheduled
Tribes Finance and Development Corporation (NSTFDC), for
the year 2009-10, together with the Auditor's Report on the
Accounts and the comments of the Comptroller and Auditor
General of India thereon.

(b) Review by Government on the working of the above
Corporation.
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(2) Statement (in English and Hindi) giving reasons for the delay
in laying the papers mentioned at (1) above.

SHRIMATI KRISHNA TIRATH: Sir, | lay on the Table, a copy each (in
English and Hindi) of the following papers:—

(a) Annual Report and Accounts of the Rashtriya Mahila Kosh
(RMK), for the year 2009-10, together with the Auditor's
Report on the Accounts.

(b) Statement by Government accepting the above Report.

(C)Statement giving reasons for the delay in laying the papers
mentioned at (a) above.

SHRI PABAN SINGH GHATOWAR: Sir, | lay on the Table, a copy
each (in English and Hindi) of the following papers:—

(i) Memorandum of Understanding between the Government of
India (Ministry of Development of North Eastern Region) and
the North Eastern Regional Agricultural Marketing Corporation
Limited (NERAMAC), for the year 2010-11.

(iDMemorandum of Understanding between the Government of
India (Ministry of Development of North Eastern Region) and
the North Eastern Regional Agricultural Marketing Corporation
Limited (NERAMAC), for the year 2011-12.

(i)  Memorandum of Understanding between the Government of
India (Ministry of Development of North Eastern Region) and
the North Eastern Handicrafts and Handlooms Development
Corporation Limited (NEHHDC), for the year 2011-12.

SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY: Sir, | lay on the Table, a copy each (in
English and Hindi) of the following Notifications of the Ministry of
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Personnel, Public Grievances and Pensions (Department of Personnel
and Training) :—

(1) G.S.R. 442 (E), dated the 9" June, 2011, making amendment
to the Second Schedule of the Right to Information Act, 2005,
under sub-section (3) of Section 24 of the Right to information
Act, 2005.

(2) G.S.R. 472 (E) , dated the 21% June, 2011, publishing the
Union  Public  Service Commission  (Exemption  from
Consultation) Amendment Regulations, 2011, under clause (5)
of article 320 of the Constitution of India.

SHRI JITIN PRASADA: Sir, | lay on the Table, a copy each (in
English and Hindi) of the following Notifications of the Ministry of Road
Transport and Highways, under Section 10 of the National Highways
Act, 1956:—

(1) S.0. 1216 (E), dated the 24" May, 2010, regarding rate of fee to
be recovered from the users of the Aroor Kumbalam and
Kumbalam Panangad bridges on National Highway No. 47 in the
State of Kerala.

(2) S.0. 1693 (E), dated the 19" July, 2010, amending Notification
No. S.0. 2224 (E), dated the 18" September, 2008, to
substitute certain entries in the original Notification.

(3) S.0. 2112 (E), dated the 30™ August, 2010, amending
Notification No. S.0. 2646 (E), dated the 21% October, 2009, to
substitute certain entries in the original Notification.

(4) S.0. 2367 (E), dated the 30" September, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 0.000 to
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K.M.81.600 (Tiruttani-Chennai Section) on National Highway
No. 205 in Tiruvallur District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(5) S.0. 2582 (E), dated the 18" October, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 270.000
to K.M. 332.600 (Mannuthy-Aluva Section) on
National Highway No. 47 in Thrissur and Ernakulam Districts in
the State of Kerala.

(6) S.0. 2630 (E), dated the 25™ October, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 180.000
to K.M. 182.000 (Kannur Section) on National
Highway No. 17 in Kannur District in the State of Kerala.

(7) S.0. 2637 (E), dated the 25" October, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 0.000 to
K.M.81.600 (Tiruttani-Chennai Section) on National Highway
No0.205 in Tiruvallur District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(8) S.0. 2664 (E), dated the 28™ October, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 171.200
to K.M. 185.960 on National Highway No. 17 in
Kannur District in the State of Kerala.

(9) S.0. 2703 (E), dated the 2" November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 171.200
to K.M. 185.960 on National Highway No. 17 in Kannur District in
the State of Kerala.

(10) S.0. 2739 (E), dated the 8" November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 75.200
to K.M. 94.000 (Tiruchirapalli-
Karaikudi Section) on National Highway No. 210 in Sivaganga
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District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(11)S.0. 2802 (E), dated the 18" November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 239.000
to K.M. 282.000 (Sambalpur-Raipur Section) on National
Highway No. 6 in Raipur District in the State of Chhattisgarh.

(12) S.0.2828(E), dated the 24™ November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M.10.400 to
K.M.56.630 (Madurai-Ramanathapuram-Rameshwaram-
Dhanuskodi Section) on National Highway No. 49 in Sivaganga
District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(13) S.0. 2829(E), dated the 24™ November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from
K.M.56.630 to K.M.190.550 (Madurai-Ramanathapuram-
Rameshwaram-Dhanuskodi Section) on National Highway No.
49 in Ramanathapuram District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(14) S.0. 2832 (E), dated the 24™ November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 65.420
to K.M. 77.900 (Raipur-Bilaspur Section) on National Highway
No. 200 (New NH-130) in Durg District in the State of
Chhattisgarh.

(15) S.0. 2833 (E), dated the 24™ November, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 77.900
to K.M. 126.000 (Raipur-Bilaspur Section) on National Highway
No. 200 (New NH-130) in Bilaspur District in the State of
Chhattisgarh.

(16) S.0. 2920 (E), dated the 9" December 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 365.600
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to K.M. 387.100 (Panipat-Jalandhar Section) on National
Highway No. 1 in Jalandhar District in the State of Punjab.

(17) S.0. 2923 (E), dated the 10" December 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 39.965
to K.M. 41.945 (Zirakpur-Parwanoo) Section) on National
Highway No. 22 in Sahibjada Ajit Singh Nagar District in the State
of Punjab.

(18) S.0. 2953 (E), dated the 15" December, 2010, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 33.412 to
K.M. 93.000 (Athipalli-Krishnagiri Section) on National Highway
No. 7 in Krishnagiri District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(19) S.0. 203 (E), dated the 1% February, 2011, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 0.000 to
K.M.17.000 (Nagapattinam-Thanjavur Section) on National
Highway No. 67 in Anandapettai village, Nagapattinam Taluk of
Nagapattinam District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(20) S.0. 204 (E), dated the 1% February, 2011, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 0.000 to
K.M.17.000 (Nagapattinam-Thanjavur Section) on National
Highway No. 67 in Themangalam village, Nagapattinam Taluk of
Nagapattinam District in the State of Tamil Nadu.

(21) S.0. 333 (E), dated the 14™ February, 2011, regarding
appointment of competent authority for acquisition of land on
National Highway No. 75 in Satna District in the State of Madhya
Pradesh, along with delay statement.

(22) S.0. 335 (E), dated the 14" February, 2011, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 116.000
to K.M. 312.400 on National Highway No. 200 in
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Bilaspur District in the State of Madhya Pradesh, along with delay
statement.

(23) S.0. 336 (E), dated the 14" February, 2011, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 70.000
to K.M. 149.000 on National Highway No. 75 in
Chattarpur District in the State of Madhya Pradesh, along with
delay statement.

(24) S.0. 414 (E), dated the 23 February, 2011, regarding
appointment of competent authority for acquisition of land on
National Highway No. 12 in Bhopal District in the State of Madhya
Pradesh, along with delay statement.

(25) S.0. 506 (E), dated the 11" March, 20711, regarding
appointment of competent authority for acquisition of land on
National Highway No. 92 in Gwalior District in the State of
Madhya Pradesh, along with delay statement.

(26) S.0. 1184 (E), dated the 26" May, 2011, regarding acquisition
of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 506.000 to
K.M. 546.400 on National Highway No. 7 in Seoni District in the
State of Madhya Pradesh.

(27) S.0.1200 (E), dated the 26" May, 2011, regarding acquisition
of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 221.000 to
K.M. 295.620 (Bareli — Bhopal Section) on National Highway
No. 12 in Raisen District in the State of Madhya Pradesh.

(28) S.0. 1219 (E), dated the 27" May, 2011, regarding
appointment of competent authority for acquisition of land on
National Highway No. 7 in Rewa District in the State of Madhya
Pradesh.

(29) S.0. 1246 (E), dated the 31" May, 2011, regarding
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acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 1.60 to
K.M. 67.000 (Biaora-MP/Rajasthan Border Section)  on
National Highway No. 12 in Rajgarh Tehsil of Rajgarh
District in the State of Madhya Pradesh.

(30) S.0. 1247 (E), dated the 31" May, 2011, regarding acquisition
of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 1.600 to K.M.
67.000 (Biaora-MP/Rajasthan Border Section) on National
Highway No. 12 in Khilchipur Tehsil in Rajgarh District in
the State of Madhya Pradesh.

(31) S.0. 1358 (E), dated the 13™ June, 20711, regarding
acquisition of land, with or without structure, from K.M. 10.250 to
K.M. 19.500 (Jhansi-Lakhnadon Section) on National Highway
No. 26 in Tikamgarh District in the State of Madhya Pradesh.

(32) S.0. 1562 (E), dated the 8" July, 20711, regarding
appointment of competent authority for acquisition of land, from
K.M. 77.000 to K.M.80.600 (Balasore-Baripada-Jharpokharia
Section) on National Highway No. 5 in Balasore District in the
State of Orissa.

(33) S.0. 1667 (E), dated the 21 July, 2011, regarding
appointment of competent authority for acquisition of land on
National Highway No. 27 in Rewa District in the State of Madhya
Pradesh.

SHRI MUKUL ROY: Sir, | lay on the Table, under Section 38 of Inland
Waterways Authority of India Act, 1985, a copy (in English and Hindi) of
the Ministry of Shipping Notification No. IWAI/Cargo/184/2009, dated
the 16" July-22"9 July, 2011, publishing the Inland Waterways Authority of
India (Levy and collection of fees and charges) Regulations, 2011.
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SHRI TUSHARBHAI CHAUDHARY: Sir, | lay on the Table—

l. A copy each (in English and Hindi) of the following Notifications of
the Ministry of Road Transport and Highways, under sub-section (3) of
Section 20 of the Carriage by Road Act, 2007 :—

(1)G.S.R. 176 (E), dated the 1% March, 2011, publishing the
Carriage by Road Rules, 2011, along with delay statement and an
Explanatory Memorandum.

(2) G.S.R. 205 (E), dated the 10" March, 2011, publishing the
Corrigendum to Notification No. G.S.R. 176 (E), dated the
28" February, 2011, along with delay statement.

Il. A copy (in English and Hindi) of the Ministry of Road Transport
and Highways Notification No. G.S.R. 367 (E), dated the 9" May, 2011,
publishing the Motor Vehicles (AII India Permit for Tourist Transport
Operators) Amendment Rules, 2011, under sub-section (4) of Section
212 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988, along with an Explanatory
Memorandum on the Notification.

(Ends)

REPORTS OF THE DEPARTMENT RELATED PARLIAMENTARY
STANDING COMMITTEE ON RURAL DEVELOPMENT

S1. I g1 (EREm): Heiey, H ur wRia arior faer
el A Wil | (2010-11) & FRAfaRad gfcde=l @t
Q- Uil (TS d21 fa=al #) AT Ue el U= Igal gi-
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0 U] [IhrT AT (UISTe 3R Weedl [A9RT) @l

IR AN (2011-12)° & T § I\l Tirda;
3R

(i) grfor e H@ATer (Arer fderE favrT) @t
“3TgaT™ AT (2011-12) & T+ § il gfrde|

(FHTT)

STATEMENT RE. IMPLEMENTATION OF TWENTY-EIGHTH
REPORT OF THE DEPARTMENT-RELATED PARLIAMENTARY
STANDING COMMITTEE ON FINANCE
THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING (SHRI
ASHWANI KUMAR): Sir, | make a statement regarding Status of
implementation of recommendations contained in the Twenty-eighth
Report of the Department-related Parliamentary Standing Committee
on Finance on the Demands for Grants (2010-11) of the Ministry of

Planning.
(Ends)

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

MR. CHAIRMAN: | have to inform the Members that three letters have
been received from Shri P.R. Rajan stating that he is under medical

treatment. He has, therefore, requested for grant of leave of absence
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from 1% to 19™ August, 2011 of the current 223" Session of the Rajya

Sabha.

Does he have the permission of the House for remaining absent
from 1% to 19™ August, 2011 of the current Session of the Rajya
Sabha?

(No hon. Member dissented)
MR. CHAIRMAN: Permission to remain absent is granted.

(Ends)

FAREWELL TO RETIRING MEMBERS

MR. CHAIRMAN: Hon. Members, on the completion of the term of
office, some of our colleagues from the States of Gujarat and West
Bengal are retiring today, the 18" of August, 20911. | am glad that Shri
Ahmed Patel and Shri Sitaram Yechury have already been reelected.

On behalf of the whole House and on my own behalf, | bid
farewell to the retiring Members, namely, Shri Surendra Motilal Patel,
Shri Pravin Naik, Shri Abani Roy, Shrimati Brinda Karat, Shri Swapan

Sadhan Bose and Shri Mohammed Amin.
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The retiring Members have made valuable contributions to the

proceedings of the House on many memorable occasions. | am sure
they will cherish the memory of their association with this august
House.

| wish them good health, happiness and success in every sphere
of life. The House shall ever remember their association.

Now the retiring Members may wish to say a few words as per
our traditional practice.

(Followed by 1N)

-PSV/VNK-RG/1n/12:05
it sraf~ ) 9fdrh de (A GHIRT 7RIS SR 1Y < aTel
GEa! ,H 59 G H 5 31 T S Bl FHRITSN DI G G Bl
HIRM BT 37T ATe $H IUSI BIeY YT FAd BRAT BieY ,H ARDBR
B HH-HH Fad (a1 6 39 HH I A1fey AT I B4l &1
ARYI <2 | S AT & ,ITH 698 B @YADY &1 T 39
YADTST & IR H WY 91 DIl FHG | 39 $ 13 ATl b ST IcTd
STt H BH |G D1 ITRAT BT I91Y G D IR Bl

UG HI-A1Y H I8 | He (b g9R <9 § fhagrd Sl
position T &l B ,39H fUBe Bs ATl 9 Uk T oIN) & b &9
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STdTaT STl Dl B WA BN 7H 37T T IIRIY DR § b IR

I STATET AT DI GH B & (o7 I8 &1 A ST YAH B2 2
STH G & IR H L, F¥G1 & IR H ,FAN S BI Al & IR H S
AIoT I SHUR SR B 308 & ,d8 & YR | ST TRl § g9
dF W §1 R 99d 81 9 84 B W Bl 1 bR el
IRy T2 A1 8H YETAR Dl HH 6] B YU 8H YR bl 374!
G B B 1 8] bedl ,dRih SHD] STg oI+l el T3 & [ 37T
IE ST & gy Y Tl 78 Bl 39 AIH! WH HRA & [Ty Siare
AT B Sleb W BIIH DB &H U Hed Iol A1y fd DIs da9a
IT ATl IR B W Bel R bl femol 5 & |

ST ach § Sa1 81 B b w¥l-H 519 g=1 8idl § ,d1 84
el 1 fopfl UR TR A1 RTSITeTes 9 9 JATHAY Bl o| 3R 84
U] T b U oI BRIHA & ,dl SHA BH G2 DI ST bl JiIegm
S Gl © ,SThT 1Y § Hhd & AR A1 B A1 & < DI 3 of S
Hehd B

Teed ,H g UL H3l Sff O I8 SRR hoT fob <97 Bl
A & o7 e i1 e o 2,99 RTRIGRT &1 31a g1eil |
SIehY JATT T2 DI AN g T¢I R Yeb VAT <20 B , 511 Ueb FHY A
HUR AT SR 37T &4 Fa¥ <112 ST ¥ 81 i1 7 59 |4 el R pIfrer
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HX| IS I8 U& Bl I fAUeT ,89 < Bl AT g1 b ol Tl |1
BN Tl | I BT ST YRIAL W TR VE 7 LSS W A 2 R QT
H RIS AT STRAEAT Dl FHRAT 2 LT FI 1 89 51 FHRTSAT Dl gR
BHRD HIRA Dl Hdl SHTE IR of WY 3R 3R G161 H AT-Y JGr
H | g ST B fh I8 RTER) 1MUd UTd © 349U 3y
D] SR AN GGG I AT R §U L, 449G &b GHI ST Bl
FARI A% W TAWHR | 3R 3 13-12 ATl H 899 IRhId ®I J Bis
AT g3 8,7l SHP (7Y H &1 18 g1 &9 6¥S | I8 I 18- 1w,
RISy oeTs ol Bl Xl ,olfdhT Ul @l Sl STl 5281 @ ,
D! BH 3T ITYI| 37T FHI Bl BIGH YHHTHAT o<l §Y H ST &1
B b MY g 720 b oY Teb A1 BIehx M AT SR S D1 M

delgUl g-gdiql

)T

)10/S1.09 4R 37T (

10/12.10/DS-KS

£ P¥=5 AT gCe ([OIRT): AT Sil, § ATHR AT g 1 319
9 7 S WEBR AT IRT 3 & Ugat § 3rd SToquic faiRe) o
YIHA ATl ol % A1S 7 a1 6 39 | 9gd dM Bl <,
STV Y WS H ST, Hifdh T&1 Bl STBRT & HIedH I 319 I8
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98d B PR Fhd &l J8I 3 & I8 81 98 SIFDHRT el 3R 349

SM&RT & AR TR A EAGEIG & 3169 URATS H H3 Alolded
TAY, ST Uh S8 a1, GH S8 FRIAPd gUl S TbR, &4

DI & AT s dIolded FRIAHe R QU1 T8l I3 98d SIFDHR]
ERIEISERENEEEINIB I

R0 € Rre 3 &1 3 o ¥ vap gfafi o dRRe § ik et 9
T3 R o Rrem % &= F B e 9 o aga IR Re o
3R © b 311 91 {31 VAT W bR el 39 Fdt T = 437 AE bR
f&, 3Ty § 3T 39 H1 MR §| g=aTa |

()

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (WEST BENGAL): Sir, | rise to bid
farewell to this august House where | have served for the last six
years.

| wish to express my deep appreciation to you, the Chairman of
this House, to the Deputy Chairman, to the Rajya Sabha Secretariat,
the Secretary-General and, of course, all the staff who make our work
SO much easier.

Sir, as a young woman -- | am not going to go into my

autobiography; | know | have limited time -- | was inspired by the
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Marxist ideology and the thought that, hitherto, philosophers have

only interpreted the world, but the point, however, is to change it.
Inspired by this sermon when | was just 22 years old, | joined my
Party. | am now 64. So, it is 42 years in politics for me in different
fields, in trade unions, with women's movements and, | must say, in
these 42 years, this six year period as a Member of Parliament, as it is
for all of us, has been quite unique. These six years have been
eventful and educative and | certainly hope to take with me the lessons
learnt in this august House -- some good; some perhaps not so
good; but certainly lessons — for my work outside this House.

| was also very happy, Sir, to be here in this House when the
Women's Reservation Bill, a historic Bill, was passed. There is a
belief that women's movements are pitted against men. But | think
that was an occasion when the whole country saw that for women's
movements to go forward, for gender equality and emancipation to be
established, we do need the support of thoughtful and sensitive men.
And, | am so glad, Sir, that this House expressed that sensitivity by

passing the Bill. | thank you all for that. | believe that there should



89
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
not be any further delay in bringing that Bill to the Lok Sabha so that it

can be enacted as law.

Sir, | was also very glad to be associated at the time with a
negotiating team set up by my Party to discuss with the Government
various provisions of the Rural Employment Guarantee Bill, which later
became an Act and also for the Forest Rights Act. | believe that
Parliament is the strongest and at its best when we enact laws which
reflect the needs and requirements of the poor, the working poor of
this country because, after all, as parliamentarians, it is our privilege to
be here to serve the people and we do that in a spirit, not of
patronage or charity, but of recognizing the entitlements of the mass
of people of this country. | think that bringing such enactments that
provide a share to the poor in the resources of this country as an
entitlement, as a right, is something which we have to assert again
and again.

| say farewell at a time when questions of democracy and the
role of Parliament are being discussed with unusual intensity all
through the country. Yesterday, we had a discussion on it. | do not

want to labour any further on those points. But, today, | believe,
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more than ever, when social and economic inequalities give rise to the

danger of India regressing from a democracy to a plutocracy, it is all
the more required to remember the words of the founder of the Indian
Constitution, Dr. Babasaheb Ambedkar, who had warned that
political democracy is in perpetual conflict and contradiction with
economic inequalities.

(contd. by 1p/kgg)

Kgg/hms/1p/12.15

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (CONTD.): Unless the contradiction is
resolved by removing the economic inequalities, the edifice of political
democracy itself will be in peril. | am sure that we as representatives of
the people, and you as the representative of the people, will always
keep this as a centrality in political agenda.

| thank all of you at my personal level. | have found so many
friendships across the party-lines, Sir. | thank you for your warmth

and the cordial relations.

Y 91 fegr a1 ot ot <t =7 S|
ol Tl foh a8 dRTeT o1yt i ol

(Ends)
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SHRI SWAPAN SADHAN BOSE (WEST BENGAL): Sir, thank you. |

thank you esteemed colleagues for the cooperation and help you have
given me during my six years’ tenure here. | have been given 3
minutes’ time. But, today, | will become a friend of Panyji. Then, |
would get six minutes’ time. This | would teach to my son who will
come tomorrow. (* The hon. Member spoke in Bengali)

This was just a little humour at a time when | am leaving. Since Mr.
Prime Minister is here, | am going to say something, and nothing
about me. | cannot say | am fat and all that. The Planning Commission
and the Prime Minister and everything else are the assets of this
country. | think, my children are my main assets. Accordingly, the
children of this country are the assets of this country. In this, | have a
small finding. | would not read all of that. The effective literacy rate in
the Census 2001 was 64.83 per cent which improved to 74.04 as per
the Census 2011. Now, the average level of education is also in
progress. But, as per a finding, as the Vice-President of the country
released in January, 2011, it is well above 96 per cent. But, the big
news is, there is no change in children’s ability to read or do

mathematics. The survey has found that only 53 per cent children in
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Class-V can read a Class-ll level text and even worse. There has been

a decline in their ability to do basic mathematics. In Class-V, only 36
per cent students can do simple division; a 2 per cent drop in numbers
as compared to 2009. | would not go into more details because | will
have to follow your stricture. But, | have a small thing to say. There is
one District Primary Education Programme and there is Sarva Shiksha
Abhiyan, which are too bureaucratic, Mr. Prime Minister.

We have now, a very, very learned Education Minister, Mr. Kapil
Sibal. | know him because once he pleaded my Mohan Bagan Club
case. Being an advocate, | admire; Mr. Jethmalani, you also have
fought for my Club. But, with Mr. Kapil Sibal as Education Minister,
and Mr. Manmohan Singh as Prime Minister, | expect that this
bureaucratic procedure in the education system is minimized. Why not
an SEZ coming to do business? Why not a special education zone
created? | am an NRI. | run a radio station in Dubai. | have seen in a
desert place how education is given the topmost priority, as a special
zone. Mr. Prime Minister, it is high time that our children’s welfare is

taken up.
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| have the last word. | just now told the Leader of the

Opposition, Shri Arun Jaitley, about two States—Karnataka and
Andhra Pradesh; one is run by the BJP Government and another by
the Congress Government. In Bangalore and Hyderabad, an NGO is
running mid-day meals scheme. What an excellent mid-day meal it is
Rs.3 is given by the Government; actually it spends just one-and-a-
half rupees.

(Contd. By tdb/1q)

TDB-NB/1Q/12.20

SHRI SWAPAN SADHAN BOSE (CONTD.): One-and-a-half rupee
goes to the contractor, the system, bureaucrats. In this NGO, they
give three rupees, and six rupees are collected. The money comes
from Clinton Fund. All the Indian businessmen have now learnt one
word, ‘give’. Quietly they do. People who publicize, they do not give.
There are very big industrialists and big businessmen who have learnt
the word, ‘give’. | know some people who, in their will, have given 50
per cent to charity and 25 or 50 per cent to their family.

Sir, coming back to that point, why should we not improve the

system of mid-day meal? We talked about fast food; we talked about
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fat boys. No; mid-day meal is the solution for nutrition. With the

cooperation of BJP, the CPM and everyone, education should be
promoted. | am saying this because everyone has got children. During
this tenure, the hon. Prime Minister should complete his dream of
bringing India to the top by nourishing the children. Thank you ladies
and gentlemen.

(Ends)
it Higwg ST (UfART §Tre) « AWTTfy Sil, H MYHT YEHSIR & b
< BT 3 R AU ST e T Aoy Rl AR g ST & o 5
§ el TEdl AT, IH e H H BT 31Tl 37Ul a1 J8i IWd §U
4 I IRI-TTIRY BT AERT o1 3R 37797 51g H RS- 81 V81§, W
f&e # ST T894 81 8T 8, 99 R H 3MYBI 3175 W U AR A

qIEAT G -

"3 BT I I IR 37 AT &,
HHR GTeh] & SR TR 377 a1 81"
IR, I§ FHR SIRI Y271, 9 8189 H i, 59 899 & 9188 §
ST BT H o g3 §, S DM H o1 I 3R o1t bl R
G T M G H AT § [ AR < DI Sl BTold §, SHDI

gl H, SHDB! IBAR G H THMH AN &b AT Dl ST &l
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KLS/1r-12.25

(Mr. Deputy Chairman in the Chair)

BILLS INTRODUCED

The Inter-State Migrant Workmen (Regulation of Employment and
Conditions of Service) Bill, 2011

THE MINITER OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT (SHRI
MALLIKARJUN KHARGE): Sir, | beg to move for leave to introduce a
Bill further to amend the Inter-State Migrant Workmen (Regulation of

Employment and Conditions of Service) Act, 1979.

The question was put and the motion adopted.

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE: Sir, | introduce the Bill.
(Ends)
The Border Security Force (Amendment) Bill, 2011

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
(SHRI JITENDRA SINGH): Sir, | beg to move for leave to introduce a

Bill further to amend the Border Security Force Act, 1968.
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The question was put and the motion was adopted.
SHRI JITENDRA SINGH: Sir, | introduce the Bill.
(Ends)
The Administrator's General (Amendment) Bill, 2011

THE MINISTER OF LAW & JUSTICE AND MINISTER OF MINORITY
AFFAIRS (SHRI SALMAN KHURSHEED): Sir, | beg to move for leave
to introduce a Bill further to amend the Administrators-General Act,
1963.

The question was put and the motion was adopted.
SHRI SALMAN KHURSHEED: Sir, | introduce the Bill.
(Ends)
Matters raised with permission of the Chair
Re: Grim flood situation in Assam

SHRI BIRENDRA PRASAD BAISHYA (ASSAM): Thank you, Mr.
Deputy Chairman, Sir. The flood situation in Assam has created a

critical situation especially in Dehmaji, Dhakuthana, Jonai and
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Gahpur. It has worsened in the last few days. Sir, eight people lost

their lives. Lakhs of people became homeless, thousands of hectares
of cultivated land has been washed away in floods. Sir, the most
tragic incident took place in Dehmaji in Assam where after losing their
house, a family took shelter on the top of a tree but later the floods
washed away the tree and all the family members lost their lives, Sir.
Most of the affected people took shelter either in open environment or
on roofs without food, drinking water and medical help. Disaster
management and relief and rehabilitation totally failed in our State. The
State Government is not providing any relief to the affected people.
The affected people took shelter on the roads and roofs without food,
drinking water and medical help. Sir, it is the long standing demand of
the people of Assam to declare Assam's flood problem as a national
problem. The hon. Prime Minister is present here today, Sir,
representing our State here. On behalf of the people of Assam, |
demand from the Centre to declare Assam flood problem a national
problem. Secondly, Sir, | request the hon. Prime Minister to send a
Central team to the flood affected areas of Assam where people took

shelter on the roads without food, drinking water and medical help. |
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would like to request the hon. Prime Minister to send an experts' team

to Assam and provide the people of Assam food, drinking water and
medical help. Sir, Dhemaji, Gahpur, Jonai and a certain area of
Arunachal Pradesh are totally cut off from the rest of the country.
Lack of railway communication and road communication worsened
the flood situation, Sir. The National Highway No0.53 was destroyed
due to flood waters in Assam.

(Contd 1s/NBR)

-SSS/NBR-SC/15/12.30

SHRI BIRENDRA PRASAD BAISHYA (CONTD.): Trains are also not
running since railway tracks were washed away with flood water. So,
certain parts of Arunachal Pradesh and the Northern Brahmaputra are
totally cut off from the rest of the country. Hence, | request the hon.
Prime Minister to kindly respond to the situation. | also request him to
help us in this critical juncture. Thank you.

(Ends)
SHRI KUMAR DEEPAK DAS (ASSAM): Sir, | want to draw the
attention of the House to the problem where all the districts of Assam

are reeling under floods. Sir, what happened in Dhamaji has been
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explained by hon. Birendra Baishya. Sir, the administrator of Dhemaiji

district not attended to the people of this district. In Dhemaji district,
Sir, 10 people washed away by floods when they have taken shelter
under a tree. | demand that the administrator should be punished and
the adequate compensation should be paid to those people. | also
request the hon. Prime Minister to visit those places and a Central
Team should immediately be sent to Assam to assess the damage so
that this problem is settled. Sir, some of the villages in my area have
washed away. Today also some of the villages have been washed
away. It is all happening because of erosion. That is why, | sincerely
hope and sure that the hon. Prime Minister take necessary action on
this grave situation in Assam. Thank you.

(Ends)
SHRI BISWAJIT DAIMARY (ASSAM): Sir, | associate myself with the
submission made by my friends on the flood situation in Assam.
Thank you.

(Ends)
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RE. FLOOD SITUATION IN UTTAR PRADESH

2 FHeRTS A% (ST U2 : IUFHURT AEISY, SRS 3R IR
UGe, G USRIl H JIITd JIRTT & BRYT S[aw 916 Ml §8 T
SRS | a1 Ul Rl i &1 it € b SR er iR gsieer &1
ST AT 8, 98 URT 37d%g 81 AT §l SR & A10-1e g8f WR oS-
TS Al g8 8 IR Havs! Il KT H S gU B 39 UBR ¥ 981 WX
[T g gaemqul &, D! aoT8 | STH HIh! IR 81 ST
RTUTHT, JATSHITE 3R SaRAT BT FATh] g g1 ve F YHIfdeT garl
g, Ie1 JOIRpYR 31X Ufees) IR UQ el &l fowar il s ana a1 9
IR 2| BRI T 39 91¢ | UHIAd U &, RTdd! 9918 A dlT g9
UREITHT T 3TIHT BR X2 &l 9T ARBR DI ARG H §9 Ha8 H TI
T T2 &, olfh oIl B {6 I 9T AThT! €1 SHfeTY -7 IRy ©
foh g ANHR BT I SolTh] b AR ALY &= =71 I1fevl 981y,
Hde 918 ¥ Sl i J9Ifdd 81 32 &, d d1 (eI 8, ISP AI-J1Y Sil
deadl &9 8, 99 &3 ° Y 31 d BN BT GhTad SIATRTT ol Bl
ORI DR IE! &1 § fIRY & F TMREYR B A% B G el gl
gdl SR U< DI g1 Dol A b S selidl § 39 kAl A
BIB! T H AN Bl Jog By &1 T81 IR ARKTSH SR HI TAofl & H1e
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93T 8, ST BRI BIH! ol BTl BT fored 81 T Bl 987 TN 9 e

P BToTd 3T~ 81 T & fh IR ThIel BIg AT A1 Bl STl ol
TS WM YeT &1 SITQ| § WRPR Dl & 99 A | JATh v
S T 1 IRl H ARy &1 S 84, {4 axich 9§ g8i UR dArli
DI UTpicTd IATUST I TATAT ST Fh, AT TIT B Al SATST ITsT 81T

SRCICY

(A1)
SN FYA I (SR U< : HEIGY, H AM-1Y 9S & dwhed 4

I bl Helg DRl gl

(FHT)

IUHTEIE (M0 N9 HRI) R §¢

RE. FLOOD SITUATION IN BIHAR, UTTARAKHAND, ASSAM, WEST
BENGAL AND OTHER PARTS OF THE COUNTRY

N Y&R AR Ahd! (STR UQ¥) : HEIG, ST 4 AT DRI
frsr Sft =7 a1, I8 fawa Bt HEqyel 21 3T 59 89 39 Wed |
DT H 39 favg uR =l - 2 © a1 (Miead IR 9 98 bddl Ua
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ST BT I T8l 81 SR U9, SIRRGS, (N8R, 3194, ufgad) 9o

3R U THM 15T 2, ST QR R | IR R 4 916 A YHIId &
(CRUKINGENERND

SC/MCM-USY/1T/12-35

Y YE&AR AT TRl (FAFT) : IR TS P 9T 24 37l U &
S 97 I T 81 SRS BT Yl IBT BT & OIT BaaxTof (787 S o
Al R1ep fepar T usTs & RRE 9 J|H U It & Sff fob I |
MY &, THR AR € S I H B gU &1 H Wl U g U8
RMAYR T 1| 981 UBTSl UR THR 9 3MR i H I8+ arel AT g8
dIRE W YA 9 3R d F$ehi IR 371 ¢ A1 g2 Fghl R 371 Y 2]
AISTar SR g 91¢ Bl aoig | 981 Afadl § §d Y T D] Py
g W TET 21 31l HId 81 T8 &1 I9 HAN, THMdR AR e & 3R
ITD! AT W Sl FeiY Bl V8l & IqY HSFR] el W&l &, SHA THR]
el T8l g1 3 el udl Il fb 9 Tl W RIR & T g
AfE eI 3N d=0 INUT & 3T I, 39 Gl I W g WX 7371 & 3R
319 AR BIBY b ITh 31TST GR-FGX HCH US V&l ol IUAHTEIE
qBIed, | Ak HIeFH A I8 AT AR b 3o I8 WRbR i
STel 1 Aol D1 H AT ©, AT HGTA Dl Heiol -1 H A g1 H

AT AT b RIART & 3R <781 3R |l 21 31TST <27 bl S+l aHM
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STTeT TR 91¢ &1 AT 7, 91g W 31 | SITST <3 Y4Tad 8, offeh

IRBR bl IRE A 59 FGag F hig 1 ) ¥ SUT & IR H 31T dh
&1 BET T 8|

IUFHIIE Helqd, S AR H I BT AT b IR
el § <1 <o ¥ 3tfere fo7el U 8 Sfl 91 1 ¥ v gH1fad gu &
Hepel g qaTe] F g1 ARE W JHIAd 81 Y 8, Bl YR avE A §F
TS &, S HId 88 & 3R A AR X2 &1 S JeATdl SR AN Bl
ferferedT G g & K § 81 Y &1 I b fAfbear giaer
TEI UgT U1 e 21 SUGIIEdel HeIed, IE Ub Hecayul [Aua 81 Pbw
HRBR ¥ AR IRIY & b IR Ul & IR | 591 HolRIol [H4%7 St A
T o yieel SR uaer 81, gd1 SR U< el 81 I1 il 916 A YHIad &,
IIRIGS 2, UITed §77el &, 3% € T 3= Sl 92 b 15y & d Al 31l
918 | YHIfad &, Salely a8 oTsl 4T f8re Sid & 99 f-dTel v,
THoltell ™ A 99 fhTel B HF A HF 9 &I 39 T8 TH]
& IR H PO [TIR BN 3R Jg1 H U A2y SH Hoil...... (Fae)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN): It is over.

(Interruptions) Mike has been switched off. (Interruptions) Nothing

is going on record. (Interruptions) It is over. (Interruptions)
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< e 81 T/ 7, 1 9fSTl (&99) Now, Shri Moinul Hassan.

(Interruptions)
SHRI RAM KRIPAL YADAV: Sir....(Interruptions) It is regarding

floods. (Interruptions)

A HoRTS A . TBISY, ORI & ISR 3N Aotk ¥ Y 913
Mg g & 3R g8t o= o o wEre B

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN): 3TUd] Ale B for

SUFHTETE : BT 7T, JMYHT U RBTS | 31T AT Bl Your support is
already recorded. (Interruptions)

1t Y HUTA I19d : ¥R, BH Uh S qledl|

SUHUTAE : B 8l Ahdl §, {1 AlgJel &9 SIl bl el for &,

I g1 8! Bl FDhdll....... (FFYT) &1, That is against the rule.

(Interruptions) Don’t ask me for that. (Interruptions) | have already
called his name.  (Interruptions)  You cannot speak now.

(Interruptions)
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RE.: KILLING OF AN R.T.I. ACTIVIST AND SAFETY ISSUES
CONCERNING WHISTLE BLOWERS
SHRI MOINUL HASSAN (WEST BENGAL): Providing information to
the millions of citizens is the motto of the Right to Information Act. But
there is a new meaning of the Act. The RTI activists can get answer
only in death. Day-before-yesterday, a thirty-five-year-old lady,
named Shehla Masood, was killed in Bhopal. The incident, once
again, has brought to light the fact that safety of whistleblowers is very
dismal. After the murder of Shehla Masood, the police told that her
campaign for wild life and tiger conservation might have hurt some
vested interests. The social activist are exposing various illegal
activities, throughout the country, ranging from diamond mafia, to

mining scam, land scam, violations of environment laws. During the

last year, ten social activists were killed. (Contd. by 1u — VP)

-USY/VP/12. 40/1U
SHRI MOINUL HASSAN (CONTD.): But, virtually, no action has
been taken. Ms. Shehla Masood incident happened when lakhs and

crores of people are protesting on the road against corruption.
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So, Sir, | urge upon the Government to provide sufficient safety

measures. There is an urgent need to provide protection to these
whistleblowers along with ensuring that the laws such as the RTI Act
don’t go waste due to fear created by the killing of whistleblowers.
These incidents are happening throughout the country. Last year ten
people were killed. It has started again with the sad killing of Ms.
Shehla Masood. | am raising this issue with your permission during
Zero Hour. Thank you. (Ends)

SHRI KUMAR DEEPAK DAS (ASSAM) : Sir, | associate myself with
the point made by the hon. Member.

SHRI BIRENDRA PRASAD BAISHYA (ASSAM): Sir, | also associate
myself with the point made by the hon. Member.

SHRIMATI BRINDA KARAT (WEST BENGAL): Sir, | also associate
myself with it. (Ends)

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN): | am requesting that
every Member should lay his Special Mention on the Table of the
House.

(Followed by PB/1W)
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-VP/PB-LP/1w/12.45

SPECIAL MENTIONS

NBR/9A
CONCERN OVER VACANCIES IN TOP TECHNICAL/MANAGEMENT
INSTITUTIONS

DR. GYAN PRAKASH PILANIA (RAJASTHAN): Sir, it is a matter of
serious concern that 1/3™ of teaching posts in top technical and
management educational institutions, funded by the Ministry of
Human Resource Development, is lying vacant. Out of 12,114
sanctioned posts, 4,083 are lying vacant in IITs/IIMs/National Institute
of Technology, etc. The lITs, Altogether, have a sanctioned strength
of 4,712 teaching posts, but only 3,148 are filled. The National
Institutes of Technology have 4,632 posts, but there is vacancy for
1,622 slots. The Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore, has 150
vacancies -~ out of 518 posts, only 368 are filled.

The prestigious Indian School of Mines, Dhanbad, has filled only
172 of the 275 sanctioned posts. The National Institute of Training and
Industrial Engineering, Mumbai, has 34 vacancies out of the total

strength of 84. The Central Institute of Technology, Kokrajhar, has
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almost 50 per cent vacancy -- 18 out of sanctioned 37 posts have not

been filled. The National Institute of Foundry and Forge Technology,
Ranchi, has 13 vacancies out of the total sanctioned strength of 42.

In view of the above alarming scenario of vacancies of academy,
| would urge the hon. Minister of HRD to examine what ails our top
institutions. Thank you.

(Ends)

(FOLLOWED BY USY "9B")

USY/9B
DEMAND TO ENHANCE AMOUNT OF PENSION GIVEN UNDER
EMPLOYEES PENSION SCHEME, 1995

SHRI TAPAN KUMAR SEN (WEST BENGAL): The Employees
Pension Scheme, introduced in 1995, with much fanfare by the Central
Government by diverting employers’ contribution to the Provident
Fund to the tune of 8.33 per cent of the wage of the workers, covered
by the EPF, has proved to be a cruel joke to workers. No guaranteed
minimum pension is ensured, as committed by the Government.
More than one-third of pensioners get monthly pension much below

Rs. 500 and 84 per cent of them get less than Rs. 1000, whatever be
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their last drawn wages, mocking at the very concept of pension.

Government had unilaterally withdrawn its commitment for minimum
guaranteed pension, annual revision of the pension amount matching
the price rise and discontinued provision of return of capital and
commutation for workers while rewarding the defaulting employers by
drastically reducing the penalty for their deliberate defaults.

The Expert Committee, appointed by the Government, ignored
unanimous recommendation of the Parliamentary Standing Committee
on Labour (14™ Lok Sabha) to enhance Government’s contribution in
pension fund to, at least, half the rate of employer’s contribution and
restoration of unilaterally withdrawn benefits.

| urge upon the Government to implement unanimous
recommendations of the Parliamentary Standing Committee on
Labour on EPS-1995 to enhance Government’s contribution and
ensure, at least, a minimum guaranteed pension of Rs. 1000 or
pension calculated on the last pay drawn, whichever is higher, plus 3
per cent annual increase for price rise; to restore the benefits of

commutation, return of capital, etc., unilaterally withdrawn by the
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Government, with retrospective effect for all the pensioners under the

Scheme.

(Ends)
SHRI RUDRA NARAYAN PANY (ORISSA): Sir, | associate myself
with what the hon. Member, Shri Tapan Kumar Sen, has said.

(Ends)
VNK/9c

DEMAND TO ENHANCE THE AMOUNT OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
GIVEN TO WIDOWS LIVING UNDER BELOW POWERTY LINE

At faga ST (fRam=rel waen: Agiey, § WRHR &I & U 98
TR Y &1 3R AT et g1 Arivl [T J3Ter & 3T
<TeMel BTl dfthe B BRI g, NTHd id U IRAR,
S TR NG o 11l X8 X2 & 3R b URAR & PG Aa Bl g
&1 715 BI, A1 SHa! [Jgal Bl §9 F9R BUY 3w ATl & w7
CASISE]

HEIGY, JT AN 1995 H AN Bl 75 ot 3R T9 4 S Ih 34
IS & =i fderar Afgerell B & 89k YT Bl 8l ATTD
TETIAT UGTH &1 ST Y&l Bl 31TST ddb 59 X7 H fhddl UeR &l dis
IR T @t TSI TR A 9fy BT AT IS B g9 A IRAR B

TRUT-UIYUT h¥l DY, T EH FdTol ST ATHT 947 Y&dT &l U J9g




114

Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
g9 AT & 719 F < ST dToll 1T S9¢ ol g1 A889R

AT Bl 81 Il HETS Dl &1 | T&d §U, S B9k BUY &l I8
TR 984 HH 2

HEled, I o a¥l SRR Aifed 81N, 59 $9d 3=id
ST MY AETIAT UG BT SMYIN 31l § ARBR A YRR A4Ted
B g [ ARBR, T2l Wil dithe THIA" & Tid IRIdT @l
& I Vg el [Agdrai o1 <t ST qrefl TS Bl &9 89R 397
D1 VTR DI IGIBR BH W HH T TR BUY &Y, 1y I faerar
Higet13l &I Srd 3N Aeg At Al g=IaTg|

(FHT)

9D/DS/SPECIAL MENTION/18.8.2011

DEMAND FOR SPEEDY DISPOSAL OF HEALTH INSURANCE
CLAIMS OF WEAVERS OF UTTAR PRADESH

il Al ATl ART (BUAIG): HEIGY, HRA WRDBR I §Th I
& DHSATY T 3. 1.3 HI.3ME. TARTS SR SITANF BH {e10
& HIEGH W DY WY AT AT fAd IR gl F I} ST I8!
gl fre], 393 &1 3 RIHTId gTHR T & Al 3 fiedt €
for 3re.d1.3s.91.3Ms. & AShadar & R S9¢ 89RI Folw

TGS 97 H T &1 SSIER0l & 1Y, ST 5THUg & Adbel
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IADBRI & Pt 3030 Felv fIITd &1 Iul | §9 979 H 3[Th U 7, N1

AT el fha1 a1 81 &1 5.5.2009 DI 1205 Tt [qHT AT,
SAGVET BT, s fSooll & AEIH I M5, I1.31M8.W1.3Ms. BT 9ol
T, 54 1078 Tl dladd & Ud 182 Folvd BSIhIde & o, ITh]
[FIRTIROT 319 e 781 81 UTT B

IR UQe H ABRI DI FAID WRAT 2l BRI Bl ey
ST ATSTAT BT A9 G B HIRT TRDBR D JISTHT BT o 5 DRI
DI 81 el 9T BT 81 SR U & 3 SYGl b ABl DI 4l
ERIEMEIRTSIRES

R s AYBR I R 2 b FADRI DI W@y of1v el 3R
ITD AT TS ol BT 2™ USRI BT S|

()
VP/SE
CONCERN OVER DELAY IN IMPLEMENTATION OF
ASSAM ACCORD.
SHRI BIRENDRA PRASAD BAISI.-.I.YA (ASSAM): Sir, | would like to
draw the attention of the Government towards a matter which is
about the enormous delay in implementation of the Assam Accord,

signed between the Centre, the State, the AASU, and the All Assam
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Gana Sangram Parishad in the presence of the then Prime Minister,

Shri Rajiv Gandhi. The six years of mass agitation evoked against the
illegal foreign nationals in Assam which concluded with some specific
clauses in the Accord was not only a dream for the indigenous
people of Assam, but also for the then Prime Minister, Shri  Rajiv
Gandhi. After 26 years of the signing of the Assam Accord, the
Centre has totally failed to implement the core clauses. This is not
only the betrayal of the people of Assam, but also of late Shri Rajiv
Gandhi, who had taken the initiative  of signing the Accord. The
implementation of detention and deportation of foreigners /illegal
migrants, deletion of foreigners names from voters’ list, border
fencing, and NRC update in the entire State is going at a slow pace.
Similarly, for national security reasons, highest priority is being given
to the Indo-Pakistan Border and shoot-at-sight  orders have been
given. That Border is sealed, whereas, the Indo-Bangladesh Border
remains open. The Border is porous, so, it is easily accessible for the
Hujis, Jehadis and the foreign nationals. Accordingly, as per the
Accord, revitalisation of the Ashok Paper Mil is far from

implementation and operational status. May |, therefore, urge upon
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the Government to intervene and take up the matter seriously and

consider safeguarding the ethnicity of the people of Assam for which

the most-awaited Accord was signed. (Ends)

PB/of

NEED TO TAKE SUITABLE MEASURES FOR THE INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT OF BACKWARD REGIONS OF THE COUNTRY

DR. JANARDHAN WAGHMARE (MAHARASHTRA): Development of
backward regions or areas is a crucial problem. We find a marked
imbalance between advanced regions and backward regions.
Industries — heavy, medium or small — play a vital role in the
development of a particular area or region. Backward regions like
Marathwada, Vidarbha and Telangana, Bundelkhand or North-
Eastern parts of the country are backward because industrialization
has not taken place there. The result is poverty, illiteracy and
unemployment. The scenario of the backward areas is frustrative.

We have adopted the policy of disinvestment. It is part of
liberalization and privatization. Government does not want to take the

responsibility of starting industries. It is of course gradually
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withdrawing itself from the public sector. The public sector is shrinking

day-by-day. But that will be disastrous ultimately. The recession or
depression world-over has shown that the policy of disinvestment
worsens the situation.

India should establish industries in backward areas to develop
them. It can kill two birds with one stone by this. It can develop the
backward areas industrially and provide employment to the poor. This
task can be accomplished through public-private-partnership (PPP).
Imbalance in development creates several problems. It will adversely
affect the inclusive growth and development of the country. We
should not neglect the public sector. Inclusive growth is necessary for
establishing an egalitarian society. We should take measures to
eradicate poverty, illiteracy and unemployment in backward areas.
Modernization comes with industrialization.

| call upon the Government to establish industries in backward
areas and regions.

(Ends)
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9G/HMS

DEMAND FOR SEPARATE RESERVATION FOR BACKWARD
CLASSES AND OTHER BACKWARD CLASSES

S10 I Yb1eT (FRATOM) : AUSH HHIE AR HRA A d IS
3R el wu F s faveRAl o e ot o dem <& = o
S | USIYd, HIY, UTd - ASRIT, A3, gidl, dREM, dREH, I8,
T, SIS, e, AR, IAISIT, Hg, SN, GIR, ftodr, e,
Paad, dell, TGN, Shid, ARTAR, 7 AT 91g: YHSH A B
Teh g H g1 ! AT Hel B AT & IR B g § $71 & TR YTY S B
3Tl ERATOM H S I METET STHIT 17 TR g1 S fUssT a7 31fd
freer ot 7 T 81 UAd Uid | g2 AIeRal 3R SRS # 3rRefor
U 2| A0Sl BHITH & 918 391 H $B 3R STl Sk &1 i e
31y fUwer o (3N0d10%10) HaT ATl A ST a9 AT &l 3o
3IETT-3ET JREVT AV | B Uil H g7o 410410-T, d10%10-d1 heh

JRETOT T T 81 Ut RTINS AT 1 39 "3MRETU &

AR STRETUT" DR T ITRETT B Vg B [T ATV AT WRBR
9 IRIY g T oS a9 &l 31 oS a¥ | IAT avE 131 A1 911y
SN ST STfd SR SId SIS @I AFT Sl gl
THOIO/YHOCI0 & dol WX 39 fUssr/a fUssl av fofan Syl
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STRTUTET & SR YN SIH1 b 3TRETUT T T -3l Ufaerd ad fobar

ST I JRETT Ui 9T Hesi19 WK IR Iy &1 i fooet fagait
TR 3R fId9 &t seoxd 81 a1 fUssr/erf ot avf sHIRE fad o
& FHIdg A7 § foi foear oy

(HHTWT)

NEED TO INCREASE
FOODGRAINS' STORAGE CAPACITY

DR. K. V. P. RAMACHANDRA RAO (ANDHRA PRADESH): Sir, rice
production during 2010-11 was about 95 million MT. Buffer stocks
with Government storage are now about 290 lakh tons, whereas the
buffer-norm is around 142 lakh tons. | understand that in the last
season the Government had faced a lot of problems in the
procurement of rice. In Andhra Pradesh, adequate quantities of rice
were not procured.

| am given to understand that the storage capacity of the FCI
and the State agencies, put together, is less than 45 MT. The stocks
now are about 65 MT. Sir, | am also given to understand that the FCI

is facing a severe cash crunch due to which the procurement of
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foodgrains may be affected. India has now a record harvest and the

Government has announced a bonus of Rs.50 to wheat-farmers. The
FCI is also gearing itself to increase its food stocks in view of the
forthcoming Food Security Bill. In this scenario, within a week of India
announcing a record harvest, it has been reported in the media that
the nation's main grain buying agency, the Food Corporation of India,
is running out of money for its massive nation-wide purchase
operation. If this crisis continues, the FCl and the State agencies
funded by it will not be able to procure grains. On the one side, the
FCl is facing financial crunch to procure foodgrains and, on the other,
there is a scarcity of the storage capacity. Under these
circumstances, the Government needs to meet the situation very
cautiously.

| urge upon the Government of India to take immediate
necessary steps to increase the storage capacity for foodgrains and
release the required amount to FCI to ensure that the procurement is
not affected.

(Ends)
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HK/9j

CONCERN OVER THE DETERIORATING FINANCIAL CONDITION
OF THE HINDUSTAN PAPER CORPORATION LTD. IN ASSAM
SHRI KUMAR DEEPAK DAS (ASSAM): Sir, the major industries like
Jagiroad Paper Mill and Panchgram Paper Mill of Hindustan Paper
Corporation Ltd., in Assam is under a big financial crisis. HPC has
continuously incurred a loss of about Rs.180 crores during the last two
years. There is no permanent Chairman-cum-Managing Director
(CMD) at the top most level. HPC has increased the price of bamboo
of North Cachar Hills in Assam from Rs.1850.00 per MT to Rs.5600.00
per MT and has been paying this enhanced rate to the contractors.
Surprisingly, the royalty of bamboo (Rs.300 to Rs.350 per MT) and
price of home-grown bamboo (Rs.2100 per MT) being supplied by
farmers of the State remained the same. Again, presently HPC is
bringing wood from other States like Andhra Pradesh, West Bengal,
etc., at a high rate (Rs.7100 per MT) whereas such home-grown soft
wood is locally available at much lower cost. There are two examples
which have also led to unsustainable cost of production in comparison

to the market price of its finished product. On the other hand, the
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HPC being a 25 years old organization is mainly dependent on State

forests resources for continuously producing paper.

Therefore, HPC needs a permanent CMD in the interest of the
well growth of the Corporation. It also needs complete modernization
and technical upgradation of the Jagiroad and Panchgram plan. And,
HPC Ltd. should declare a clear cut policy to ensure suitable
compensation to the local bamboo growers to keep the required flow
of this raw material and a foolproof price fixing mechanism of HPC
Ltd., for procurement of raw materials.

(Ends)
KSK/9K

DEMAND TO ALLOCATE ADEQUATE FUNDS FOR NEW RAILWAY
LINE BETWEEN TUTICORIN AND MADURAI

SHRI S. THANGAVELU (TAMIL NADU): | request the Government to
allocate adequate funds for newly-announced important railway line
between Tuticorin and Madurai. The new railway line on this industrial
corridor was under survey for the past few years and has been
approved by the Railway Ministry. This new line also has many
interlinked towns like Kariyappatti, Mallankinnar, Aruppukkottai,

Vilathikulam including connectivity with  VOC port of Tuticorin.
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Further, there are a number of small and large-scale industries like

manufacturing of power equipments, fertilizer industries and various
production units situated along the line between Madurai and
Tuticorin.  So, the new railway line would be beneficial for industrial
transportation, would provide link to various other places, State
destinations and would help in development of export, import and
other commercial activities. This new line was announced in the last
Budget and actual estimated cost for this new line is Rs.601 crore, but
the fund allocation made by the Government till now is just Rs.1 crore.
Further, there is a long-pending demand for new day-time train
between Tuticorin and Chennai which would benefit a number of
employees, students and other patients who prefer to have
medication in Madurai Government Hospitals and small traders. The
meagre allocation for the new line between Tuticorin and Madurai
raises questions about the realization of this new project and seems to
be neglected. Therefore, | request the Government to look into this
new line and speed up the same by allocating sufficient funds as well
as introduce a new day-time train facility between Tuticorin and

Chennai. (Ends)
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GSP-9L

NEED TO TAKE EFFECTIVE STEPS FOR PROPAGATION
OF HINDI THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY
SHRI AMBETH RAJAN (UTTAR PRADESH): Sir, strength of our
nation lies in its unity in spite of vast diversity. Article 351 of the
Constitution envisages that to preserve the composite culture of India,
Hindi as well as other languages mentioned in Schedule VIII, will be
used as medium of expression.

The Official Languages Rule, 1976 categorize States into three
regions — region ‘A’, ‘B” and ‘C’. It is well known that in three-fourth
States of our country, Hindi is in use in one form or another. The
people of non-Hindi speaking States are deprived of learning Hindi
through any proper way. So, a non-Hindi speaking person feels the
pinch of not knowing Hindi whenever he or she moves to another
place from his or her usual place of residence. So, it is the duty of the
Government to take all possible steps like teaching Hindi through
school curriculum or through specialized institutions as is being done

by the Dakshin Bharat Hindi Prachar Sabha.



126
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
The Central Hindi Directorate is the only organization which

imparts teaching of Hindi to the general public through
correspondence courses and is functioning under the Department of
Higher Education in the Ministry of Human Resource Development.
The Budget for this department is Rs. 85,00,000/- and around 10,000
students are studying. How will Hindi language be propagated with
this amount of money ?

Sir, | request the Government to take steps like giving incentives
to Hindi learning persons, giving priority in employment for Hindi-
knowing persons etc., and take concrete steps to propagate Hindi not
only at the Central level but also encourage the State Governments to
undertake this task.

(Ends)

SK/9M

DEMAND TO ALLOCATE ADEQUATE QUANTITY OF FERTILIZERS
TO THE STATE OF TAMIL NADU

SHRI A. ELAVARASAN (TAMIL NADU): Sir, | would like to request

the Government through this august House for adequate supply of
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fertilizers to the State of Tamil Nadu. Fertilizer is the key input for

increasing the productivity of crops. The total requirement of various
fertilizers is estimated to be 26 lakh tones, comprising 11.12 lakh tones
of urea, 3.66 lakh tones of DAP, 4.80 lakh tones of MOP and 6.52 lakh
tones of complex fertilizer. Timely supply of above quantity of
fertilizers is very essential for better and enhanced productivity.
Especially the DAP is a critical input to raise paddy nurseries and to
apply as basal dose to all crops. The Central Government has
allocated to our State of Tamil Nadu 47,000 tonnes of DAP for the
months of April and May, 2011, but the supply was 26,000 tonnes,
leaving a shortfall of 21,000 tonnes of DAP. The current availability of
water in the major reservoirs in this State is quite encouraging for crop
cultivation. Further, the south-west monsoon has just commenced in
the western part of the State. So, the adequate supply of fertilizers at
this time is pertinent, lest the meager supply would affect the entire
cultivation and resultantly there is a chance for the less food
production. The State of Tamil Nadu is contributing a considerable
percentage to agricultural production of this country. Hence, | urge

upon the Government to allocate adequate fertilizers to our State
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keeping in view the necessity of adequate supply of fertilizers at this

time and to ensure higher foodgrains production.
(Ends)
YSR/9N

CONCERN OVER DANGER TO COUNTRY DUE TO CHINA HAVING
OBTAINED APPROVAL FOR EXPLORATION IN INDIAN OCEAN
FROM INTERNATIONAL SEABED AUTHORITY
SHRI ANIL MADHAV DAVE (MADHYA PRADESH): As per a report,

China has obtained approval from the International Seabed Authority
(ISA) to explore 10,000 sq km in an international seabed region in the
Indian Ocean. The association will sign a 15-year exploration contract
with the ISA around November this year. This move marks China’s
attempt to gain a foothold in the Indian Ocean. This is an alarm for our
country. Such a craft could be potentially used to intercept or sever
undersea communication cables to retrieve foreign weaponry on the
ocean floor, or to repair or rescue naval submarines. They may try to
develop their military goals in the areas which are closed to scrutiny
from India. As per the Directorate of Naval Intelligence (DNI), it would
provide them an opportunity to collect oceanographic and

hydrological data in a legitimate manner. Further, it would also
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provide an excuse to operate their warships in this area. China’s

move has made a simple mining decision a national security concern.
For at least the past six years, strategists in the Indian Naval
establishments have been asking the Government to utilize India’s
mining rights in the Indian Ocean before China got it there first, and
now China has. ‘The difficulty,” said officials who are participating in
the policy review, ‘is the lack of coordination among various
Government departments.’

Therefore, | request that the Government should discuss all
aspects with major political parties, policy makers, security experts,
and concerned officials with proper coordination between various
departments. This is an issue of utmost national importance with
grave portent for our national security. Without any further delay, the
Indian Government should raise this issue at every possible
international forum and authority.

(Ends)



130
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
90/NB

DEMAND TO TAKE EFFECTIVE STEPS FOR EARLY DISPOSAL
OF LARGE NUMBER OF PENDING CASES IN THE
COURTS OF THE COUNTRY

2 BT fA%1 (SR U2 : H8Iqy, Ig RIH1 Pelad © fb "Justice
delayed is justice denied." <% @I A= SrTerdl H cifdd ghaH
TR =TT AT & foIQ AT 9 g &1 ART =1 BT 9 &1 YT 41
U H el YR &1 Udb BRI 21 S8l o & [~ 3=
IR H ST Al D1 G ATl | 2, g8l e =grrerdi §
g T BRIS! | gl aral IT TdTetdhd! 3Tt g1 BT ISR B AR
ARG TR ARG old-old BTdd & el § FHT 91 2 3R I8 HIH I
qF-GERT AT HH-HH A1 U -YIRRT B BT ISl 81 HRd & 44
e HA - Wi o cfeld ARTI0T A% BT 8T §U 9T 40 99 6]
A B Gl © 3IR AT 3T Al faeell @ Tab dIc H @ifdd 31 U &1
T S e ghad &, Sl DI W STl H TIch gY &l a8l AR
3aTetdl H ~IrATdIel & Hehsi Ug Wlell I$ &l WX I[E Y - IR Y9l
& I ITAd H IIATERN & Fihd UGl bl WA 160 2, o9 fh
STH W AT 62 IR BRIRG &, AT TTHT 65 TTerd Ug Erefl &
U H Sifdd haAl b MY Bl SRS B &I ST Fehell & 2 AT
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T WTell YT bl 9N BT o] YT Bl X8 87 -7 112N bl dAdT

FIgRT 3 (Retirement Age) BT 62 ¥ 65 TY BT IR FRBIR (TR B
el 87 ufe g, O 39 vy # oy sriard! @ smavaddr 7, s
297 & TG o 3" =41 97 b1 §9h SR =IITerdl | Wrelt e
A Sfrerar & W S arfR v

(AT
VKK/9p

DEMAND TO GRANT PRESIDENTIAL ASSENT TO THE
KARNATAKA PREVENTION OF SLAUGHTER AND
PRESERVATION OF CATTLE BILL

SHRI M. RAMA JOIS (KARNATAKA): Sir, Karnataka Prevention of
Slaughter and Preservation of Cattle Bill passed by the Karnataka
Legislature was sent by the Governor of Karnataka to the President of
India having reserved the Bill for the assent of the President and was
sent to the President in the month of May 2010.

In view of the inordinate delay in giving the assent, 250 citizens
of Karnataka commenced Pada Yatra from Hubli in Karnataka to Delhi
on 17" January 2011 and had reached Delhi on 24" March 2011, and

held demonstration at Jantar Mantar urging the President to give
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assent to the Bill. Later, they came to know from news item published

in Garden City Patrika that the Bill has not reached the Office of the
President and its whereabouts are not known. Concerned Ministry of
the Government of India not sending the Bill for the consideration of
the President though it is more than one year, is highly regrettable.
Hence, through this Special Mention, | urge upon the concerned
Department to send the Bill to the President for consideration.
(Ends)

(Followed at 9q)

MP/9Q

CONCERN OVER THE DELAY IN MAKING REFUNDS OF

CANCELLED TICKETS AND EXCESSIVE CANCELLATION

CHARGES BEING IMPOSED BY THE PRIVATE AIRLINES
IN THE COUNTRY

st Agwe 3rcll WM (MY U= 9N) : A8IGd, § 59 A &I & Ulgdc
TR g~ &b SIRT &=l BIY U fedhel o Rbws 29 § I3 IR
B TSl & AITH IR SATGT U BT Bl YiferRil Bl dR% el
Tl g1 fChe b=l BRI IR IR gfedn Rt 200 BUY =TS Bl &
3R g1 TH W1 STed! 9199 R Gl ©, olfd YIgde IR s~
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H=ATIH TS b A9 TR T % 750 BT F 1000 YT O ATST Bl

g, 9fcth BT U 999 &R H T | < A T& Bl G ol ©
FTHA HAMBRT DT ggd IR Bl 21 HHI-HHT dr d1.3718.91. AR
1.1 U1, FHIHRT Bl WY 3+ Rpee & U9 9199 o1 & folg &1-
9 FEIT TP SANTR BT Usdl 21 $a4 Sl d& A TR g~ 39
I BT U SHIHTA H Al &1 fholgTel UTgde TR dig=d &l 7991
BT TS T DR W bl &b oY By HBISH T8l § 3R
BT U G199 HRA b oIy Al DIg Jed bR T8l DI T8 &, ]
TSITRIST HBIIST YTgde TR g~ $aT Yl &l s9fely 39 9ed &
H1ed | § Rifde gfager HfRex d18d 3 SRR Bl g b d 59
AT H HETEAd B IR Ig JSIHT g1 o Ursde TIR g~ 4l
TR SISTT &b SRIER & Bl ITol Gl B AR FhAT ThH Bl
STeg | STeg GHThRI Bl a1q4 BN |

(FHTT)

DY G s 1S e ) e e s (Ul 1A GIA L teae i
el Szl GRS sl o e i 3k S S 81 S JuiS _ay b S
Caea L )y 1S Jui ESE L5 Uila WY il (S anlly (S B8 02
o) Sl e o8l e (S S Gl sals o e A ) o S S ol 255200
(R SRS S 25, 1000 = =90 750 Cia ni ab Szl GdilasS GuitY
S Uslae s e (g (A 85 IS SO e (0 e 53 e S Gl s e LSy S

A s S s tbas L Sl s D8 PG S S S - o S Sl G
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oSG s L o 5y LS U S e (i g0 ) S i Gl g ey S Tidy
i 5 G ) Syl g Jall (8 G (Y e i) 3 S s ol G5V
o B s ot p S SS Al S S5, e S dsas goly GdilasS
o) Ca sl il ALS G ¢ (S8 (S Gt 0e e S8 e A S S Ol
o cala jluie Gl gl Jgm O e atdle S G Gl A Gl (o) W oY
D8 a5 AS Gl Sy s) S Gililae (e e Gl o5 A8 (5 S a3 )0
s dls S8, WE sl oS emas zoly OduluiS il S LS il e iy

S Ol s S s ile
(2 i3
sc/Or

DEMAND TO REVIEW THE DECISION OF ALLOWING FOREIGN
DIRECT INVESTMENT INTO RETAIL SECTOR OF THE COUNTRY

sl A g (\eg wee) ¢ weley, e gl e (vwelag)
&I ARGl Bl AT §RT S H 98 F1€ GaxT SRIGR H 51 HIAal Bl
FRITIRET A YexT ISR H & 92 & DI - H {1 g Bl -8l
I HRA el FTITRAT TAT BRI & f2d 39 Hed F IRER
ael T 3R IERIST BRI & Fash H Had? G| QR AR
TR e’ $9 AL I &4 dls <]

Udhdl S GaxT &3 H 51 BIFa] 3R AT ISR H 100 BIAG] Bl
AR THSIRMS &I Ugdl ¥ & fieh g8 21 yRumawy <9 #
JERISETT HHAT DY fERIR] JTSTR UR 15 BTGl & AU 21 Al
Gl ot FAfT B FRIRT DI RBR A4 oIl 8 T I & JIeIRI A
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TEIET Bl B fTRIGRT 15 9 9ghR 100 Hidal 8l Sy,
T <2 BT FTARI YR dRE | GHITId BT 37R [Uss e

AR U & b Afral ot AT gIRT ThSIE ol Al o< &
GeTa IR Y: fIaR 81 3R 397 & iRl & f&dl 9 9 &% Ugq dl
ST AEYT A SIE1-URE] Y| $9& ITAdl g GHead &l & s
TITRAT BT Tl THAT WY TgART & BIs JHa 9 &1, Tl dl M
TADR YRUMH bTAH B AR R AW BT I7h T8l [Hel T iifdh

TR FARATY TG TP AART b BRI gIaTg |

(FHT=T)

MCM/9S

DEMAND TO RESTORE THE AVAILABILITY OF COAL AND POWER
TO THE STATE OF MADHYA PRADESH

it HuT R Aicidl (AT 9<90) : HEIGY, $s ABR §RI 9 ISl
&I fire arel fasTell & I & IR-IR &9 far o &1 &, s
HRUN AL Y2l H [ISTell Bl FHRIT Ieq~ 81 V8! 2l b1 &= &b gdl
&3 H YT faggd 81 ¥ faae i< Ic | JaR &4l - gY yd 4
HET U TS Dl 350 HITETE fsTell fAer et o foTeh! g FHrwd

BN foar T 81 39 PR 2003 H hg IRAR gRT ST Bfre 4
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RTSIRT &b IcT R YRATY] fIefd 78 | 143 HITETE & fa2y e

fopar 7 27 FId] 5 AR 7 3@ 98 IR QAT 5l P &8 &
SHIER °1ST 7T | §U U a9 I Ugel 400 HmEre fastelt e
DT TG ot oifhT S T daet 120-130 HTMETE fasTell € T &
Bl 81 ABIGH, g &F & e Pid bies gRT AdYs! dY fagd
T8 W WRIG DIl Taikid far S ¥e1 2, Rrad fagd & sae |
150-200 HITATC B BHI 3ATg 81 b AXBR Feg T2l X9 bl el
Tl faSTell & I H RIAR Bkl B el 8l hs ARDHR gRT 7Y
UGel & BT Bl I H GER VoIl off 38T 7, o 9 & fasted!
IATET H BHI 315 o1 HBIad, R MUY 3MUE © (& DR §RI ALY
GRS Bl FETY BRIeT B Mg BT ST 9T Fesd gl A e
aref! fasTeft W qd @t wifey frei =z

(HHT)

GS/9T

DEMAND TO SET UP A REGULATORY AUTHORITY TO
MONITOR AND SET PARAMETERS FOR SAFE ENERGY
DRINKS IN THE COUNTRY.

SNt TuTa ST (WS UR9N): HEISH, <9 H fId 2 vAel fgRT H WRATH
TR I HHIF BT WA fBIT ST 8T 8l Hex BR I9ed U
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UIIIIRHCE UIegee AR ofd (FWRAR) & Udb AT &

AR 44 Hlcrerd Hudl H I 6 WR T7 URFICR I S1eT /131 H
U7 AT I DI SITGT JIH] W 7 hadl I Ach dieth oIbd Bl
Wax] ¢ oAl 21 I&f Jdb fb HBIT B SIS 9137 IRR | S 4
IRp Y S G ST Fbal 21 S H 99 S X8 UAol fodd § hafai
T TSed I T IRTHICY I SITGT B BT SRIATA fhaT S 38T &,
UR=] S U TR I & folg 991§ BIg 9, w1 781 81 SR ©
$IHT BIIGET ISTHY UG f§ad Huf~rai <2 & 9el-Ulel ANl &t
HEd & a1 Raerars & <&l 2

31d: Q2 b NN &b ey 3 H, H ARBR H g AT HRAT §
fp v e dxem &1 169 fhar S S f <9 § el f§a
HUIT & IR T [hATHATT R ToiR |

S H Al T @1 gob 9 R uiiEy SRmar Sy a9
Dol RGP o1 [RART H &1 5SB! {9ep! Y AT BT graer
fhaT STY| TRBR RT Yol (§a & TART A B dTel A18S 3hacH
& i | I P AN & 91 TR T thellg ST

3 4, A WRBR I AN 2 fob SURIh (g3l 1 &1 H 7&d §U

NIRRT EREINEREIE

(FHT)
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KR/9U

SHORTAGE OF POWER IN BIHAR
DR C.P. THAKUR (BIHAR): Sir, Bihar is a large State with a
population of 9.2 crore; and 15 years of misrule during the RJD
regime, there has been a complete infrastructural failure, including
availability of electricity in Bihar. At present, Bihar produces electricity
only at two small plants, that is, at Kanti and Barauni. Share in the
Central quota is also not adequate. Naturally, no businessman wants
to start any industry in Bihar because power is the key for industrial
development. Even agriculture is suffering because of this. There is
drought in Bihar except a bit of North Bihar. Even for getting drinking
water, adequate electrical energy is required and, therefore, Bihar is
not able to develop adequately in spite of the best intentions of the
Government. To meet the day to day requirement of this huge
population adequate power is required. Therefore, it is the
responsibility of the Central Government to manage and supply of
adequate power for all round development of Bihar. For this purpose,
negotiation with neighbouring countries like Nepal and Bhutan would

be important for supply of hydel power. If there is a possibility of
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accessing facilities of hydel power in any of our northern Himalayan

States, then, Bihar can access those facilities. Even neighbouring
countries like Nepal and Bhutan should be approached. This is a
matter of urgent important for development of Bihar and it needs
Central help and intervention.
(Ends)
MKS-9W
DEMAND FOR STRENGTHENING SECURITY
OF MAHARASHTRA

SHRI SANJAY RAUT (MAHARASHTRA): Sir, | would like to raise a
serious issue regarding the lethargic attitude of both State and Central
Governments towards purchasing modern weapons and better
intelligence resources for the Mumbai security. Mumbai Police
Department is demanding, from time to time, for modern weapons
and other intelligence communication equipments for the security of
Mumbai. Due to lethargic procedure for procurement of modern
weaponry for the force, the Mumbai Police is unable to tackle armed
extremists. There has been a complete deficiency of local and police

intelligence. National intelligence is paper-thin, and despite repeated
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attacks, we have not learnt our lessons. The devastating attacks on

Mumbai show that the Indian financial capital urgently needs a more
modern police force and better intelligence resources.

There have been many loopholes in the security cover of
Mumbai which has already been a terror victim for five times.

The Mumbai City Police and the entire Maharashtra Police were
unprepared for such an eventuality. The reaction of the Mumbai
Police was amateurish and unprofessional on account of lack of
preparedness to deal with the situation.

More than anything, we need to prepare a professional response
team and keep them well-trained, equipped and paid handsomely.

In view of security of Mumbai and Maharashtra, | request the
Government to take immediate steps for providing weapons and latest
communication equipments to Maharashtra Police for tackling the war
against terrorists and its organisations.

(Ends)
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TMV-9X

DEMAND FOR PROVIDING STAFF COMPONENT WITH SALARY
ON GOVERNMENT SERVANTS’ PATTERN TO STAFF WORKING IN
PARLIAMENTARY PARTY OFFICES OF POLTIICAL PARTIES
DR. BHARATKUMAR RAUT (MAHARASHTRA): Sir, | wish to
mention an issue of providing staff component with salary on the
pattern of Government servants for staff working in Offices of

Parliamentary Parties situated in Parliament House.

Every national and regional political party has been provided
office space in Parliament House for performing the parliamentary
duties by its Members of Parliament. The necessary facilities, e.g.,
furniture, telephone, computers, internet, electricity, etc., have been
provided by Government to these offices. But necessary staff is not
provided by Government to assist the MPs.

Parliamentary Parties have employed a few staff on their own in
these offices and give salaries from the monthly contributions
collected from salaries of their respective MPs. Due to shortage of
funds, party offices are unable to employ required staff, thus office
work is hampered. Employees have been working for a long time (10

to 15 years) in these offices, but no basic facility such as provident
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fund, bonus, pension plan, etc., is being provided to them. Their

future is uncertain. The Parliament is committed and responsible to
make laws for the welfare of citizens of the country; then why justice is
not done to persons who are serving the representatives of the
people.
| request the Government to provide staff component with
salary, allowances, etc., on the pattern of Government servants for
staff working in the offices of Parliamentary Parties situated in
Parliament House. By doing this future of present staff will be secured
and the work in the Offices of Parliamentary Parties may be done
properly.
(Ends)
VK/QY
DEMAND FOR EARLY COMPLETION OF CUDDAPAH-BANGALORE
RAILWAY LINE
SHRI Y.S. CHOWDARY (ANDHRA PRADESH): The Cuddapah-
Bangalore new railway line is one of the South Central Railway's
largest projects and the foundation stone for the project has been laid

at the Cuddapah Railway Station.  The new line will reduce the
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distance considerably between Cuddapah and Bangalore. It has the

potential to boost the economy and generate employment in the
region. The Cuddapah-Bangalore railway line once completed will
shorten the distance by 226 kms. as compared to the route via
Renigunta and will also provide a shorter alternative route between
north India and Bangalore.

The project involves an investment of Rs. 2,000 crores, which
the Central Government and the States of Andhra Pradesh and
Karnataka have agree to bear on a 50:50 basis.

In view of the benefits that are likely to accrue to the people of
the region and the economy from the new railway line between
Cuddapah and Bangalore, | urge upon the hon. Minister of Railways
to take interest in the railway line and ensure that the line is completed
at the earliest. Thank you.

(Ends)
LP/9Z
CONCERN OVER ROTTING OF FOODGRAINS IN THE COUNTRY
el HYT T (SR T2 : T AR 9 H T @1 ¥ A 8
Tl DI AT 37.52% W HUR g TTs & 3R 199 & 22% TN 4R
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H Y8 Bl UNFAO & IR HRA ¥ 23 BRI AN 4 3MR U &
RIPR & 3R 56% Afgeld Tilfiam &1 RreR 8
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ILT PV |
(AT
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (PROF. P.J. KURIEN): The House is

adjourned to meet at 2.00 p.m.

The House then adjourned for lunch at fifty minutes
past twelve of the clock.
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1x/2.00/skc

The House re-assembled after lunch at two of the clock,
MR. CHAIRMAN IN THE CHAIR.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We shall now resume discussion on the Motion that
could not be finished yesterday. The hon. Leader of Opposition.

MOTION RE. PRESENTING AN ADDRESS UNDER ARTICLE 217 READ
WITH CLAUSE (4) OF ARTICLE 124 OF THE CONSTITUTION TO THE
PRESIDENT FOR REMOVAL FROM OFFICE OF JUSTICE SOUMITRA
SEN OF THE CALCUTTA HIGH COURT;

AND
MOTION RE. CONSIDERING THE REPORT OF THE INQUIRY
COMMITTEE CONSTITUTED TO INVESTIGATE INTO THE GROUNDS
ON WHICH REMOVAL OF SHRI SOUMITRA SEN, JUDGE, CALCUTTA
HIGH COURT WAS PRAYED FOR;

AND

MOTION RE. ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT UNDER CLAUSE (4) OF
ARTICLE 124 OF THE CONSTITUTION - (CONTD.)

THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI ARUN JAITLEY): Mr.

Chairman, Sir, yesterday, after some initial observations with regard to the

bar being raised on issues of probity when it comes to Constitutional

functionaries like the Judges, | had dealt with at length what the learned

Judge had to say in his defence when he appeared before the House

yesterday.
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In a nutshell, so as to maintain the continuity, if | can just repeat two

or three sentences, the case against the Judge is that from his tenure as
an Advocate-Receiver to his tenure as a Judge, there is a thread of
continuity where he never rendered accounts for monies which came into
his possession as Receiver. He created, on his own admission,
encumbrances. And | was trying to build up a case that he even
misappropriated those funds. And, that is the case the Inquiry Committee
has established and the in-House Judges Committee has established.
This misappropriation spilled over into his tenure as a Judge. He became
a Judge on 39 December, 2003. It is only in 2006, when the Court passed
an Order against him, that he had to then repay it under a coercive threat
of a Court Order.

The second limb of the charge against him is that before
various authorities, whether it was the Court, the in-House
Committee, or the Inquiry Committee, he misrepresented the facts.
He misled them, and this entire misrepresentation was during his

tenure as a Judge. A Judge is expected to be candid. A Judge is

expected to be a role model litigant. A Judge does not come up and
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say, ‘| invested this money erroneously, by an error of judgement, in

Lynx India. The money got lost because of insolvency’, when the
fact is that he did not, from the monies, in this case, of Steel
Authority of India, invest any monies in Links India.

Sir, since the House had adjourned yesterday for continuing
this debate today, | got a further opportunity to read the entire
evidence which came up before the Committee set up under The
Judges Inquiry Act by the hon. Chairman. And, | must say that even
when the learned Judge was here yesterday, and he made a very
persuasive presentation, some of the facts that he stated -- and |
say this with a sense of responsibility — were not merely a
continuation of this exercise to mislead the entire enquiry process,
and earlier, the judicial process; when he appeared before this
House, the entire basis of his defence, on the basis of documents
admittedly before the inquiry which the hon. Chairman appointed,
was completely at variance. The truth was something else. | will
refer to three illustrations of this fact.

The hon. Judge says, “The Committee that the hon. Chairman

appointed mentioned that the Judge was a holder of a particular
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account whereas the account belonged to some other Soumitra

Sen, and that he was being hanged because the Committee
attributed a bank account to him which was in the name of some
other Soumitra Sen.

(contd. at 1y/hk)

HK/1y/2.05

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): When all of us heard this, we were
actually surprised that how the Committee could commit such a
patent error on the face of it. | checked up the entire evidence. When
the charge was made against him that you obtained moneys by sale of
goods in the Steel Authority case, you usurped those moneys; you
misappropriated those moneys. On the contrary, from some other
case of Calcutta Fans where you were a Special Officer, you invested
those moneys in a company called Lynx India. The Committee or any
other litigant did not make this charge of this account against him.
This judge, in the first instance, through his mother went to a single
judge of the Calcutta High Court and he told the single judge of the
Calcutta High Court, "Well | had kept this money in Account

No.O1SLP0156800 and this money was invested in Lynx India."
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Through his mother he filed a written note. This account number that

he himself gave was the account of the other Soumitra Sen. And that
written note -- | hold in my hand the relevant extract -- is before the
Inquiry Committee. The Calcutta High Court never had an opportunity
to see it. Even the in-house inquiry did not get it. It's only the Inquiry
Committee appointed by the hon. Chairman that obtained this by
directing the bank to come here. Not only this, when we challenged
the order of the Division Bench at two places -- and | will read it and
those familiar with court proceedings will appreciate that this is in form
of grounds of appeal and an interim application -- he makes the same
observation. "For the learned judge failed to appreciate that all
investments made by the erstwhile Receiver in the company were by
way of cheques drawn on ANZ Grindlays Bank from bank Account
No.01SLP0156800." His defence was that from this account he made
the investments in Lynx. So, both the High Court and everybody
called for this account and they found that from this account no
investments had been made. Twice he told the Division Bench this.
After he told the Division Bench this and the single judge did not

accept his case and they found that from this account no moneys had
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been paid to Lynx, the matter came up for inquiry under the Judges

(Inquiry) Act. They charged him not for holding this account; but you
say that from this account you paid moneys to Lynx, unfortunately,
from this account no money has been paid. The copy of the charge is
then given to him. He doesn't correct the error. The charge is then
given to him. The charge doesn't say that you hold this account. The
charge says from this account also no money has been paid to Lynx.
So, the defence is false. When he comes up before the inquiry
Committee, he files a detailed reply. Even in the reply, he doesn't say
that this belongs to some other Soumitra Sen. It is only when the
bank official comes his counsel now very conveniently puts a question
to him, "Well this account doesn't belong to my client, it belongs to
somebody else'. So, the bank rightly says, 'Yes, it belongs to
somebody else.’ So, the Inquiry Committee says, 'You yourself put
up a false account from which you had made the payments and when
it is found out that this is not the real account, they get the account
opening form. The account opening form is of one Soumitra Sen who
is an employee of Food Specialities Ltd. So, you passed off his

account as your account in the pleadings.” So, the Inquiry
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Committee holds against him from these moneys of sale or this

account you have not paid any money. Now what does he do when
he appears before us? He comes here and says, 'Look so casual and
vindictive was this Inquiry Committee that they foisted a false account
on me." Sorry, the truth is otherwise. You passed off a false account
as your account. When the bank was called, they detected this fraud
and the Committee has, therefore, given a finding against you.

(Contd. by 1z/KSK)

KSK/2.10/1Z

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD): So, the first point on which he tried
literally to rubbish the procedure of the inquiry was by saying that a
false account is foisted on me. The second fact -- and we can check
up the record -- is when he says, “The accounts were materially
operated between 1993 and 1995. No bank statements are available,
and | am being hanged without the bank statement showing
expenditure.” This worried me a little, Sir. So, | went and checked
back the record at night, and from the evidence, which the Committee
appointed by the hon. Chairman, | found that before the High Court,

he never brought the bank statement. Obviously, he himself had to
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show the bank statement of expenditure. But, the inquiry appointed

by the hon. Chairman directed one of the banks to come and show
the statement. So, the bank filed the ledger. So, second falsehood
where he misled the House yesterday was, “bank statements are not
available”. The bank statements are available. They are exhibited in
the inquiry appointed by the hon. Chairman. What does the bank
statement say? | am just holding the statement of Allahabad Bank
where | had mentioned yesterday that some Rs.4,68,000 was
deposited. From 24" March, 1993 onwards, by cash, and mostly by
cash, some payments by cheque, he withdraws the money. And,
Rs.4,68,000, on 8" March, 1996, within two years, becomes
Rs.5,378. No money given to any workmen; no money given to Lynx
India; all cash and cheque withdrawals for himself. Till date, he has
not explained what did he do with this money. It’s only in 2006, ten
years later, when he got caught, he says, “Okay, | will pay with
interest”. So, this House was again misled yesterday by saying that
bank statements are not here. Bank statements are available. | hold

them in my hand.
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The third thing he said yesterday where he tried to mislead us,

“Even if you hold me guilty and remove me, | will still shout from
rooftops that | did not misappropriate the money.”.  Well, you may
have a great determination or a pathological conviction that you have
not misused the money, but the best proof is : how were the cheques
cut out from this account? The cheques can’t lie; individuals can. On
the inquiry appointed by the hon. Chairman, what do the cheques
show? | am holding zerox copies of the cheques which are on the
record of the inquiry. The same names as | mentioned yesterday -
cheques in favour of one K.L. Yadav, one Guru Enterprises, one
Subroto Mukherjee, Prashed Prasad Chaudhary, Ram Nath Roy and
the same names which | had mentioned yesterday. Now, who are
these people? These are not workmen. What is the second set of
cheques? Now, regarding the second set of cheques, the record is
with me. It is in Committee’s record. Any Member can borrow the
record from me. All these cheques are cut out ‘self’ and cash
withdrawn. You can shout from rooftops that you did not withdraw
this money, but these cheques and this misappropriation will hang like

an albatross around your neck even when you are shouting from
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rooftops. These are all self withdrawals. These are all withdrawals in

favour of a company, S.C. Sarkar and Company, the bookseller,
publishers that | mentioned. And, then, there are cheques towards
ANZ Grindlays Bank card number so and so which is for VISA credit
card. These are exactly the same facts | had given yesterday. Now,
you use the money, you utilise the money which is really custodial, as
he says, in his possession, which is case property. He holds it as a
trustee. And, when he holds it as a trustee, he not only misuses this
money, misappropriates this money, but in 2003 when he becomes
the Judge, he does not tell the Court that | should now be discharged.
He continues this misappropriation. The misappropriation continues
to 2006. And, the second limb of his offence is when he is called
before Courts, when he is called before an in-House inquiry, when he
is called before the inquiry appointed by the hon. Chairman, he tells
them, “I made some wrongful investments. There must have been an
error of judgement on my part, but there is no misappropriation.”

(continued by 2a — gsp)
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GSP-VNK-2.15-2A

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): Self cheques, credit card cheques,
book publisher’s cheques, cheques in favour of some other unknown
gentleman ! And, both the inquiries, the inquiry appointed by the Chief
Justice of India, and, the inquiry appointed by the Chairperson of the
Rajya Sabha, have come to a finding that this was a case of
misappropriation.

He says that | eventually went and returned the money. |
mentioned this yesterday, and, some of us who are familiar with this
branch, know that the first explanation, in fact, that is the only
explanation, to breach of trust deals with a situation when, as a
trustee, you hold money which is to be used for a particular purpose.
The explanation to section 403 of the IPC states that a dishonest
misappropriation for a time only is a misappropriation with the
meaning of this section.

So, any kind of misappropriation, even if it is for a temporary
period, in this case, this period stretches to almost more than ten
years, is a misappropriation. And, as a Judge, between 2003 to 2006,

not only he continues the misappropriation but also misrepresents to



156
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
every authority, and, he tells to every authority which is constituted,

“well, these were some honest, bonafide investments, which got lost,
and, therefore, | paid back after ten years with interest”.

Can we afford to have a Judge whose conduct is of this
manner? The plea that he raises is that since the main suit is pending,
the issue is sub judice. The issue of Justice Sen’s misconduct or
proven misbehaviour within the meaning of article 124 and article 217 is
not pending in any court. In fact, that is the sole jurisdiction of this
House. He then says, “l did not claim a right of silence”. The
summons issued to him under the Judges Inquiry Act say, “you can
appear in person and through counsel but be prepared to answer all
the questions”. So, his counsel appears, and, it is a clever strategy
that he does not appear himself nor offer himself as a witness. He is
the best available person who can tell us and produce his accounts.
What would a Judge do? He will be candid and say, this is how |
spent the money. It was an error of judgement. | compensate the
loss caused. He does not appear because these cheques would be
confronted to him, the accounts would be confronted to him, and, he

will have no answers to give.



157
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
So, the second limb of the charge on which he is held guilty is

his misconduct during his tenure as a Judge, both continuing the
misappropriation and stating incorrect, inaccurate facts. So, on each
of these grounds, two different bodies have come to a conclusion,
and, in all fairness, we are not really bound by what the in-house
inquiry has said; we are not even bound by what the then Chief
Justice’s letter to the Prime Minister contains. There may be many
cases of a grosser impropriety, of which evidence, unfortunately, may
not be forthcoming. Therefore, we have to consider how we
strengthen the system that even those cases do not go unchecked.
But is that a ground that because many people who have committed
similar or larger offences have got away, therefore, why pick me up,
why single me out? Can we afford to have a Judge whose conduct
smacks of this kind of a proven misconduct? Therefore, when an
opportunity has come, where a committee of two very eminent
Judges and one very eminent jurist has come to a finding, is there
anything extraordinary in his presentation saying that they have

violated the procedures, or, the substantive facts are incorrect, that
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we should really consider not accepting the committee’s

recommendation ?

And, therefore, | concluded yesterday, and, | am reaffirming
that, | support Mr. Sitaram Yechury’s motion that this is a fit case of
proven misconduct where the Judge concerned must be removed
from office, and, the Address to the President should be so
recommended by this hon. House.

(Contd. by sk-2b)

-GSP/SK/2B/2.20

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): Sir, | would now like to make just a
few observations. The first thing that comes to our mind is — and this
has nothing to do with this particular case — that even in 2003, when
this misconduct was continuing, how come such persons get to be
appointed? It really seriously means that we have to revisit that
process. Originally, when the Constitution was framed, we had a
system where Judges were appointed by the Executive Government in
consultation with the Chief Justice of India. Ordinarily, the
Government would be bound by the Chief Justice’s advice. In 1993,

that system got changed by a judicial interpretation and the advice of
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the Chief Justice of India was binding on the Executive Government.

That is the position today. Today, even though the Government is a
part of the consultation process, it can refer back the case once, but
effectively, our experience has been, this was the experience when
the NDA Government was in power, this is the experience of the
present Government, that we are living in a system where Judges
appoint Judges. The Government, at best, has only a very marginal
say. There is no other process by which there is any kind of a
participation in the process of appointment of Judges. Sir, both the
pre-1993 system and the post-1993 system had several handicaps.
The best in this country are not willing to become Judges. We have to
seriously consider why. At times, the selection process, where only
Judges appoint Judges and the process is a non-transparent
process, will always create situations where rumours in the corridors
of the court and those who are close observers of the judicial process
will be far too many. It was unthinkable once upon a time; it is not
unthinkable today. That is why whereas, on the one hand, |
suggested that vigilance has to increase, at the same time, we think of

an alternative. My suggestion to the alternative is, | am not going into
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the details but a two-fold alternative. We should seriously consider a

system which is being debated about setting up a National Judicial
Commission. The National Judicial Commission must have Judges. |t
must have the participation of the Executive. It can also have
participation of the people selected by a collegium of some eminent
citizens. It can’t only remain the domain of the Judges. Therefore,
public interest has to be protected in the matter of appointment of
competent Judges, in the matter of appointment of Judges who are
men of integrity, men of scholarship. Not only this, the criteria for
appointment today does not exist. Is it today the discretion of the
collegium? Collegium is also a system of sharing the spoils. When
the High Courts recommend, members of the collegium share the
spoils. This is an impression which close observers have. Therefore,
the discretion whether the collegium system continues or we have a
National Judicial Commission must also be now statutorily regulated
so that arbitrariness can be avoided. After all, there has to be some
objective criteria. Except elected offices, there is no other
appointment which is made where there is no threshold criteria for

entry. What is your academic qualification”? How bright were you
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during your academic days? What is your experience as a lawyer? |If

you are a Judge, how many judgements have you written? How many
have been set aside? How many have been upheld? How many
juniors have you trained? How many cases have you argued? How
many cases have been reported which you have argued? Have you
got laws laid down? Have you written papers on legal subjects?
These are all objective criteria. One cannot disregard them and say |
pick up a name out of my hat and appoint him because | am in the
collegium. Therefore, we need, | am glad the hon. Prime Minister
himself is here, a system where this should be seriously reviewed.
Secondly, Sir, the matter of Judges judging Judges and nobody
else participating in this is also an issue which requires a serious
review and which requires to be referred to, in my opinion, the same

National Judicial Commission. (Contd. by 2C-ysr)

-SK/YSR/2.25/2C

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): The third issue is this. When
appointments are made we have to seriously consider how the
institution functions, whether it functions without any pressures.

Today, whether it is politicised appointments or it is appointments
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which lack credibility or it is subsequent lack of accountability or

biases on account of relatives, biases on account of religion, caste,
and personal relationship, these are all areas where accountability and
vigilance norms have to be improved and increased, so that the
independence of the institution can seriously be preserved.

Sir, | have always believed that we must seriously consider this
larger issue of almost every retiring judge, barring a few honourable
exceptions, holding a belief that he is entitled to a job after retirement.
Jobs have been provided in certain statutes; they are created by
certain judicial orders. Therefore, search for a job on the eve of
retirement begins, as a result of which there is a serious doubt which
is raised that retirement eve judgements at times get influenced by the
desire to get a job after retirement.

Therefore, | think when there is a Bill pending with regard to
increasing the retirement age from 62 to 65 in the case of High Court
Judges, we should correspondingly think of increasing the strength of
judges, even increasing the facilities, remuneration and pension

available, but putting a stop to this practice of everybody being
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entitled to a job after retirement. The desire of a job after retirement is

now becoming a serious threat to judicial independence.

Lastly, Sir, it is just a brief comment. | have said in the very
beginning that the separation of powers is one of the basic features of
our Constitution. At times it’s argued that the separation of powers is
threatened because Governments of the day don’t want an
independent judiciary. They want to influence the independence of
judiciary. So the theories like committed judges, judges with the
social philosophy were all propounded at one point in time. Those are
now ideas of the past.

Separation of powers requires that every institution works in its
own spheres. And if every institution works in its own spheres, it has
to lay down the lakshman rekha of its own jurisdiction. But why is it
necessary to lay down /akshman rekha of its own jurisdiction? What
happens if one steps into the other’s domain? And | must candidly
confess that this attempt to encroach upon the lakshman rekha is
neither coming from governments of the day in the Centre or the
States nor is it coming from the Executive or the Legislature. Some

serious sidestepping is coming from the judicial institution itself.
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Therefore, we require a certain element of judicial statesmanship; we

require a certain legislative vision so that we can maintain this
separation of powers. Otherwise, what should be the economic
philosophy of India? What should be our economic policy”? Whether
we go to the post-91 policy of liberalisation or we go to State controls
is the matter entirely for the Executive. Courts cannot say that this is
neoliberalism which is creating problems. Courts cannot have an
ideology. The only ideology that courts can have is commitment to
the rule of law and what law is made by Parliament. Courts cannot tell
this to the Government.

There was an incident in the past when a terrorist group was
holed up in Kashmir and courts asked our security agencies how many
calories were to be fed to the terrorists, because they have a right
under Article 21 carrying a gun in their own hands. How Maosim is to
be fought or insurgency in the North-East is to be fought, we have
gone through these debates in this House. That is the domain of the
Government. The Government has to decide the policy. Courts
cannot decide that policy. What should be the land acquisition

policy? The Government is seriously contemplating a new Land
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Acquisition Act. What should be the quantum of relief and

rehabilitation? These are all areas.
| recently came across a fact that a Pakistani prisoner should be
released. There may be some space for compassion in any civilised

society.

(Contd. By VKK/2D)
-YSR/VKK-NB/2d/2.30
SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): But, whether the Government of
India wants to release the Pakistani prisoner or it wants to exchange
for another Indian prisoner in Pakistan, is a matter of the foreign policy
or the security policy of the Government of India. We have not handed
over the management of India’s foreign policy to the Supreme Court of
India and, therefore, how the Pakistani prisoner is to be treated —
released or otherwise — is entirely in the domain of the Government of
India. Now, these are all examples of recent past that | am mentioning
where the space or line of separation of powers itself gets obliterated
and the encroachment, in most cases, is neither coming from the
Legislative nor the Executive. Therefore, we need a serious

introspection and |, therefore, said that we need a judicial vision, a
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legislative statesmanship and vice-versa in this country so that the

correct balance of separation of powers can itself be maintained.
Finally, Sir, we were dealing with the case of a delinquent
Judge. | am of the clear opinion after going through the reasoning of
the Inquiry Committee; detailed reasoning has been given; it’s a very
well written report which is substantiated by huge number of
documents. The conduct of the Judge leaves much to be desired — his
conduct as a receiver, his conduct as a Judge, his conduct in the
course of inquiry and finally — though not a ground for impeachment,
but a ground on the basis of which we must make our own
assessment — the kind of statement he made yesterday. | think, this is
a case which should leave none of us in doubt that it’s a fit case for
removal of this Judge and we must so make a recommendation of the
Address to the President of India. Thank you.
(Ends)
DR. E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (TAMIL NADU): Thank you,
Sir. | support the Motion for presenting an Address under article 217
read with clause (4) of article 124 of the Constitution followed by the

Motion for considering the Report of the Inquiry Committee
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constituted to investigate into the grounds on which removal of Shri

Soumitra Sen, Judge, Calcutta High Court was prayed for and
Address to the President under clause (4) of article 124 of the
Constitution.

Sir, we respect the judiciary in all quarters. We never mention
the name of any individual Judge or any action of the Judges or any of
the courts. We are following the system of separation of power and
more so, under the leadership of Dr. Manmohan Singhji, the
Government always obliges and respects the orders and directions of
the Supreme Court, the High Courts and all the courts. But,
yesterday, we felt very sorry after hearing an eloquent speech of a
Judge, who is a sitting Judge, where he attacked the judiciary to the
maximum. We can even see that the words he used were never used
in the record of the Parliament. Never as a politician or as a Member of
Parliament, we used the word ‘prejudice’; we never used the word
‘pre-judge’; we never used the words ‘they don’t have any power’;
we never said that Order 39 or Order 40 of CPC says that they cannot
ask anything from the receiver. We never said like that. We oblige that

they have got separate jurisdiction. We have our own jurisdiction. We
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are doing our job; they are doing their job. That was the nature of the

speech that we had in Parliament yesterday.

Sir, really, it is a historic day that now we are discussing the
issue which was initiated by the judiciary. It is not initiated by any
Member of Parliament except the procedure. Under the Judges
Inquiry Act 1968, there is a procedure that you have to come forward
with a petition or complaint against the sitting Judge of the High Court
or the Supreme Court with the signature of 50 or above Members of
Rajya Sabha or 100 Members from Lok Sabha. That procedure alone
is followed by our side and we initiated this procedure only on the
basis of the judicial aspect. The hon. Chief Justice of India had made
a request to the President, requesting initiation of these proceedings
against a sitting Judge of the Calcutta High Court.

(Contd. by KR/2e)

KR/2E-/2.35

DR E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (CONTD.): For that | am just
quoting from the report of the Inquiry Committee, Volume-lIl, page 65,
item No.9, "'On 03-12-2003 Receiver was elevated as a Judge of the

Calcutta High Court™ This is a date very important for us. From that
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date onwards our jurisdiction starts to discuss on this matter. Then,

he cites 20 events which have happened before the single Judge of
the Calcutta High Court where it was dealing with a Receiver's
petition, how the Receiver has not properly acted and how he has not
produced the accounts. In spite of the repeated summons issued to
him, he did not appear before the court. He did not give proper
answers to the court. Events according to him, have been given on
pages 65, 66, 6/ and 68.

Finally, Sir, on the 19th item, on 10-04-2006, hon. Justice
Sengupta passed a detailed order, directing the erstwhile Receiver to
pay a sum of Rs.52,46,454/- after adjusting the said sum of Rs.Five
lakhs. The erstwhile Receiver and/or his agent, and/or representative
was injuncted from transferring, alienating, diposing of or dealing with
right, title and interest in moveable and immovable properties lying at
his disposal, save and except in usual course of business, though he
was discharged on 03-08-2004.

Sir, it is a very pathetic situation. A Judge, who has assumed a
position of a Judge, was continuing as a Receiver also for more than

eight months. He was really feeling that he was elevated to a Judge of
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High Court, the entire life of the people, the entire judicial system were

in his hands, he should also feel that when the warrant of appointment
had come from the President of India, he should have relinquished
from the Receivership, he should have deposited the amount in the
court and he should have given accounts to the court and then he
should have assumed the position of the Judge of the High Court. He
has never done it. From the dates of events, he has just passed on he
case as a Judge while we are discussing on his misbehaviour and
misappropriation only during the period when he was a Judge. He
was questioning how could you deal with the person, Receiver, how
could you question the Receiver, only the court could do so. Further
he quoted Section 40 of the Civil Procedure Code. As a Judge he
continued himself as a Receiver also for more than four years, that is,
till he was removed. Eight months after the single Judge decided the
case on the basis of a petition, he was removed from the Receivership
and somebody else was appointed in his place. Subsequently, the
proceedings continued for four years. And for four years he was
representing the matter through various agents and Advocates.

Finally, when the clear order was given by the single
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Judge in 2007, he came forward to deposit the entire amount. He paid

the first installment of Rs.40 lakhs. Then, he paid the rest of the
amount on 27.06.2006.

| am quoting from page 69 of the report. On his own submission a
sum of Rs.40 lakhs has been paid by the erstwhile Receiver. Then, on
behalf of erstwhile Receiver the constituted Attorney filed an
application for extension of time to deposit the balance amount. This
matter was considered by the court when he was also a sitting Judge
of the same Calcutta High Court.

Then the pitiable position was, on 17-11-2006 a publication was

issued, in the local newspaper. (Continued by 2F)

MKS-SC/2.40/2F

DR. E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (CONTD.): A publication on
this issue was made in the local newspaper. Then, the Chief Justice
of that particular High Court, Calcutta, Chief Justice V.S. Sirpurkar,
wrote a letter to the Chief Justice of India on 25.11.2006. This | am

placing from his own submission, given on page number 3 of the
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reply, which is given before the Inquiry Committee. | am reading it

from page number 3, para 1.2:

“This private communication by the Learned Single Judge led to
the formation of an adverse opinion by the Hon’ble Justice V.S.
Sirpurkar against me on the basis whereof he said, Hon’ble
Justice V.S. Sirpurkar wrote a letter to the then Hon’ble Chief
Justice of India dated 25.11.06 informing him of the allegations
against me and his opinion and/or his views.”

In that way, it goes on, Sir. Therefore, this is a suo motu proceeding
which started with the Chief Justice of a particular High Court and it
goes to the Chief Justice of India. Then, subsequently, he started to
work on. The Judge -- he is also a sitting Judge in the same Court --
started working on and paid the rest of the amount on 21.11.2006.
The Learned Advocate on record of erstwhile Receiver by a letter
deposited the remaining balance amount of Rs.12,46,454/ - before the
Registrar.  Then the Single Judge orders, on 31.7.2007, the
application being G.A. No. so and so, for recalling the order, dated so
and so. In that way, he lifted the injunction imposed on him. Till
31.7.2007, the Judge has never challenged the order of the Single
Judge. He has never gone to this Division Bench. He has never gone

in for any other review or revision or any proceedings. He has never
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gone for that. He has never challenged it. He accepted it. But,

subsequently, when he finds out that Justice Sirpurkar has initiated
the proceedings through the Chief Justice of India, then only he files a
petition before the Division Bench; that is on 25.9.2007. Hon’ble
Justice Pranab Kumar Chattopadhyay and Hon. Justice Kalidas
Mukherjee were pleased to re-set aside the impugned judgment on
31.7.2007. Sir, repeatedly, he was telling us, “We have to rely upon
this judgment.” Sir, nobody who has got small knowledge of law can
accept when the initiated proceeding is already on. Whatever thing
had happened anywhere, that will not be counted. Already, a Single
Judge has passed an order; that was obeyed by the particular person;
he paid the deposit. That means, he accepted every
misappropriation, mishandling, everything. It was accepted. Then
where is the position for citing another Division Bench judgment on
which he has initiated afterwards, through his mother and other
persons, that this order is wrong and, therefore, you expunge the
portion which has commented upon the Receiver who was a erstwhile
Receiver, and, therefore, he initiated that proceedings? Therefore,

we cannot look into the Division Bench judgment at all. It cannot be a
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binding. He was telling us, “You want to take away the proceedings

of the Division Bench judgment and you don’t want to obey the
Judge’s order. Sir, the Judge’s order is not a judgment in rem. 1t is
not a judgment for the whole world. He has not produced any
particular thing. It was a judgment in a particular person per se. That
particular person is going to get a relief by that order. If that is so, it is
not binding upon anybody. And more so, Sir, he challenged every
position afterwards. Sir, being a Judge of the High Court, he should
understand how the proceedings of the law have come up, how the
Supreme Court has evolved a new system of correcting themselves
within their own peer group and how they came out. In 1968, we
enacted the law. In 1983, they took their own power of appointing
themselves as Judges, and within three years, a lot of complaints
started coming. Therefore, many cases have come to light and one of
the cases is Ravichandran lyer vs. Justice Bhattacharya. In that
judgement, Justice Ramaswamy and another Judge have passed a
judgment saying that the time has come; therefore, we have to rectity
ourselves by way of creating an in-house system.

(Contd. by TMV/2G)
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-MKS-TMV-MCM/2G/2.45

DR. E. M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (CONTD.): By this system

we have come forward with a new convention.

1St

Sir, | am just citing from the 21 Report of the Department-

related Parliamentary Standing Committee on Personnel, Public
Grievances Law and Justice on Judges (Inquiry) Bill, 2006. It is on
page 9, paragraph 10 and | quote:

“10.0. In 1997 the Supreme Court of India passed two
resolutions dealing with Judicial Accountability viz Restatement
of Values of Judicial Life and in-house procedure within the
Judiciary. The Restatement of Values of Judicial Life Resolution
was adopted in the full court meeting of the Supreme Court on
May 7, 1997 which included the following:-

‘That an in-house procedure should be devised by the
Hon’ble Chief Justice of India to take suitable remedial
action against the Judges who by their acts of omission or
commission do not follow the universally accepted values
of Judicial Life including those indicated in the
Restatement of Values of Judicial Life’.

The in-house procedure is essentially meant for disciplining the
Judges, against whom complaints of judicial misconduct and
misbehaviour were received. The in-house procedure rests on
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the premise that there may be complaints casting reflection on
the independence and integrity of a Judge which is bound to
have a prejudicial effect on the image of the higher judiciary. In
the in-house procedure, a complaint against a judge is dealt
with at an appropriate level within the institution. It is examined
by his peers and no outside agency is involved, thus the
independence of judiciary is maintained”.

This was actually made on the basis of an observation of the
Supreme Court in C. Ravichandran lIyer wvs. Justice A.M.
Bhattacharjee and others case. The Law and Justice Department had
sent the Bill to all the High Court Judges. That was the first time that
the Judges (Inquiry) Bill was sent to the High Court Judges. A full
court of ten or eleven High Court Judges was convened by the High
Courts and all of them replied in certain ways. They supported the in-
house system. They supported the amendment to insert the
provision. They opposed certain provisions. This is the kind of reply
given by the full court of every High Court. That was a new history
which was created during that period. At that time they cited a full
bench decision of the Allahabad High Court. They replied to the

request of the Standing Committee. They cited the Ravichandran

lyer’s case. |am just reading out that portion on page 134:
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“ The Apex Court itself has laid down that the Chief Justice

of a High Court has ample power to deal with any Judge who
misconduct himself. Self-regulation by Judiciary is the method
which has been emphasized by the Apex Court. The in-house
remedy for restoring the confidence of the people against errant
behaviour or misconduct by any Judge has functioned quite
effectively.

The Chief Justice of India being head of the Judicial
fraternity does not lack means and power to discipline the
Judges. The gap between proved misbehaviour and bad
behaviour inconsistent with high office can only be disciplined by
self-regulation through an in-house procedure as laid down by
the Apex Court in C. Ravichandran lyer’s case”.

This is the position of the Supreme Court. How can a sitting
Judge criticise and say that the Chief Justice of India had made his
own effort and he had prejudged everything”? He also commented
that the in-house procedure is not at all correct because there was no
resolution passed by Calcutta High Court. Sir, all of us very well know

that an annual conference of Chief Justices of all High Courts is
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convened. The hon. Prime Minister also attends that meeting. At that

time the Chief Justices of all High Courts come. They make certain
procedure for themselves. They make their own resolution. They
follow that resolution. That is the convention that we are following in
India. It is happening every year. They are making resolutions and
they are acting upon them. But he challenged even that. He
challenged each and every system and institution. We can’t tolerate
this just like that. He challenges in-house proceedings. He
challenges the Chief Justice of India. He challenges the Judges who
were Members of the in-house proceedings.

(Contd. by 2H/VK)

VK/2H/2.50

DR. E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (CONTD): He says that two
judges were elevated as the Supreme Court Judge and another
judge was not elevated. These are all the things which he has
mentioned. Even we have never mentioned these things in this
House. This is the first time when we have heard this from a sitting

High Court Judge in this Upper House.
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Sir, | have gone through each and every part of the evidence

before the Committee. This Committee was constituted by the hon.
Chairman only after the CJlI was convinced after the In-House
proceedings that there was misbehaviour and misappropriation and he
recommended it to the President of India. On the basis of that, hon.
Members of this House took this initiative and that initiation has led to
the provision of appointing a new Committee. That Committee was
also challenged by him. He questions as to what is the right of the
Committee to look into receiver's activities; they have got no right on
that. He was saying like this. We are not saying who should be
appointed as a receiver; we are not asking as to how he was
appointed; we are also not asking whether he was doing the work
properly or not. No, we are not doing that job. We are trying to find
out after being a Judge of the High Court what is his conduct; what
misappropriation he has done. From his own submission, we can
find out how he misappropriated. As | have submitted earlier, he
admitted that by way of submitting to the Court's order he paid the
amount after four years, after he became a judge of the same Court.

That means after four years he comes out and deposits the amount.
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He says, ''| deposited the amount twice; | have deposited all the

money in the Lynx India Co. which has liquidated. Therefore, the
matter is over." He wants to tell one part of the story. This is like
the Shakespeare drama. 'lron was eaten away by the rat'. That is
the story he wants to tell. Subsequently, he says, 'No, no, even
then | paid from my own pocket; | deposited around Rs. 50 lakhs."
Why did you deposit the money? If you have not misappropriated the
money in the last 14 years, why did you deposit the money? He
deposits the money and he does not challenge the order. Then he
comes forward and says that it was purely on a prejudicial matter.

Sir, | would like to talk about another thing. He has even come
to a conclusion that the selection process was poor. On page 61,
para 3.6, in his reply to the Committee, he says, 'Past actions of a
Judge long prior to his elevation, cannot be the subject matter of
impeachment. [If past actions are brought within the ambit of Article
124 (4) read with the provisions of the Judges Inquiry Act, it will make
a mockery of the selection process of a Judge of the High Court or
the Supreme Court'. Here | would like to submit one proposition.

After 1993, the procedure which is being followed by the judges is
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totally different. They never consult the Executive. Previously, before

1993, the procedure was like this: The local Chief Minister, through
the Governor, will give a list of names, who have got good
background and good reputation. That will then be considered by
the Chief Justice of the High Court. Then he will make his remark on
that and then send it to the Ministry of Law and Justice. The Ministry
of Law and Justice, through its apparatus, will find out as to what is
the background of that particular nominee. Then they will compile a
report on the basis of his background and that is then submitted to
the Chief Justice of India. The Chief Justice of India will consider it
and finally he will take his decision and then it will be forwarded to the
President of India for issuing the warrant of appointment.
(Contd. By 2J)

RG/2.55/2J

DR. E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (contd.): That was the
procedure followed from 1993. Sir, the Constitution never says as to
who has to appoint a judge. It is the President’s will. At the same
time, the settled provision, which was followed till 1993, was the will of

the people, the will of the local federal Government, the will of the



182
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
elected representatives. The Chief Minister represents the whole

State, and, therefore, his will was to be considered. So, it was routed
through him. But they have to find out whether they come within the
purview of the judicial system. Therefore, the Chief Justice of that
particular High Court made the recommendation. And, finally, they
have to find out whether he is a person of integrity, whether he is
having the national spirit and whether he will abide by the Constitution.
These are all the things which will be considered by the Union
Government. Then, it will go to the Chief Justice of India, and it will
then go to the President. But, after 1993, they have been totally
misled by the Judgement which was rendered by a Bench. Before
that, in the Committee on Personnel, Public Grievances and
Pensions, Law and Justice, the former Chief Justice of India, Justice
R.S. Pathak, former Chief Justice of India, Justice P.N. Bhagwati,
and former Chief Justice of India, Justice Ranganath Mishra, all of
them deposed before the Committee. | would like to read out the 21%
Report of the Committee. On Page No.27, it says: While taking stock
of the impact of the post-1993 situation, the former Chief Justice of

India, Justice P.N. Bhagwati, stated as follows: “Ask any lawyer,



183
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
standard has gone down. Why? It is because of the mode of

appointment. When the Supreme Court gave its Judgement that the
appointment should be in the hands of the judiciary, the Government
should be bound by it, and it should end with the judiciary, namely,
the Chief Justice and first four Judges, everyone thought, perhaps, at
least, some people thought, but | never thought myself that this would
improve the appointment or quality of appointment of judges.” Also,
the former Chief Justice and Judge of the International Court of
Justice, Shri R.S. Pathak, says, “So far as the collegium is
concerned, | must frankly confess that | have serious reservations
about it. In regard to the old practice that we used to follow in
appointment of judges, although this is not a matter really for today’s
deliberations, in my Judgement in S.P. Gupta’s case, you will find that
| thought we were quite happy with the old system provided it worked
out bona fide.” The former Chief Justice of India, Justice Ranganath
Misra, summed up on the issue of appointment of Judges as under:-
“I had made a reference, as a Judge or as a Chief Justice, to a larger
Bench of the Court to find out how this process will be worked out. It

was sent to a Nine-Judge Bench. It was a larger Bench. We wanted
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a decision from the Supreme Court on the question. It was not a

matter which was to go beyond a point and decide how the vacancies
of the Judges would be filled up. There was a wrong thing, probably,
in my own way. | consider that the referring Bench had said that all
other questions were closed and that was the only issue to be
discussed by the larger Bench.” And it goes on like that. Therefore,
all the former Chief Justices of India, very reputed persons at the
international level, they have come forward to say that post-1993
situation is bad enough. This particular occasion we can prove it. If,
really, this particular appointment was a transparent one, it was
known to the Judges of the Calcutta High Court, it was known to the
advocates of the Calcutta High Court, it was known to the people of
Calcutta because the fate of the State is to be decided by that
particular judge when the case comes before him, then, they would
have come forward and said, “Sir, he has already cheated up to Rs.35

lakhs. Therefore, he should not be appointed as a judge.”

(Continued by 2K)
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2k/3.00/ks

DR. E.M. SUDARSANA NATCHIAPPAN (contd.): They will come out
and they will tell the concerned people that this Judge has created a
bad precedent. He swallowed the money in the past ten years. He
has not placed the accounts before the court. He has not obeyed the
orders of the court. Even if we accepted it for the sake of argument
that he had deposited the money, the Lynx India Limited was not
ordered to deposit by way of the order of the Court; it was done by
him. That is the misappropriation. He accepted it in his own reply
that he had deposited money. Where is the order for that? No court
had ordered that but he had done it. Therefore, such persons are not
needed in the Judiciary. And such persons can never be appointed if
proper procedures are followed.

Therefore, Sir, my submission is that these proceedings are very
clear. The Inquiry Committee has gone through each and every
aspect of the case. Sir, he had even challenged these proceedings as
'criminal proceedings'. He wanted his innocence to be proved
beyond doubt. It wasn't and it was very clearly explained in the

Inquiry Committee Report (Volume 1) at page 3, "The proceedings for
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the investigation into the conduct of a Judge under the 1968 Act are

not criminal proceedings against the concerned Judge; the Judge
whose conduct is under inquiry is not a person who is to be visited
either with conviction, sentence or fine; nor is the Inquiry Committee,
appointed under the 1968 Act, empowered to make any such
recommendations. Besides, the Judge in respect of whose conduct
an inquiry is ordered under the 1968 Act is not a person 'accused of
any offence' and no fundamental right of his under article 20(3) of the
Constitution of India would be infringed by his giving evidence during
an investigation into his conduct..". Sir, he avoided appearing before
the Committee at every stage and he challenged the veracity of the
Committee. And finally, he went on to say if he did not get justice
from the inquiry committee, he would go to the rooftop and tell the
world that he has not done anything. Such was his position. He
misused his eloquence and, that too, at a place where he is not
supposed to. Therefore, | finally submit that the impeachment
proceedings should go on.

Sir, finally, the judiciary has to be clear in its mind. This is one of

the cases, one of the test cases, where they have been challenged.
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We have not challenged them. No politician has challenged them. No

parliamentarian has challenged them. But their own people have
challenged them. It is high time they had reviewed their own position.
They should not cross the Lakshman Rekha. This is how we have to
work. This is the way in which the Parliament is working. This is the
way in which the Executive is working. Therefore, we have to coexist
and we have to protect the Constitution. Thank you, Sir.
(Ends)
SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (UTTAR PRADESH): Sir, while
agreeing on certain issues which both the speakers before me,
especially the Leader of the Opposition, have stated, in respect of the
role of the Judiciary and the way the Judiciary is now encroaching into
the area of the Legislature and the Executive, with great respect, |
disagree on certain other issues.
Hon. Chairman, Sir, the Parliament, Judiciary and the Press,
the media, are the safeguards of justice and liberty and they embody
the pillars and the spirit of the Constitution. But, unfortunately, today,

the credibility of all these pillars is being openly questioned now.
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Sir, as junior lawyers we were always taught by our seniors that

while arguing cases in the court we should not see who the Judge is,
we should not see the face of the Judge and start arguing but we
should see the files and the merit of the case that we have. Similarly,
at a certain point of time, most of the hon. Judges also conducted
themselves with great dignity and did not see the faces of lawyers
during the court proceedings. But they used to see the cases on
merits -- what was the case which a lawyer was presenting before the
hon. Judge.

(cd. by 2s/kgg)

Kgg/21/3.05

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (contd.): But, Sir, today the
situation is largely changed and it is unfortunate. Today, in the
corridors of courts, and otherwise, when the lawyers are talking to
litigants, they are not concerned to know the law—how much with
respect to the matter or how expert you are in the law. But, now the
question usually put to the lawyer is whether he knows the judge or
not. So, that is the unfortunate situation which has now reached

which, of course, requires consideration.
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Sir, we always had honourable judges earlier; they used to

function in a manner that it was not their job to make the law, that it
was the job of the Parliament or the Legislature. But, today what the
courts say is not what the Legislature says or what the Act or the
Constitution says. But, it is a matter of fact; now they say that under
the Constitution, the judge, instead of discovering the law, state the
law and apply the law, not making the law. As on date, forgetting the
judicial review part, the judges in the courts have started framing the
law which is what the hon. Leader of the Opposition had elaborated in
detail with respect to the separation of powers--getting into the field
where the separation of power is now given a go-bye, which is not
correct.

Sir, before coming to the issue of the impeachment and on
merits of impeachment which is before us, | would like to say that
there are certain issues which the hon. Leader of the Opposition has
spoken, and the other colleague has spoken, on the appointment of
judges. It was said that in the appointment of the hon. judges, there is
a detailed procedure. The judges have taken on themselves the

appointment of judges, post-1993, and that is why the denigration in
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the system has been found today. The Executive or other authorities

have no role to play now. Sir, | beg to disagree on this because | know
that the judge whom we are impeaching today was appointed at a
time when we had one of the finest and most eminent Law Ministers;
the appointment was done in the year 2003. (Interruption) In 2003, we
had Shri Arun Jaitley as the Law Minister. The appointment was made
at that time. The scrutiny was also made at that time by him in his
capacity as the Law Minister. And, |, as an individual, say before the
House that | know that the scrutiny that was done was not a scrutiny
which was here and there; but it was a detailed scrutiny. Why | say
this? Because | know this. | myself was one of the persons who got
scrutinized by him. That is why | am saying this, with great respect.
(Interruption)

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: That is why you were not appointed.
SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: | am coming to that. Sir, everybody
knows; in my family, my father was a judge, he retired as the Chief
Justice; my uncle was a High Court judge; my elder brother was a
High Court judge, he retired as a High Court judge. But, Sir, when |

was called upon by the hon. Chief Justice to give the consent, with
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folded hands | requested and said, “No, | am not the person who is fit

to sit on that seat.” But, then, | was asked from various sources;
when the collegium members were asked to force me that | should
give my consent. One of the hon. judges who was in the collegium is
presently a judge in the hon. Supreme Court also and the other retired
as the Chief Justice.

(Contd. By tdb/2m)

TDB/2M/3.10

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (CONTD.): Then, ultimately, Sir, |
had given my consent, in spite of the advice given by my father that |
should think it several times, but | was asked to give my consent and |
gave my consent. After the consent was given, the collegium met, it
cleared the name. The process followed. It went to the Chief Minister.
The Chief Minister cleared it. Then, it came to Delhi. In the meantime,
when it was being scrutinised in the Law Ministry, at that point of time,
the Chief Minister was changed. A new Chief Minister came. Of
course, from the same party. But, then, suddenly, a letter was written
to the Law Ministry by the Chief Minister saying, “Look here, | have

certain reservations for this gentleman, and one more gentleman who
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was there also for different reasons’ . The reason for this was, ‘that

we have found out that when he was the Chairman, Bar Council of
U.P. and the Secretary of the Bar Association, he had led a big
agitation of the lawyers because the jurisdiction of the Lucknow was
being taken away by the Allahabad Bench. So, there was the agitation
and he participated in that’. This was number one. Number two was,
‘that kindly find out, according to an information, he is not an
advocate’. | had already become a Senior Advocate by that time. The
full court had designated me as a Senior Advocate. But why | was not
an advocate was, because it was said, ‘that he has several houses;
he has several buildings; he has a building in Noida; he has a building
in Nainital; he has a building in Lucknow, and he is getting rent from
those buildings. Though he is the highest income-tax payer amongst
the lawyers in the State, but kindly scrutinise whether he is actually an
advocate or something else or a builder’. So, this went there. When it
went there, of course, it was looked into, and the matter was
forwarded to the collegium. Then, | wrote a letter saying, “Kindly do
not consider my name, if all this is there, and | don’t want to be

considered”. But the scrutiny was done. The scrutiny was done at
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that level and that intervention was there. The intervention was so to

say that ‘no intervention’. In spite of the fact the allegation is there that
you are not an advocate, the fact was, | was not in politics; | was
purely a lawyer. At that point of time, | was always engaged by the
parties which were in the opposition. Those parties which were not in
power used to engage me for their cases. The party which was there
in the opposition had engaged me to challenge the President’s rule, |
had argued it before the Division Bench and before the full Bench and
had won, and strictures were passed against the Presidential
Proclamation, but still | was not a lawyer! So, this was the scrutiny
which was done.

SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD: You are better here.

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: No, | am thankful. | thank the hon.
Chief Minister who was in this House earlier. The day | took oath, |
said, “Because of you | am here”. Today, | get this opportunity to see
whether a High Court judge should be impeached or not. This is the
irony of the fate which is there. Therefore, to say that the appointment

of the judges is purely by the judges, Sir, so far as | am concerned, |
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do not agree to that because | personally know these facts for that

purpose.
SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: We are glad that you are here with us
now.

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: | thanked the person for that.

Sir, now coming to the matter which is before us today, i.e., the
Impeachment Motion, though the time has been allotted, | have seen
the time, but | have made a written request, the time is at your
discretion, that the time may be extended because | would be
speaking, probably, a bit differently.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please do economize.

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: If | have to stand up and say, “I
agree to the proposal, then, | can sit down straightway and | will not
require any time”. But this is a serious issue, Sir, where we have to
consider the Motion with respect to impeachment of a sitting hon.
judge. Therefore, we have to look into the background not only of the
case but also the background with respect to what is the scope of

article 124 and what is misbehaviour; how is it considered as
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misbehaviour? All these aspects will have to be looked into, and,

then, we have to see whether it falls into that category or not.

(Contd. by 2n-kis)
KLS/2N-3.15
SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (CONTD): And whether it is a case
where under impeachment we should accept the Resolution and
remove the Judge. | also do not agree to what the hon. learned
speaker said before this that the hon. Judge when he was standing
yesterday and he was making his submissions that he did not speak
properly. He had every right. A person who is coming, who is being
questioned that you have to be removed, this right has been given to
him and has been considered by the hon. Supreme Court in
Constitutional Bench judgments that he has full right. If it is not given,
then, of course, it will be violation and the entire action is likely to be
struck down even of this House if it is passed. Therefore, he has
every right and once he is in the defence he has the right to say that
these are the things which have been ignored or which have not been
looked into and which should be seen. Therefore, for this purpose, |

would refer to what was said by the Committee which was appointed
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in the case of Justice Ramaswamy, in the House Committee Report in

one paragraph what they said at that point in time in it was: "The
immunity of Judges is not for the protection of a malicious or a corrupt
but for public, whose interest it is that Judges should be at liberty to
exercise their functions with independence and without fear of
consequences. However, the standards of ethical and intellectual
rectitude expected of Judges are directly proportional to the exalted
Constitutional protection that they deserve to enjoy. The country is
entitled to be most exacting in its prescription of the standards of
rectitude in judicial conduct. What might be pardonable in the case of
an ordinary citizen or officer might in the case of a Judge look indeed
unpardonable. His morals are not the standards of marked place but
is the punctilio of a higher code."

Sir, in V. Ramaswami vs. Union of India while considering the
matter the hon. Supreme Court had observed : "The Judge of the
Supreme Court as well as the Judge of High Court is a Constitutional
functionary and to maintain the independence of Judiciary and to
enable the Judge to effectively discharge his duties as a Judge and to

maintain the rule of law even in respect of the lis against the Central
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Government or the State Government, the Judge is made totally

independent of the control and influence of the Executive by
mandatorily embodying in article 124 or article 217 that a Judge can
only be removed from his office in the manner provided in clause 4 and
5 of article 124. Thus a Judge either of a High Court or the Supreme
Court is independent of the control of the executive while deciding
cases between the parties including the Central Government, State
Governments uninfluenced by the State in any manner whatsoever. It
is beyond any pale of doubt. There is no master and servant
relationship or employer and employee relationship between the
Judge of a High Court and the President of India in whom the
Executive power of the Union of India is vested under the provisions of
article 53 of the Constitution. The President has not been given the
sole power or the exclusive power to remove a Judge either of the
Supreme Court or High Court from his office though the President
appoints the Judge by warrant under his hand and seal after
consultations with such of the Judges of the Supreme Court or High
Court in the States as he may deem necessary for the purpose and in

the case of appointment of a Judge of the High Court, the President
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appoints the Judge by warrant but still the only mode of removal of a

Judge from his office is on the ground of proved misbehaviour..."
The word is 'proved misbehaviour' "..or incapacity as laid down in
clauses 4 and 5 of article 124." Here we are on the question of proved
misbehaviour; we are not on the question of incapacity with respect to
the hon. Judge. Sir, under article 124 of the Constitution action for
removal of a Judge is only on proved misbehaviour. The word
'misbehaviour' was not advisedly defined. It is a vague and elastic
word and embraces within its sweep different facets of conduct, as
opposed to good conduct.

(Followed by 20/NBR)

-KLS/NBR-DS/20/3.20.

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (CONTD.): Sir, the word
'misbehaviour' has found place under Article 124. The scope of Article
124 was considered, again, in the case of Krishna Swamy in 1992.
Sir, Krishna Swami was a Member of Parliament and belongs to this
House. He was also an advocate. He had filed this petition before the
hon. Supreme Court. A Constitution Bench had considered the

matter and then it had considered the scope of Article 124 and it said
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in para 60, "'The Committee as Judicial authority adopts the

procedure of a trial of a civil suit under the Code of Civil Procedure; it
IS not inquisitorial but adversary to search for the truth or falsity of the
charges by taking evidence during the investigation like a trial of a civil
suit and it should be the duty of the advocate and the learned Judge
or his counsel to prove/disprove if burden of proof rests on the Judge,
as a fact by adduction of evidence or the affirmation or negation or
disproof of the imputation under investigation. The word
'investigation' is to discover and collect the evidence to prove the
charge as a fact or disproved. The Evidence Act defined the words
'oroved’ and 'disproved' as and when after considering the matters
before it, the court either believes the fact to exist or not to exist or its
existence is so probable/non-existence is probable and the test of
acceptance or non-acceptance by a prudent man placed in the
circumstances of particular case was adopted. The consideration of
the evidence is like a criminal case..." -- hon. Chairman, Sir, this is
very important -- "...as the finding would be 'guilty' or ' non-guilty' of
misbehaviour under Section 6 of the Act. The test of proof is 'proof

beyond reasonable doubt."
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So, it is like a criminal case. It has to be either proved guilty or

non-guilty. And, it has to be 'beyond a reasonable doubt." If there is
any doubt, you cannot prove him guilty. It has to be completely
'‘beyond a reasonable doubt.' That is the aspect which has been
referred to in this judgment.

Sir, with respect to definition of 'misbehaviour', the same has
further been discussed in the same judgment. It says in para 71,
"Every act or conduct or even error of judgment or negligent acts by
higher judiciary per se does not amount to misbehaviour. Willful
abuse of judicial office, willful misconduct in the office, corruption,
lack of integrity, or any other offence involving moral turpitude would
be misbehaviour. Misconduct implies actuation of some degree of
mens rea by the doer. Judicial finding of guilt of grave crime is
misconduct. Persistent failure to perform the judicial duties of the
judge or willful abuse of the office would be misbehaviour.
Misbehaviour would extend to conduct of the judge in or beyond the
execution of judicial office. Even the administrative actions or
omissions too need accompaniment of mens rea. The holder of the

office of the Judge of the Supreme Court or the High Court should,
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therefore, be above the conduct of ordinary mortals in the society."

So, now, after going through this, we have to find out what evidence
is and what the charges are. The charges, to which a reference was
made, are two. The first one is misappropriation of large sums of
money which he received in his capacity as a Receiver appointed by
the High Court of Calcutta. The second charge is, making false
statements, misrepresented facts with regard to the misappropriation
of money before the High Court of Calcutta. Now, the question is
what is the finding”? Before coming to the findings, a question arises.
We have to see whether the misbehaviour is proved as a Judge or we
have to see whether misbehaviour is proved as a lawyer. | was only
thinking that if my name had been cleared | would have been standing
here for the behaviour as a lawyer either today or on some other day.
But, is that the jurisdiction and scope under Article 1247 We have to
see this. We have to look into what the hon. Supreme Court had said.
It says 'proven misbehaviour' in the capacity of a Judge. Or, when he
was a student or when he was in university or when he was an
advocate, he did certain acts which, according to you, were not akin

to what an advocate is expected to do, you prove him guilty and oust
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him from the position of Judge. That is not permissible under this.

But, here, a reference is made. He did reply yesterday and leave was
also taken whether, as an advocate, it would be a ground for his
ousting. It is not a case of a person committing murder which
remained hidden or involved in dacoit or some other thing which

remained hidden earlier and erupted suddenly.

(CONTD. BY USY "2P™)

-NBR-USY/2P/3.25

SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (CONTD.): He was a lawyer in that
court from where the name was recommended. It was known that he
was ‘Receiver’; and, he was functioning as a Receiver when he was
appointed. Now, the question is whether that becomes a ground for
his removal as a Judge, after having been appointed as a Judge. For
this purpose, | would like to refer to the findings of the Inquiry Report.
Did the Inquiry Committee go into all those questions and all those
grounds that were raised by him in his explanation? We find a very
short-inquiry report, which deals, very precisely, with the issues and it
appears that the conclusion was in the mind that he has to be guilty,

which comes out in the report. Up to page 22 of the report, which
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deal with respect to inquiry, is all with all respect to the conduct OF

the inquiry; it is all with respect to the conduct of the Judge as an
advocate. After hearing him, | thought he had a case. But after
hearing the hon. Leader of the Opposition, | thought he had no case
at all and we were just made to hear something for two hours and
nothing was there. But, then, | thought that | should go deep into the
Inquiry Committee’s report and see what it says. Kindly see what the
findings say. It says that it is diversion of funds; it is misapplication of
funds, so far as the first charge is concerned, as an advocate. It does
not say ‘misappropriation of funds’. Now, it can be said that since it is
misapplication of funds, since it is diversion of funds, therefore, it is a
‘misappropriation’.  Sir, ‘misappropriation” to the understanding of
common man, to the understanding of a layman would be that if | had
been given some money or some property or anything in trust to me to
keep it with myself till required to be returned; and, when | am
supposed to return it, | don’t return it and | misappropriate that
money, then, it would of course be misappropriation. (Interruptions)
Yes, diversion. (Interruptions) It is said that there is diversion from

one account to another account. That is the finding. Now, if it is
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transferred from this account to that account, it would not become

misappropriation. Since reference has been made, | would like to
refer to one of the paragraphs of the report, which says that when it
was asked to make the payment, when he was directed to give the
payment, he immediately paid that. He did not protest. That is the
charge. That is the allegation. For arriving at the conclusion that he is
guilty, his action of making payment of the entire money with full
interest is taken in the report. And, it is said that it means he was
guilty. So, this is not the right ground to hold him guilty. Had he
taken the money himself, it would have been alright. The second
most important thing is that the entire charge with respect to second
charge also and the first charge goes through and through only with
respect to the hon. Single Judge. It says that the hon. Single Judge
said this and the hon. Single Judge said that, completely overlooking
— overlooking in the manner in which, probably, the Committee
wanted to overlook it — that this entire charge is demolished by the
Division Bench. To say that he was called over here and, then, he
went back, he filed an appeal and he got it..... (Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Conclude please.
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SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: | am just going to conclude.

But...(Interruptions)
MR. CHAIRMAN: Your extended time is over.
SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA: Sir, | had sought time for this

purpose only. Please give me some more time.

(Contd. 2q — VP)
-USY/VP/3.30/2Q
SHRI SATISH CHANDRA MISRA (CONTD.): If the appellate order
completely exonerates him from the misappropriation and says that
there is no misappropriation, why was this order not challenged in the
Supreme Court? Why didn’t anybody else go to the Supreme Court?
Why didn’t anybody else or any of the parties go to the Supreme Court
to say that they all had joined with him?  Who else has been charged
for this offence? Conspiracy cannot be single-handed. There have
to be two minds and two people. There is no charge on anybody else
with respect to this. It is like casting an aspersion on the Division
Bench also to say that he got the orders. Therefore, my submission
at the end is this. Charge number one says, ‘It is duly proved.’ It is

not proved. The charge was about misappropriation of large sums of



206
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
money which he received in his capacity as a Receiver. There is no

misappropriation. So, to say at the end that it is duly proved is not
correct. And the Inquiry Committee’s finding on this issue cannot be
blindly accepted.

The second charge is about making false statements. It is said
that the statements were made by the mother in the affidavit. It was
false. There is no misappropriation, and there is no proven
misbehaviour.

| would only conclude by saying that | don’t agree with the
Motion which has been proposed. | feel that it should be rejected. |
think all of us should not be swayed and conclude that we have to
arrest him come what may. We should look into it.  Each one of us
has got the material. It is the duty of each one of us that we should
tread very cautiously in this field. We should apply our minds. Thank
you very much. ( Ends)
MR. CHAIRMAN: Before | call the next speaker, may | remind the
hon. Members that the time allotted for this debate is four hours.

Therefore, a certain time-discipline has to be maintained.
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THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION (SHRI ARUN JAITLEY): We

are glad Mr. Misra did not become a judge. ..(Interruptions)...
SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: Sir, do these four hours include today’s
timings or is yesterday’s time also included in this?
MR. CHAIRMAN: | think there was no ambiguity about it. Today’s
timing is 2 hours 56 minutes. .. .(Interruptions).. We will try to
accommodate, but | do request everyone to maintain time-discipline
because we have a process to go through at the end of it.
(Interruptions). .. No; there is a set procedure. Mr. N.K. Singh,
please go ahead.
SHRI N.K. SINGH (BIHAR): Sir, it is an immense privilege to
participate in this very important debate. One must feel somewhat
handicapped considering that one is speaking after three very
eminent lawyers who have already spoken at great length. My
preceding speaker was Mr. Satish Chandra Misra.  The first non-
legal luminary, so to say, given with very ordinary discipline, | would
beg to submit before this House eight points for your consideration.
First and foremost, clearly one is reminded of what an eminent

jurist ,  Arthur Schlesinger had said. He said, “The genius of an
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impeachment proceeding lies in the fact that it punishes the man

without punishing the office. “  This is precisely what this House
intends to do through this very important Motion moved by my senior
esteemed colleague, Mr. Yechury. Sir, yesterday, when | heard with
careful attention the defence made by Justice Sen, | got three distinct
impressions which | must share with this House. First and foremost,
the impression which | got was that he sought to create a false hiatus
between the sovereignty of Parliament seeking to bring it with the
higher Judiciary. He repeatedly quoted what has been happening
by the higher judicial functions as if to say that we would really stand
up to the underdog in which he claimed to place himself in that
position. | do believe, Sir, that for the reasons that | am going to
give, that was a false hiatus, and a somewhat misleading thing.

(Continued by PB/ 2 R)

-VP/PB-2r/3.35

SHRI N.K. SINGH (CONTD.): My third important point, Sir, is that in
his entire defence, he sought to create straw-enemies and straw-
allegations which he then started to destroy. What was that? For

instance, Sir, kindly look at page 74 of his written reply where he
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mentions about the fact that an order passed; and he says,

‘Unfortunately, my explanation that these withdrawals were towards
payment of workers’ dues pursuant to a Division Bench order ...” Sir,
it was nobody’s case. Nobody had alleged that he was being held
responsible for the payment or the delay in the payment of workers’
dues. So, to demolish something which was initially never leveled
against him is like creating straw-enemies to be able to then answer
that in his own way.

Similarly, Sir, | think that in the Inquiry Commission’s Report, he
has clearly sought to alter the meaning of misappropriation. My
esteemed colleague, Mr. Misra, has dealt greatly with the meaning of
what he believes is misappropriation. As a Trustee, Sir, it is clearly
understood that the money which he received was to be held in Trust.
That Trust enjoined upon him a responsibility that he could not divert
the proceeds of that Trust into some other account. For instance, he
could not use it for his personal purposes, no matter whether he
reimburses it subsequently or not. As a Trustee, Sir, there are certain

obligations which are cast upon him and therefore, any attempt in his
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defence to alter the meaning of misappropriation, in my view, is

flawed.

Also, Sir, his suggestion in his defence yesterday — and that is
my next point — on biases and predilections of successive high judicial
authorities and by successive inquires which were held, in my view,
did not seem to be borne out, considering that he himself had not
cooperated with any of the processes. If you look, Sir, at the
successive adjournments which he sought where he failed to appear
himself personally, where he really appeared through his attorney and
sometimes really giving petitions in the name of his mother, in my
view, suggests that the suggestion of bias and predilection looks to be
flawed.

My next point really, Sir, is about the credibility and the integrity
of the processes and procedures which you have followed before
these judicial findings were reached. | believe that anything which he
has said in his defence casts any doubt on the procedures and
credibilities. | agree with you, Sir, that a Judge is not supposed to
know anything about the facts of life until they have been presented to

him in evidence, and, as has been said by very eminent jurists all over
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the world, explained to him at least three times. Indeed, Sir, they were

explained to him more than three times. Sir, the findings which have
been received in this, clearly, are findings in two parts. One, as very
rightly pointed out by my esteemed colleague, Mr. Misra, is regarding
his conduct as an advocate. As an advocate, he knows better than |
do that you are enjoined upon as an Advocate to follow the Advocates
Act. What did his conduct mean? What he did under the Advocates
Act? It comes to the conclusion that his conduct was most
unbecoming of an advocate. There is a Part |l which then deals with
his conduct as a Judge. Therefore, Sir, in the findings which have
been reached, in the concluding paragraph, in part 8 of the Inquiry
Committee Report, the misappropriation is duly proved. This is in two
parts, in his conduct as an Advocate and in his conduct really as a
Judge.

Sir, | go to my last point which is about some of the broader
issues. This Impeachment Motion has enabled this House to
deliberate, for the first time, on the area of stalled judicial reforms.
Sir, India is seeking to become a major economic power. It is seeking

to achieve over 8 per cent rate of growth. Whether we go to John
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Rawls Theory of justice which really wants to seek an explanation that

inequalities and certain kinds of economic deprivation can only be
tolerated if it benefits all sections of society.
(Contd. by 2s/SKC)

2s5/3.40/skc

SHRI N.K. SINGH (contd.): And we must ask ourselves this important
question whether our present judicial system is adequate to meet
India’s changing economic realities. In terms of improving, the Prime
Minister knows it better than anyone else, in choosing our climate of
investment, on transfer of properties, on mergers, on pricing and a
whole host of things and addressing it in a manner which really would
enable this country to grow. Is our judicial system equipped for a
system which is managing rapid economic changes, Sir, while
maintaining the social cohesiveness of a social order with a nine per
cent rate of growth? Indeed, Sir, as has been very rightly pointed out
by the hon. Leader of Opposition, this Impeachment Motion has given
us an invaluable opportunity to consider some of these things beyond

narrow partisan confines.
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Sir, | strongly believe in the appointment of a National Judicial

Commission and the demarcation of responsibilities between the three
functions. Indeed, many of us were shocked and | am sure many of us
would have been shocked when certain judicial pronouncements were
made which questioned the Parliament, which questioned, for
instance, whether it was necessary to attend Parliament, which
questioned the integrity of this very vital organ, which is the over-
arching organ of our Constitution. Many of us were so appalled, many
of us were ashamed to be part of a process when it was being
pronounced, and certain aspersions were being cast on Parliament,
and we were mute spectators. Indeed, if we do not consider this
opportunity to think about major issues of judicial reforms, setting up a
Judicial Commission, a better demarcation of responsibilities, a better
examining of whether our present judicial system equips us to deal
with rapid economic growth, with issues of poverty and inequalities,
we will miss, Sir, a very important opportunity. |, therefore, support
this Motion. | support it because | do believe that in the end, if we do
not maintain justice, justice will not maintain us. This was a very

important saying by Francis Bacon in 1615 at the impeachment of the
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then Attorney General in the House of Commons. You must be

reminded of this. We must be reminded also that how easy it is to
judge rightly after one sees what evil comes from judging wrongly. We
must judge rightly. We must exercise the sovereignty of this House.
We must not allow this valuable opportunity to slip away.

| support this Motion and | support also the opportunity of this
Motion to bring about a kind of qualitative change in the way in which
the demarcation of powers between the three important organs
enshrined in our Constitution can be restored and a measure of dignity
and respect for each of these organs which the Constitution defines.

(Ends)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your precision. Mr. Tiruchi Siva.
SHR TIRUCHI SIVA (TAMIL NADU): Sir, | rise to support the Motion
moved by Shri Sitaram Yechury.

Sir, Francis Bacon once said, “The place of justice is a hallowed
place, and therefore, not only the Bench but also the foot-space and
the confines and the purpose thereof ought to be preserved without

scandal or corruption.”
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Sir, we are proud that we have a long-standing tradition of

sustaining an independent judiciary which has safeguarded our
democracy and Constitution. The Indian judiciary which has got its
own tradition is considered to be one of the pillars of democracy and it
is duty-bound to uphold the moral values and ethics to secure the
trust of the people. The trust in the judiciary by the people of this
country and the Constitution is so immense that the day that trust is
breached, it is the breach of trust of the people of India and the
Constitution.

Sir, it is to be understood that however carefully the institutional
forms may be constructed, the final analysis mostly depends upon the
actual behaviour and the accountability of the individuals concerned.
What is 'accountability'? The Oxford dictionary says, one who is
responsible for one's own actions and decisions and is expected to
explain when asked for. So, accountability is an inevitable and
indispensable part of democracy. No public functionary or no public
institution is exempt of this accountability, Sir.

(contd. by 2t/hk)
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HK/2t/3.45

SHRI TIRUCHI SIVA (CONTD.): Sir, the judicial accountability may
not be on the same lines of the accountability of the Legislature or the
accountability of the Executive. But they are also not above scrutiny.
Sir, when the faith of the people in the quality, integrity and efficiency
of the Government institutions starts eroding, we have a responsibility.
The check and balance system comes in between. When we find the
breach of trust by the judiciary, the only remedy available is that of the
impeachment brought in the Parliament. Sir, in the long history of our
Parliament the first impeachment which was brought in the other
House fell through, but this is the first ever case -- the case of Justice
Soumitra Sen. When we surveyed the pages of the Constituent
Assembly, there was near unanimity in bringing the impeachment.
Only one Member of the Assembly, Shri R.K. Sidhwa, from Central
Province had cautioned on 24th May, 1949 while participating in the
debate of the Constituent Assembly that if two-thirds majority of the
two Houses sitting together want a judge to be removed it would be
quite possible that no judge would be ever dismissed for an act of

wrong-doing. This is the only observation, only caution, given by one
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Member. Otherwise, there was unanimity. And, we have

experienced that. Even this one case is being criticized and evaluated
and there were difference of views which cannot be disputed. This is
very essential. The case of Justice Soumitra Sen also puts forward a
strong case for judicial reaffiarmation in the country. Sir, the method
of selection of judges, as earlier spoken by my colleagues here, to the
High Courts and to the Supreme Court by the collegium should have
to be reconsidered. The Legislature movement towards constitutional
amendment in these lines is the need of the hour. Sir, may | quote Dr.
Babasaheb Ambedkar in the Constituent Assembly regarding this? In
fact, the question as to whether the appointment of judges requires
the concurrence of the Chief Justice was seriously debated in the
Constituent Assembly.  Dr. Ambedkar responded to the said
suggestion in the following words: "With regard to the question of
concurrence of the Chief Justice, it seems to me that those who
advocate that proposition seem to rely implicitly both on the
impartiality of the Chief Justice and the soundness of his judgement. |
personally feel no doubt that the Chief Justice is a very eminent

person. But after all, the Chief Justice is a man with all failings, all the



218
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
sentiments and all the prejudices which we as common people have;

and | think to allow the Chief Justice practically a veto upon the
appointment of judges is really to transfer the authority to the Chief
Justice which we are not prepared to vest in the President or the
Government of the day. |, therefore, think that that is also a
dangerous proposition." That is the observation made by Dr.
Babasaheb Ambedkar, not mine. Now, the Government's approval of
the Judicial Accountability Bill is a positive step to check the
discrepancies of the higher judiciary and to ensure necessary action to
be taken. In this context, | support the Motion moved by my
colleague, Shri Yechury. Yesterday, we heard Justice Sen's defence
argument. He was eloquent as everyone appreciated. | would like to
submit some of the observations, through you, to this august House.
In what authority he went to that extent”? There are two things. One
is that the findings of the Committee appointed by you clearly say that
there was a large-scale diversion of funds and such diversion was in
violation of the orders of the High Court; the purpose for such
diversion remains unexplained. Justice Soumitra Sen was appointed

as High Court Judge on 3rd December, 2003. The Committee noted
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that Justice Sen's actions were an attempt to cover up the large-scale

defalcation of Receiver's fund. Sir, out of the two grounds of
misconduct, the second is misrepresentation of facts with regard to
the misappropriation of money before High Court of Calcutta.

(Contd. by 2u/KSK)

KSK/3.50/2U

SHRI TIRUCHI SIVA (CONTD): Sir, this is what Justice Soumitra
Sen said in reply to the motion received under article 217, read with
article 124 of the Constitution, to the Rajya Sabha. Sir, | will quote.
He himself contradicts. At one place, he says, “The respondent was
appointed as a Receiver in the year 1984 by Order dated 30.4.1984.
Till 2003, neither the hon. Calcutta High Court nor any of the parties
required the respondent to render any accounts. For the first time, on
27.2.2003, an application was made by the plaintiff seeking directions
for accounts and sale of the remaining goods and handing over sale
proceeds. Despite the aforesaid statutory matrix, for about 19 years,
nobody sought accounts, which is a clear indication that in Calcutta
High Court, a practice had developed of not giving periodical

accounts to the Court.” He himself says again, “Rule 15 of the
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Calcutta High Court OS Rules lays down that unless ordered

otherwise, the order appointing a Receiver shall contain a direction
that the Receiver shall file and submit for passing half-yearly accounts
in the Office of the Registrar and that such accounts have to be made
at the end of months June and December every year and are required
to be filed in the months of July and January respectively.” So, at
one place, he says that in the Calcutta High Court, there is no practice
of giving periodical accounts to the Court. On the other hand, the rule
15 of the Calcutta High Court clearly says that he has to maintain
accounts and give every six months. Then, | come to the second
most important point. | am having the synopsis of yesterday’s
debate. He has clearly observed that the sale is still not complete.
Therefore, the matter is still sub judice and it should not be discussed
in the House. Sir, nowadays, it has become a fashion to question the
sovereignty and the authority of the House. Sir, he says that it cannot
be discussed in the House. But, Sir, we are empowered by the
Constitution under article 124, clause (4) and clause (5) that we can
impeach; we can take the case of a Judge under the provisions of this

article. Article 124(5) states, “Parliament may by law regulate the
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procedure for the presentation of an address and for the investigation

and proof of the misbehaviour or incapacity of a Judge under clause
(4).” Sir, while submitting before the Judges Inquiry Committee, he
very clearly says that a Receiver is answerable only to the Court which
appoints him and to no one else, and, therefore, the hon. Committee
cannot enquire into the conduct of the respondent in its capacity as
the Receiver. So, he questions the authority of the Inquiry
Committee. He questions the authority of the Parliament even when
the Constitution has empowered the Parliament. | second my
colleague, Shri N.K. Singh’s observation that it is our foremost duty to
uphold the sovereignty and authority of the Parliament.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Would you please conclude?

SHRI TIRUCHI SIVA: Sir, | would like to conclude by quoting hon.
Justice J.S. Verma who said, “The existence of power must be
accompanied by accountability. Erosion of credibility in the public
mind resulting from any internal danger is the greatest latent threat to
the independence of the Judiciary. Eternal vigilance to guard against
any latent internal danger is necessary lest we suffer from self-inflicted

moral wounds.” Mr. Yechury, before he moved this motion, said that
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it is not a motion against the Judiciary; it is only a motion against the

misbehaviour of one Judge. On these grounds, and on the arguments
that we have placed, Sir, | support the motion moved by Mr. Yechury.
(Ends)
DR. YOGENDRA P. TRIVEDI (MAHARASHTRA): Thank you, Sir.
Mr. Arun Jaitley told us that this is rarest of the rare event. | agree
with him. Here are so many legal luminaries giving their best, putting
their viewpoint in a scintillating manner with eloqguence and then is the
catch word, all that they are doing is without charging any fees. That
is the rarest of the rare event. | was hearing with rapt attention to Shri
Sitaram Yechury when he referred to the trial of Robert Clive and
Warren Hastings...
(continued by 2w — gsp)

GSP-2W-3.55

DR. YOGENDRA P. TRIVEDI (contd.): He quoted from the oration of
Edmond Burke. | also looked into what happened at that trial, and, |
would like to quote another eminent jurist who addressed the House
of Lords. His name is Sheridan, and, in my opinion, Sheridan even

excelled Burke in certain respects, and, this is what he said while the
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trial of Warren Hastings was there. He said, “Not a hair shall be

plucked from head to the ground unless legal guilt is established by
legal proof.” This is what Sheridan said. Mr. Yechury made out a
very spirited and detailed account of what has happened. There was
also a very spirited reply by Justice Soumitra Sen. He made out four
points, which have to be examined because this House today is acting
in the capacity both as jury as well as judge. So, let us look at what
was the defence of Justice Sen. He said that he had collected the
money as a receiver when he was a lawyer. A struggling laywer; | can
understand. He is in command of some money, which he put in here
and there; for the time being, he parked the money somewhere. He
parked the money with Lynx India Private Limited, which later went
into liquidation. | am little surprised because according to my
knowledge, Lynx India Private Limited is still a very living corporation.
It has large properties in the city of Mumbai. The building in which |
am staying in Mumbai, there also, it has a very valuable flat running
into quite a few crores of rupees. So, it is not a dead company. It is
Lynx India Private Limited. Then, he said, later on, he returned the

money. He gave it to the workers, and, thereafter, returned the
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money. This is his first submission. The second thing which he said

was that there is a difference between his role as a Receiver and later
as a Judge. He says that as a judge, he has an impeccable career,
and, none of his judgement was doubted, and, he has been an
excellent and ideal judge.

Later, he talked about res judicata and referred to the Division
Bench judgement, which has been referred to earlier, and, which is at
page 31 of the Inquiry Report. Lastly, he said, and, this is something,
which | did not expect from a Judge, that there are others who have
done similar crimes and they have all escaped. Mr. Arun Jaitley,
thereafter, took us through the facts. | believe that more than law,
facts are more important. According to me, facts are like arguments
of God. So, we must examine the facts very minutely. How the
moneys were parked with Lynx India is mentioned at page 16. For
what reason, the moneys were parked with a private limited company,
and not with an established undertaking, not with a public sector
company, not with a big corporation. We do not know for what
reasons it was done. Later, thereafter, moneys were disbursed at

various places, and, probably trying to get a soft corner from Mr.
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Yechury, he said that moneys were given to workers. It is a very

humanitarian job, but whose money? It was not his personal money.
It was the money which was deposited with him on escrow account,
which he was holding as a trustee, and, first of all, that money was
given to the workers, as he says, and, later, thereafter, it was
returned to the court as per the directions of the court, but at what
stage? Much after he became the Judge. He became the Judge in
2003, and, moneys were returned sometime later in 2005 after the
court’s order.

(contd. by sk-2x)

-gsp/SK/2X/4.00

DR. YOGENDRA P. TRIVEDI (CONTD.): This is the catch. If the
moneys would have been returned before he became a judge, it was
understandable. He could say, “l was a struggling lawyer. | was in
possession of money which | might have misused or mismanaged.
Now, | want to start a new career. So, | want to atone for my sins or
whatever it may be and | am returning the money”. But he did not do

it. There was no atonement. There was no repentance. There was
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no pashchataap. But he continued to keep the money even after he

became a Judge. That means it becomes a continuing offence. The
offence which was committed earlier, he continued with the offence
later also. He did not try to wriggle out of it. He could have returned
the money saying ‘sorry, | did it during those days when | was just a
young lawyer’. What does this indicate? It indicates that this
gentleman who came here, he lacks the basic streak. He is not a man
of conviction; he is a man of convenience. When the convenience ran
against him, he returned the money. He could have done it the
moment he became a Judge. There is something like atonement;
there is something like repentance which can absolve a man from any
crime. But he did not do that. We know that past always haunts a
man, and one has to get rid of that past in a very graceful manner.
Otherwise, what happens? We should not only see that justice is
done, but, as Justice Vivian Bose, in that famous judgement of beedi
supply company has said, ‘Justice should not only be done, but it
should be seemed to be done’. The same probity which we expect
from all sections of the society, including the politicians, we require

from the Judges. An ideal Judge is the one who was in Maharashtra,
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Mr. Javadekar you will bear me out, Justice Ram Shastri, who stood

before the Peshwas, did not allow the Peshwas elephant to go further.
He said, “l will not allow that to happen”. This is the type of ideal
Judge which we want. Our judges should be sea-green incorruptible.
The argument that some culprits have gone scot-free should not have
come from a Judge. One cannot say that because hundreds of
murderers have gone scot-free, the murderer who is proved to be
guilty before me should also be let off. It is not the argument of a
Judge. After hearing Justice Sen, after hearing Mr. Yechury, after
hearing Mr. Arun Jaitley, after hearing all the other eminent lawyers
here, who just argued their case without charging fees, | have come to
the conclusion that it is the rarest of the rare case. | support the
Resolution and would not mind that in future also we should be ready
and if more such cases come, we should be able to tackle them.
Thank you.

(Ends)
371 fhelR HAR ArE=i (SNFST) : FUIRT A8, TS $69 Fa | Sl
Motion 31T &, H I support W%Sﬁ?i\[ dl%‘ll f g A 3redl




228

Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
RE 9 39 WX I B §Y b V! HBANT IR Ugd, FoTH AT aTel el

EEINREICANCT
AR, TS AR HRAGY H Sl Foell 7l g3l 8, 98 U &1 dIsl &b

YR HT B3I © 3R T8 2 corruption. I corruption & HUR 31T 9

da H 89 U Ul =4l IR I8 T, Sl U IRl & SR &l I8
Y AT H Yeb I8 do! dISl &l 59 A DI TRAT DI Fa & foly
Y AGPI ! dNE I A fIaR B 59 HeH bl IS &l od 84
JHT BT 1 3R A RIS I, I g1 QAT o1 b Hel 0 Sid d Ueh
JHIe & AR W b RATR I I, a9 | ITD] HMM H PHei-7-Dhel
e o1l

2918/ TR SR

-AKG/VNK-VK/2y/4:05
21 fHeR AR Mgl (FANT): Helgd, HI= T Sl Dl 815 BIc o
30.4.1984 ®I RAraR Fh B o011 99 I Sl 8T8 BIC H 52

USdldhe & W4 H appoint THIAT AT 47 3R 12.03.2003 BT A ST §,

offehT g4l &= 27.02.2003 H Ueh H¥, GA875-2003 BIgcl T3 2T,
98 RYaR & w9 ¥ Tled account 3iR proceeding ST ® T%'IK’ 81‘5"

PHIc ¥ $Ih] HET ATl TP 919 I8 © fPh 03.08.2004 BT, 59 b F ST

q- géb 2}, SI{E B J Uch proceeding H Per o1 b Udh IR RATaR
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appoint AT ST, I9 d& I RAtaR A A1 03.8.2004 T T8t T I8 WR

RETER 9T & 3R SToT 91 Y, Rifh ERT RATER 03.08.2004 D appoint
e T 2ATI A 03.12.2003 H TS & oI A Bl b U AR 5HD 18
Y T8 R 91T 81 g A RffaR 9, a1 3 &9 ®hed & o5 39 Tetel! =g
Edl

HqEIqy, WX U U 3R @i © fd gai q9 do 991 Re 8!
fopaT, 519 Ao fh BT IS 1 5= U491 Rew &R+ & oy 81 BaTl 2006
d pIc 7 Hal fb T UG 99 BIY, a9 SIThY 81+ I97 919y
feparl 34l e arell oe I8 o fdh IR ! H20M 3! Blail, Al Y ST
g Y UBl Bl HOIGRI Dl UAT G109 P Sl 3R §7d facT H Big
GIc 81 AT, a1 2006 H DIC & §RT BB & 915 3ol UdT Fi 919
forarT, SO Ugol 1 Tl fhar? 19 ARER el 3T A S 7, ol
g8 UM ¥ 9 IRA & IR H enquiry HRAT B AR AT F STD
IRA & IR | fIRad w9 | J101 0F AT 81 AR FH10-uH e
& 1S B D! AIb S ST &, olfch A FHST H I8 T8 3M b
S U1 HSTGRI UR @ R o (oY 578 (g1 77 o1, SHh! $761 370
X account H X ToTT 31R §TH1 BRI &R 918 W g1eh! STol B
f=rg<h feparm T ?
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W, T HeA1 I8 © b Soil & appointment &Il SIRCIRSES] %,

B! Slb BRI b [y BF AN DI b Autonomous Judicial
Commission SBT @ STRd &, HRifdh BH TN 43d I8 & 1o 19 courts
& BINSR H IIadld delel B, ol 981 IR WIS -HdIodIe 9gd gofdl ol
I8l 4 ET-SW! 9gd doldl © [ Ig STol SR FoAd B 4R & AT IS
TURT SR &, STV §-1h TS Bl SISl g1 &1l 39 Hee | g ST
g, i NS A UH VA & 9 A, RoTph! 981 & Uoh ST & R &
HIRUT BTS DIc H T Tl foar Taml G 949 o8 e o fb ~™ia-R=
DI FUH BIC BT STl +1Y<h BT 711, S7dh O W1 2, 3Afely I 7Y
foeg dret, ofe &9 994 2 o 74 =iifsen & U U WY o1 9,
ST R H & AT ST & b I Uh Fed STl 2 3iR g8 3712 STl
o, I7b HUR W I IRIT MY &1 S1d I A BIC &b STl b HUR
3TRIY ST 32 &, A1 39 89 RN Bl §HT o =1fey fdh gat #em
fepeit areest B

Hq8Igg, # I8 PHear A b 8 dIc H S system of
appointment of Judges ¥, SUH $8 TG AT S%] g 31T &T$1-
I # IS o & fofQ MTaToT I3 I8! 21 F&T § TR BT A
BT S ol B, ST IR AT IS+ 1T 81 J7TST ARGI-DRIS! <Al SHN
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Ry, HYWE & RITh, TR HMH & RITh Tsdhl IR candle

TR 3TTGTeI R T2 &l 3R B Sl ATl I el ail b TR STl
BT SN B T, d AN BT Hal dxieh | 412 & I1 78] 91T 2,
1 A AT BHD! HIH el BN §H 3o 39 A+ H $9! discussion
& ferg =y 21

(22/DS IR HHT:)

-VNK/DS-RG/22/4.10

31t fhelR HAR ArE= (HATTE): I8 SHIHC A Udh STl & (955
31T B, olfehT I8 SISl 3Thedl SISl 781 &, U g SToisl & Sl hR@H
$9 §U &1 Ul &3 IIQTeN ©, STal TG 31U+ 86 el UTdl 81 IbI
SToTHe I9% [d%g S B8 81 U SfoHed &l Adhd & oy
raTferehT H TR AT Sax] 81 BHR YIS & oliex P8 X
9 fd Autonomous Judicial Commission fdBTHT STRI 81 3R D
SIRY STolSl @IS NI, dl 89 O] $B AT Sl T Hepil, Sl
e wa 9 R 3w TIF | STodic S FdHI JA7 8 U IS
37T &b U1 AhT| BT Dl §Y H 37U qTcl HHIE Bl g

(1)
it A= g (SR ween: 99y weiey, § of darm 398 g1 <
T FETHIRT & URTd BT FHT B & foy W1 gan g1 <|dl olldh



232

Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
FHT H S1F 1993 H GUTH BIC b STol &b RaelTh SHTHT I 1T 2T,

I Al 91 BT H Aefl g1 i RisTel A8 7 3 GT5 T & W9
H I HUY o IRIUT B STaevd ABTs al, oifhd 8IS &l B
U o1, I S B drell Sl BRTST 41 oY, Iqd U HR
dr.dY. |rid AT8d 91 3/ Ta 15 & Uiy e |6 O 6
griigde BT ARyl dfe SMRar & Raern sefiade wre o,
3IfeTT Uh VTS o 99 9o ared o & I8 sefigde 99 7 8l
BRI Ui HiadT & 3HTg H W T, $AlelT 39 ARM & Uel T
fquer § ARBHRY YISl A DI @y SIRY 7281 fhan| <o g gail o |1
&l &1 989 & 918 A9 & HIdR dIc & 99 <1l Reargs T+ 8F
Y o, d Al A9 H 81 S IR 3R g8 Yirg R 37|

§ e o7 fb 757 |91 § I A DI blg AfEHT T8
fror, SifehT 19 8T8 BIc &1 Wfded @ 81 STl 8, al 379+ dfded
BT IR ST Y@ & o7 g8 RaIRyelr Ir5g 991 § SR @1
1feT, TAfTT 3Mrex vy 2 S Sa gahTald & folv I8l @ 8l |
§ 7! ggaTe <al g1 931 Rl g8, offeh fo ave &t S 9
< Tl BT G, IHT AXE UM &1 & 91901 § s it 71 o forfRaa
SIS H [ g ol Bl g8 BIRIART & A1 S DI B 5Tl
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G 99 3 A9 979 Hall Uh dl SThT FHIET & forw I

ST 31T $fedT & 8X TN S B Tl Sl STof Ared = o, S|
I JATAT 3R $9 I1d BT A9 &1 b Al 3 -9 § <, ol
3MYep! fHel ITSae il | el Aidd g1 S Heheil ©l 319 I8 T
U1 JRIY & fdh R &Nl Ueb BA H 96 &, 815 PIc bl Sl Afh STof
&1, 98 39 X8 & hearsay Pl 3a-1 S e & AMA ¥4, oI gfee
BT DIS AR & AN &b U 1 81l H AHIAT § b 59 RS Pl false
evidence URId BT &1 SRR o oIy HIWI &, VAT H MU HRAT
RN

SO 91 S8iF I8 Hel fb 9gd WR Sioll 5 vdr fhar iR
ITh! IH Y I SIRCH 3T a1 7 8IS f3u1l I=TIH ASNIG &
Uh SToT BT BTl fedTl I8IH SATEIEIE 8T8 Plc &b SToll, ol Uifdsc
s % misappropriation H B &, BT WY ga1aT feaT f S9! Bire fean
T Ig W) 920 9 W Bl FdTs I8 & [P SAREIE 8T hic & SToly]
3R ST fERgae SToT 1, I 370+ UG | ANT-UF ¢ f&r| Aielans o
% Raed S ol 396 Raamw f$fgae oI # awiiic giaa
P TR IR e 59T ¥ S TSl Bl STHAT IR Bl 8

(3U/TIUHTY UR thHT:)
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3A/HMS-KS/4.15

it Mg g (@) : I8 [T 8§ 3R I8! AT 9<iTe geaIc &
SISl & IR H 8 1 HIod1031150 I9 HI SIiF HR I8! 81 H FHSIAT § 16
fredt ST51 & Y I& safest course T, AfE I BI S H0OFI03TS0
BN I ST P RIeATh BIg criminal proceedings STRY Bt 1 39 &1
TfAYT™ & impeachment motion & SIRU oIl 81 Adhdl A1 Ife
qTfeTaTHe I & RIS Pig DRI R Ol fhedl IRE & criminal
procedure ¥ I & %G HRIATE! B W YR 99 21 gAY I
98 3N ]Il |ral fb 89 59 difelHe & SIRY &1 37U &l
impeach AT o 3R I TRIb & dad ol fb RUlE § el T & fh
Ig BHSI B A I & 7Tel o, AU BT gHia Bl Aword & 781 o
3R 39 & IR H ®ed o b Ueb HE DT GHA &1, &l HE M DI GHY Tl
IR, ST SToTol SHITINT b foIv §¢ 9, I BT Bhe-l & fb 59 avg o1+
! EUTRR IRGT I8 AT ST b 319 F21 | G971 18l © AR QMY
DI WIHR BT AT8d &l 1Y, I8 W 9! ATiHS GRAT bl T fdh

wishful misbehaviour 1 TRYTYT T &7 H VAT HSIAT § SR Ffderm

foroTyst 39 910 &1 Hed & b A &Y &RV in letter and spirit, 39
D1 HIT 3R IF Pl HINT - ST DI SIISHR YT STl &l afe Afqem 4
T foTeaT 7 © A1 misbehaviour @1 ST HIMT &, S {90 IR STH Bl 89
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I PIRTY BT AMBYI AT, TN &5 § Uph ST Uil Bl
3T ATI I BT THIR shift §3AT 3R Teb Al dh Hol Bl Al BT
I A MY OIg H g FordT1 9 Bl B! & FI0S0310 7 suspend B
[T S 7 BTS PIC | AMADT SIRISA B! Al 8IS DI - Dol fdb A Bl
SIS B 2RI A 9 U D1 1 1 A% H T dh H @1 A1y A7)
9 Y131 Bl SIg § GAT IUda 8, M d H WA © 3R I ATSH
P) TP ST Al BIY & BN Toil TN A8led, Igi df ATl ST
ST 5| 374l 481 Sft 1 Pal [ "aaid B sRIad A" offdhd I8 abid
DI BRI I 781 &, IDbIdl Bl 2fgd F Il DIs B4 6] g7l 59 I8
SISt fgh §U Al S & RIATh ATIDhT SRR g5 [ 98 oI & Wy 4
99 U 1 319 W &b 3eR oY §U & - ST X8 Y 3R U A1
XTI & U G UaS] & 0% Udh 1Y &1 4 misbehaviour & w4 H
IR fopar STy a1 T8 fdar Sy ?

HqBIGY, 31T T ARTSl GUH DIC & A 3Tl FgwI &l
DR o U Alth Bl G BT & AdhdT ATgh [FY<h T
AT I Bl BT DI By T Tai ANl g8 FUH PIc H PHadl T
fh 89 B g™ B! Bls IRy 81 2 HBISY, AT Ig AT fh T
RT5g o Qg Bl &R A YT 1 AT B IR IH b HUR $B
3RIY 11 I B! B SRR Al 781 g3, S9 & B d2g Al Gr
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T8 MY, Al G BIc A Hal fdh 59 9g uR 319 9¢ T, 98 U 99

O FHIET & foTy 1 3AfTT 31 &7 Ug fhedt i dRE & dqg A W BT
MY MY IR ARIT Rig §Y AT 781 §Y, 37 SH I, SHAY 59 U
U Y& & BPER -8l ol HeIed, H Ul A § fb BIRPIC &b SIo
3! URe fed Y 8T § Chief Vigilance Commissioner & &H 81,
I I I AT BReil 2l VAT BTord H misbehaviour d1 T licheh
IRYT B &b I DI TRYTYT Bl g5l BT hlg AdTd Tail 39 DI HIT
TR B9 Pl ST ARV GBI, HIM 59 910 DI IdolTdl © fob SToT &l
TR AT &1 O o) el a)8 & Hag &l gy 7 Rzl Ife
3TfAra<hT & Y H I AT < UAT fohdT1 o1 37T b1 TS B! fgfh & §
HHSIT § Teld &
HBIey, MY qR-IR T$! 9@ X8 ol oI 9gd A1 a1 dhal o,
U 91 T8l AT ORI gt @ iR ¥ 9gd 1R el T ARy,
el &g Iul I § BEDIC/GUH BIC & SToHCH Bl Ugdl gl o
®s a8 A GUH B T judicial verdict 9gd B HH QU a8l
administrative verdict agd ¥ f&T &1 314} oI f&1 U8l S84 Pel fdh
GG 9T B, 99E Js! 718l g1 a1 89 S 918d & b |faem &
I |qaTed g, Al U DIc 9 9 W qared 872
(3 d1/TEl IR HHIO
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it Mes Rig Barma) - P DI, B BIC IR d9g 37 a9l
SAEHUT T GUTH BIS 7 Bl 1964 H TF DI 2| Sg IR U2 BT Uh
HHAT AT - rIuTferd! 99 fIefyer, O S S'iH S &
SI&HOT X b1 YIRS Tl § QA1 wesiely g o {377 g AL 3R
B3 IU H RBGRM DI ISR IF e X1 HT FRAR Ioeia
B VB & MR 39 W9y H GRY gRurrg < S ¥E € b JReRras
HILS T TAT HAG AR HRYIABT SHD 98 41 & AaTs I8 & [h
IR T HAG &5l B FHI AR Afdem= et 5 ge forar &
f6 "84, 4R & AN,  ........ YR & HAGH bl 3 HUR
AT bRl &1 " R & AN Adied €, 399 BIg 41 IR & &,
ifheT I AT 5 AT o ol Q ST+ Il I T8 GeR H ®IH A
3d B, BH 9IS & U ¥ delegated power g1 5 Tl & foTT STIT i
YT e | (iR 81 ol 8, AR ferd A I8 99 &l gRAmT 8|
FHTATT Y, b G914 3 &1 TP <1 Sdaw 989 gs oI -
ITYTelehT I HES, 39 TR 3 &1 Bl 989 5| TR 15T FHT H 4
Ul 989 &1, A1 4 99l § 6 S95 oo Arefd qRumH e A
gl SoI vl & WY, § g8 fded erar g fb A 1y 59
impeachment @1 U ®RY, a] ol MSE! & d18 Sl Uh VN IRT
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gIR Wfag™ ¥ g, et gaR dfaems FEiaRtt 7 incorporate T

T, I YRT DI FhTARY theh SINTT| ST IY didd & d1g Y g
ST 99 o 39T db el bl 7, IS 98 SHPBT SR ol
BT, Al S99 URT BT IAIE F HpTatdy e foaT T, S9! B
SToRd T8l 81 IS I8 URT 2, 1 SABT UhIY IR SHIATT HYdh SHD
g AT AMeY fb 4R Bl A9e, rgUIferh] & ICRIR Dl WA
BHRA &b oY Bicdg 7, uliag 21 551 eal & Af H 9 AT &I

AT BT

()
SHRI D. RAJA (TAMIL NADU): Sir, | rise to support the Motion moved
by my comrade, Shri Sitaram Yechury. Sir, it is a historic defining
moment in the life of our Parliament. We do not come across
impeachment motions to remove a judge quite often. The first
impeachment motion was taken up in the Ninth Lok Sabha. The then
Speaker, Shri Rabi Ray, admitted that impeachment motion against
Justice Ramaswamy. How that impeachment motion fell through, my
hon. colleague just now explained and | do not want to go into the
details. This is the second impeachment motion. Both the motions are

to impeach a sitting judge on the grounds of corruption.
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Sir, right since the days of our struggle for Independence, the

national leadership of the country has been stressing on the need for a
judicial system based on probity and integrity. Sir, | would like to
quote Mahatma Gandhi, the Father of the Nation, who led the non-
cooperation movement, who asked people to violate laws even at that
point of time. Mahatma Gandhi, in the year 1929 had said on the judge
indictment, “Justice is practically unobtainable in the so-called course
of justice in India.” Then, Mahatma Gandhi goes on to stress on it in
the year 1931. On 6" August, 1931, Mahatma Gandhi wrote, “What we
must aim at is an incorruptible, impartial and able judiciary right from
the bottom.”

(Contd. by 3c/tdb)

TDB/3C/4.25

SHRI D. RAJA (CONTD.): These are the words of Mahatma Gandhi.
Now, we are discussing how to impeach, how to remove a judge.
Yesterday, we heard Justice Sen. With due respect for his eloquence,
| must point out the Justice himself admitted that he had mishandled

the funds. He used the words, “mishandling of the funds.
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Inexperience of that person at that particular point of time, and money

has no colour”. These are the words he used while defending his
case. He went on to point out, “Mr. K.G. Balakrishnan, the then Chief
Justice acted as accuser, prosecutor and judge. If K.G. Balakrishnan
can be let off, why not |?” That is how he posed the issue. Sir, money
has no colour. Does he think corruption has some colour? Does he
think corruption has some bias, some caste basis or religious basis?
What does he mean? So, yesterday, the entire defence of Justice Sen
was not convincing at all. In fact, it has thoroughly exposed him.

Sir, the Inquiry Committee appointed by you identified two
charges. Charge number one, misappropriation. Charge number two,
making false statements. They said, “Duly proved as set out in Part IV
of the Report.” It is duly proved as set out in Part IV of this Report. |
do not know how my colleague, Shri Satish Chandra Misra could not
see through these findings of the Inquiry Committee. The Inquiry
Committee consisted of Justice Sudershan Reddy, Justice Mukul
Mudgal and Shri Fali S. Nariman, very eminent lawyer and we all adore

him for his commitment and integrity. Sir, this is the problem.
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Sir, | am not a lawyer like Shri Arun Jaitley or Shri Sudarsana

Natchiappan or some others, but as a political activist, how | look at
the issue. The judge, when he was an advocate or when he was a
judge, he had misbehaved, misconducted himself, and it has been
proved. There are evidences and he must frankly admit it. Instead of
that, he is questioning the sovereignty of Parliament also by saying,
“How Parliament can discuss a sub judice matter?” Sir, here, | must
say what Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru once said, “ No Supreme Court or
Judiciary can stand in judgement over the sovereign will of Parliament
representing the will of entire community.” This is what Pandit
Jawaharlal Nehru had said, Sir. So, | think, it is a clear case, and
there is no need to further examining various facts; there is no need to
further analyse various facts, evidences and this Parliament, this Rajya
Sabha can come to a unanimous understanding to impeach Justice
Sen and remove him. That will go a long way in the history; that will go
a long way in the life of our Parliament. This Parliament is not a talking
shop. This Parliament means commitment; this Parliament means

sincere, dedicated work for the country in upholding the Constitution.
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Sir, here, | would like to come to the other larger issue. The

larger issue is, Shri Arun Jaitley has also spoken on this -- the powers
of the Executive, the Legislature and the Judiciary. How this will have
to be seen? Sir, here, we understand there should be a balance. But
the point here is, we do not have a National Judicial Commission. We
have been asking the Government to come forward to set up a
National Judicial Commission. Why do we demand a National Judicial
Commission? Accountability and transparency should become the
hallmarks of the process of appointment of judges to the High Courts
and the Supreme Court.

(Contd. by 3d-kls)

KLS/3D-4.30

SHRI D. RAJA (CONTD): This can be achieved only by providing for
an independent authority which is accountable to the Parliament
exercising the power of selection to appoint Judges to these courts.
Whether the Government, at least, now is prepared to set up a
Judicial Commission and when the whole nation is agitated on the
issue of corruption, | do not think the Government can delay on this

issue further. Sir, if we have to draw lessons from some other
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countries | can refer to the Constitution of South Africa, how South

Africa has evolved a mechanism to appoint Judges, even to remove
Judges. | suggest to the Government, at least, you must be aware of
the Constitution of South Africa which has a fair workable mechanism
of appointing Judges, removing Judges. We can try such a
mechanism. The point here is that we need at this point of time a
Judicial Commission.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude.

SHRI D. RAJA: Sir, | am concluding. ...(Interruptions).. Sir, all
Judges are not like Justice Kapadia. It is Justice Kapadia who said
'integrity is the only asset which | have got. Integrity is my asset.’ |
quote Justice Kapadia. All Justices cannot be Kapadias and are not
Kapadias. That is why when the issue was discussed in the
Constituent Assembly and later also, | quote what Sardar Patel had
said. Sardar Patel...

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude. ...(Interruptions)..

SHRI D. RAJA: Sir, | am concluding. ...(Interruptions).. | will
conclude by only quoting Sardar Patel and Dr. Ambedkar.

...(Interruptions).. Sardar Patel in his letter on 8th December, 1947
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addressed to the Governor-General of India regarding dealing with the

procedure for filling up vacancies in High Courts to the following
effect: "Purity of motive is not the monopoly of the Chief Justice nor
nepotism or jobbery devices of politicians.” Sardar Patel wrote this in
1947, Sir.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Raja.

SHRI D. RAJA: Then | quote Dr. Ambedkar. He also in the same way
talked about, 'who are our Chief Justices: Chief Justice is a man with
all the feelings, all the sentiments and all the prejudices which we as
common people have.' They are not super human beings. They come
from the same society. Sir, that is why Thomas Jefferson once
quoted, ' our judges are as honest as other men and not more so.'
MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you very much.

SHRI D. RAJA: That is why we need a Judicial Commission.
...(Interruptions).. | am finishing, Sir. ...(Interruptions).. You have
rightly asked because it was Karl Marx who said that every one should
be equal and people should have their basic needs and no question of
exploitation and no question of discrimination, no question of..

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you, Mr. Raja.
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SHRI D. RAJA: This is what Karl Marx said, Sir. On the basis of this, |

strongly support the motion moved by Shri Sitaram Yechury and this
impeachment motion should be accepted by the entire House
unanimously and we should see that Justice Sen is removed. That is
my request. Thank you.

(Ends)
SHRI PAUL MANOJ PANDIAN (TAMIL NADU): Mr. Chairman, Sir, |
thank you for giving me this opportunity to speak on this historic
motion. Sir, since | have been allotted only four minutes, | would like
to submit to you only four points. The first point is with regard to the
admissibility of this motion which was questioned. Whether this
motion can be taken up by this august House was the first query of
Mr. Sen. Mr. Chairman, Sir, | would only invite your attention to rule
238 of our Rules of Procedure where it is mentioned about the
Members' rights that while speaking a Member shall not refer to any
matter of fact on which judicial decision is pending. Admittedly, there
is no judicial decision pending with regard to the impeachment of
justice Sen.

(Followed by 3E/KLS)
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KLS/3E-4.35

(MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN IN THE CHAIR)

SHRI PAUL MANOJ PANDIAN (CONTD): Further they referred to the
charge against another member. And finally clause 5 - due to paucity
of time- 'reflect upon the conduct of persons in high authority, unless
the discussion is based on a substantive motion drawn in proper
terms." Sir, explanation is also given, the words 'persons in high
authority' mean persons whose conduct, in the opinion of the
Chairman can only be discussed on a substantive motion drawn in
proper terms under the Constitution or such other persons whose
conduct in the opinion of the Chairman should be discussed on a
substantive motion drawn in terms to be approved by him." This is a
substantive motion admitted by the Chairman and in terms of article
124 and 217 and in terms of the Judges Inquiry Act, 1968. Therefore,
Sir, this august House is supreme to discuss a motion against Justice
Sen irrespective of any judgment of any Division Bench or any court.
That is my first submission, Sir.

My second submission, Sir, is that Mr. Sen was referring to the

judgment of the Division Bench stating that he had been exonerated of
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the charges. Sir, | would only refer that the In-House Committee went

into the allegations against Justice Sen. The Inquiry Committee which
went into the allegations against Mr. Sen had examined five
witnesses, had examined documents, had conducted a thorough
inquiry and had conducted a trial. Mr. Sen did not offer to give any
explanation before the Committees. Sir, it is the contention of Mr.
Justice Sen that the principles that apply to an election petition must
apply to his case. Sir, | would submit that the principle in the election
petition with regard to corrupt practices when the initial evidence is
established, a prima facie case is established by the petitioner,
thereafter, the burden shifts on the other party who has to rebut the
evidence. In the absence of rebuttal of evidence adverse inference has
to be drawn. In this case since the guilt of Justice Sen during the
inquiry, by adequate evidence, was established, it was Justice Sen
who had to go personally, offer an explanation to get exonerated
before the Committee which he has not done. Therefore, Sir, it cannot
be a case that the Division Bench judgment will help him, support him.
Even otherwise the Division Bench has not gone into the same facts,

the same evidence and the same witnesses, and, therefore, there
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cannot be protection for Justice Sen. Sir, if the same facts, if the

same evidence and the same documents are scrutinized and full trial is
conducted by the Division Bench, then there can be a case stating
that it was considered by the Division Bench.

My third point is, even in ordinary cases where Government
servants are acquitted of criminal charges, courts have upheld judicial
principles that the departmental proceedings will continue. Sir, on the
same principles the misconduct has been established and now we are
initiating action under the Judges Inquiry Act by virtue of article 124,
clause 5, wherein the Parliament is empowered to make a law to make
an inquiry with regard to the conduct of a judge. This is in pursuance
of an Act of Parliament, pursuant to a Constitutional provision, Sir.
Therefore, the action, despite the Division Bench Judgment, can be
maintained against Justice Sen in accordance with this principle.

My  fourth point would be that he has stated
that...(Interruptions).. He has stated that the order of the Division
Bench had exonerated him and therefore, that must be taken into
account. Sir, the only ground on which the Division Bench went into

this whole issue was ground No.8 which was referred to by the mother



249
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
of Justice Sen. It had not gone into any other issue, Mr. Deputy

Chairman, Sir.

(Followed by 3F/USY)
-KLS-USY/3F/4.40
SHRI PAUL MANOJ PANDIAN (CONTD.): Finally, Can a non-judicial
body can decide this issue, which is settled by a Division Bench? Sir,
the Parliament is supreme. The Constitution provides for the removal
of a judge. The Constitution provides for the enactment of a law by
way of Judges Inquiry Act. The entire proceedings have been gone
into and endorsed by the In-House Committee, thereafter endorsed
by the Judicial Inquiry Committee and all the facts have been clearly
established by the Leader of the Opposition. Therefore, keeping in
view the above legal propositions, | support the Motion moved by Mr.
Yechury. |request that the Motion be passed unanimously.
(Ends)
SHRI H.K. DUA (NOMINATED): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, | rise to
support the Motion moved by Shri Sitaram Yechury, and very ably
and clinically supported by Shri Arun Jaitley, Dr. Natchiappan and

other legal luminaries. The House, for two days, has witnessed a
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unique debate where | find there is a cross-section of opponent views

converging on one issue. This kind of consensus, which if available
on many other issues of national concern, will be helpful. Sir,
yesterday, it was a said time, however, for the House to see a Judge
standing in the dock before the House for doing what he should not
have done. None of us here is drawing any pleasure to get an
opportunity to punish a Judge for straying from the righteous path. |
wish Justice Sen, now a respondent before the House, almost an
accused, had resigned from his job as soon as it came to be known
established that he had indulged himself with public money for private
gains. The Chief Justice of India had, after due deliberations with his
colleagues, advised him that he, in his own interest, better send in
papers and say good bye to the Bench. But Justice Sen, for reasons
known to him, would not listen to a reasonable advice even from the
Chief Justice of India. If he had resigned, he would have saved this
House the pain of impeaching a Judge. If this House decides to
impeach Justice Sen, as it should, this will be the first of its kind for
the Rajya Sabha. And, none of us, sitting here, is really enjoying the

authority to remove a Judge given to Parliament under the
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Constitution. All of us this there should have been no need to use this

authority, but we have to do it. None of us, sitting here, is keen to go
through the experience that will set historic precedent for the future. |
hope another opportunity of this kind does not arise. But the way the
institutions are declining, although | am not very sure, the process for
removal of a Judge itself by impeachment is, indeed, painful for the
House. It is always unpleasant. But, we have to carry this out. It is
our duty to do so to save the Judiciary from someone who has
frittered away his right to sit on the august Bench of the Calcutta High
Court.  Justice Sen, yesterday, told us that he had committed no
fault while being on the Bench and that the charges against him
pertain to the period before he was appointed a Judge. Sir, the real
question is that of the integrity of a Judge. And, integrity has no cut
off date. A judge is supposed to have integrity even to qualify for
being appointed a Judge. Integrity cannot be acquired only when the
oath of office is taken and the Judge sits on the Bench. That is the
real question. And, Justice Sen has given no evidence that integrity
has not been compromised by him before he was appointed.

(Contd. by 3g — VP)
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-USY /VP/4.45/3G

SHRI H.K. DUA (CONTD.): | will come to that point later on. Why
was care not exercised by the collegium which selected him as a
judge? This point was taken up by many Members, led by Shri Arun
Jaitley and by Mr. Nachiappan also. Sir, the case for the removal
of Justice Sen is absolutely sound and valid for impeachment. There
were allegations which tended to suggest that Justice Sen had kept
public money with himself and used it for private gain. He was
advised by his friends at the Bar and the Bench that he better resign
as a judge. Mr. Sen, would not listen.  Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
maybe, he thought that his conscience was clear. But, Sir, we all
know, how flexible conscience has become these days. The
elasticity of conscience of many leads to greed and most often to
untruth and kind of complications which this House is sorting out
today.

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, despite the advice, he continued to
serve on the Bench.  He must have thought he could get away with
it. That could be the reason. Otherwise, | don’t see why any sensible

person in that position would not take that advice. He would have
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known what later consequences could be. He was denied work, but,

even  then he would not take the message that he was needed no
longer.

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, this House has taken up the issue
after much thought and a great deal of care. We, in this House,
don’t want to interfere with the independence of the Judiciary. And
the last man who would suggest any interference with anything that
falls in the Judicial domain was the Chief Justice of India who wrote to
the Prime Minister in the year 2008 seeking his intervention in
initiating impeachment proceedings against Mr. Sen, a sitting judge of
the Kolkata High Court. The CJl gave detailed information about
Justice Sen’s misdoing or misconduct or the word, ‘misbehaviour’
that is being used during the debate and otherwise when he was
appointed Receiver in the case called the Steel Authority of India
versus the Shipping Corporation of India way back in 1993. The CJI
also appointed an in-House committee of judges to inquire into the
allegations and came to the conclusion that Justice Sen is not the
kind of a judge  who should adorn the Bench. Hence, the CJl ‘s

letter to the Prime Minister seeking Justice Sen’s removal under article
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124 (4) of the Constitution. The matter later fell in the lap of the

Chairman of the Council of the States, which has assembled here
today to decide Justice Sen’s fate. Our Chairman is known for
following the letter and spirit of law. He appointed a Committee
comprising of Justice B. Sudershan Reddy of the Supreme Court,
Justice Mudgal, Chief Justice of Punjab and Haryana High Court and
Mr. Fali Nariman. They are all men of great integrity and calibre. Mr.
Nariman, incidentally, sat on these benches where some of us are
sitting. The Committee has spent considerable time and effort and
came to well thought out two conclusions, which | have no reason,
the House will differ ~ with. One, that Mr. Sen is duly proved guilty of
misappropriation of large sums of money which he received as a
Receiver appointed by the High Court of Kolkata. Two, that Justice
Sen is duly proved quilty of making false statements by
misrepresenting facts with regard to misappropriation of money
before the Kolkata High Court. | won’t go into the details or the
background in which  they have come to these conclusions. Legal

luminaries in the House have already gone into that. So, | would not
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like to take more of the time. But, no one is supposed to speak

nothing but the truth to the court. (Continued by PB/SH)

-VP/PB/3h/4.50

SHRI H.K. DUA (CONTD.): Justice Sen did not choose the simple
course either. | wouldn’t go into the details of the Committee’s
Report. Other Members have already gone into it. The Committee
was meticulous in its approach. It also gave enough opportunities to
Justice Sen but he thought it below his dignity to personally explain to
the Committee as to why he did what he should not have done.

Sir, this House needs only to go by the Report of Justice
Sudershan Reddy, Justice Mudgal and Mr. Fali Nariman. There is no
need for further investigation or cross examination of Justice Sen. Sir,
yesterday, he had about 100 minutes of opportunity to present his
case with which | was not fully convinced.

| would commend to the House the Motion before it that an
Address be sent to President that Justice Sen be removed.

Having said this, | would like to just draw the attention of the

House to one disturbing aspect of the case, and, Sir, this is very
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important. Though others have touched on this issue, but this is very

important. This House will have to take up again this question after
disposing this Motion of Impeachment. How did Justice Sen get
elevated to the Bench of Calcutta High Court while he, as a receiver,
had the temerity to misappropriate large sums of money and tell
untruth to the court? His selection as a Judge of the High Court
shows that a drastic review of the present system of selection of
Judges by the collegium has become urgent. | hope this House will
have an early opportunity to discuss the entire system of appointment
of Judges to the higher Judiciary. The present system is totally
unsatisfactory and unacceptable to the people. Sir, on the way the
Judges are appointed in the collegium, if you talk privately to the
people who practise law or people who have been Judges,
horrendous stories of selection process come. Collegium consists of
a few people which are said to be the senior most Judges of the
Supreme Court. We often hear that if there are 7 posts, they will divide
two each and possibly Chief Justice will get one extra. | am told that
influences are brought to prevail upon them, bargaining takes place

and much else. There have been allegations of favouritism also. One
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hears all that. | won’t go more on that except to say, do we know or

anybody in the country knows what are the criteria of selection of
Judges. The Delhi High Court came with a Judgment laying down
criteria for nursery school admissions. That was some years ago.
Delhi University has the criteria where you require 100 per cent marks
for getting admission in some colleges. Do our Judges ever get 100
per cent mark for selection to the Supreme Court? | would like to ask
it. Have their criteria been spelt out like the criteria for nursery school
children in Delhi?

Sir, the people have the right to know what makes a good
Judge. Often in the districts, in the State Capital where the High
Courts are located, the people are disappointed with the state of the
Judiciary at this time. They are also disappointed with Parliament;
they are also disappointed with the Executive, but Kachahriis the last
hope of the people. If that suffers the loss of faith, if the people stop
disbelieving the Kachahri, then, | am sure, the country suffers a lot.

With that | end my speech with a plea that this Motion should be
passed.

(Ends)
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DR. BHARATKUMAR RAUT (MAHARASHTRA): Thank you, Sir, for

having given me this opportunity.

Today, Sir, is a historic day in the history of this House. It is
because when this House is voting for impeaching a sitting Judge of
the High Court, for the first time, outside this House and in the nation,
the people have awakened to the struggle to eradicate corruption from
public life. So, this is definitely a historic day.

(Contd. by 3j/SKC)

3j/4.55/skc

DR. BHARATKUMAR RAUT (contd.): Sir, | am morally bound to
support the Impeachment Motion because | am one of those 58
signatories who have demanded the impeachment. Therefore, | will
be supporting it. However, since | am not a legal luminary, | have not
studied or practised law, | am a bit ignorant. | only fear that often in
the legal and intellectual battles between, the first casualty is of the
truth. So, | am a bit skeptical.

Yesterday, let me confess, | was a bit confused after hearing the
emotional speech by Justice Sen and | was wondering whether we

were living up to our responsibility of being the custodians of the faith



259
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
of this nation or whether we were just making an innocent man a

scapegoat. But, after hearing the speeches of the hon. Leader of
Opposition and later speakers, | am convinced that Justice Sen seems
to be guilty and needs to be impeached. So, | support the motion.

However, | would like to bring it to your notice, Sir, that some
questions still remain unanswered and | would request, rather | would
pray, for those who speak later, particularly, Shri Sitaram Yechuryiji, to
reply to these queries.

Sir, Justice Sen said that he was exonerated by the Division
Bench. | do not know how it was. But the Division Bench has
exonerated him. Is the CJlI empowered to question the validity of the
Division Bench of a High Court when there was no appeal pending
before the Supreme Court? Can he take action suo motu and
question the verdict given by a Division Bench? | would like to know
that.

Then, a point which has also been touched upon by some hon.
Members, is that Justice Sen — | am taking it with a pinch of salt but
still I am mentioning it — claimed that the then CJI had called him to

his residence and in the presence of two other Judges offered him



260
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
VRS and a good posting. Is that true? Sir, it is the responsibility of

this House now to either prove the guilt of Justice Sen, or, if there is
some iota of truth in what he has said, to find out whether the CJl is
empowered, morally or legally, to offer VRS to a person who, in CJI’s
opinion was guilty of corruption. Can you offer the Judge a lucrative
position in an informal chat? We need to know; the nation needs to
know and somebody has to give the answers. Otherwise, we should
institute a probe into this aspect. But | don’t know by which method
we can do it.

Sir, it means a corrupt Judge can be rehabilitated if he resigns
from his position. Is that the law? | would like to know if any law
permits that.

The third thing, Sir, is about what Justice Sen talked about the
wrong account. He explained in detail about how he was being
hanged because of a wrong account and the hon. Leader of
Opposition has torn into his arguments. Now, the question is, if there
was a wrong account, it amounts to a bogus account, a fake account,
a benami account. Do our banks allow the operation of such benami

accounts? If a bank account is to be opened by a man like me, | need
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my photograph, my ration card and then only | can open an account.

How can one Soumitra Sen with a different father’s name open an
account and operate? Has any committee checked with the bank
officers as to how they open such an account? If this fraud could be
unearthed, there could be thousands and lakhs of such benami
accounts which are being operated all over the country. What are we
going to do about it?

Fourthly, Justice Sen said that he had made payments to the
worker. | go by his word that he has made payments to the workers.
Is it not our responsibility to ensure and to bring the truth to the fore
that he had not made that payment to the workers? If he had made
payments to the workers, there must be cheques, there must be
receipts. Have you traced those people to whom he claims to have
made the payments?

(Contd. by 3k/hk)

HK-DS/3k/5.00
DR. BHARATKUMAR RAUT (CONTD.): How can we say that he has
not made the payment, or, how can we believe that he has made the

payment? There is a nexus which has to be proved. We cannot leave
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these loose ends left when we pass the impeachment. The last point

which | would like to bring to your notice is that, as Mr. H.K. Duajiand
others have also mentioned, he was a practising advocate when this
crime was committed. After that, he is made a judge. Judge-making
is a process which goes on for some months. When | was a working
journalist, at that time | was made a special executive magistrate by
the Government. The job of a special executive magistrate is to sign
true copies of secondary school certificates and birth certificates.
Even then Police came to my house to verify my validity, my address
and my UxT IRAI You appoint a person as a judge who is guilty of
fraud, who is guilty of corruption and who is taking away workers'
money. If you appoint him as a judge, it is a grave injustice to the
people of India because a sitting High Court Judge plays with my life
and death. He has the power to hang me; he has the power to send
me to life imprisonment. If a guilty man, sitting as a judge, exercises
this power, where do | go? As a common citizen, | don't have the
right to come to you and impeach the judge. How do | do? Sir, this
entire process of appointment of judges through collegium, | think,

needs to have a relook. Tl Dl HIHI, foped) T T a7 fhed) &1 9eT
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they should not become judges. A judge should be made strictly on

merit. Corruption in the process of judge making is rampant.
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please conclude. ...(Interruptions)..
DR. BHARATKUMAR RAUT: Sir, | am supporting the Motion with
reservation that unless we come to the final conclusion and bring the
entire truth to the nation, we cannot hang only one person. By
hanging one person, we cannot cleanse the system. To cleanse the
system, sending one person out is not enough. This process, if it has
started now, should go to its logical end. Thank you.

(Ends)
SHRI KUMAR DEEPAK DAS (ASSAM): Sir, | am here to support the
Motion moved by hon. Member, Shri Sitaram Yechury. In fact, | am
one of the Members who signed this Motion for the impeachment of
Justice Soumitra Sen for his involvement in financial misappropriation
before he was appointed as judge. We want a fearless, independent
and non-controversial judiciary. It should be incorruptible and
impartial. Sir, fair image of the judiciary is a must. Sir, we have taken
this step as essential in the interest of the republic to strengthen the

judiciary as well as to stop the corruption in the higher places. Sir, a
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member of the higher judiciary can be removed from his service only

through the process of impeachment under Article 124(4) on the
ground of proven misbehaviour. A three-members Committee was
constituted by the hon. Chairman to look into the complaint and
determine whether it is a case fit for initiating the process of
impeachment. The Inquiry Committee after examining all the pros and
cons came to conclusion that Justice Soumitra Sen is guilty of
misbehaviour under Article 124(4) read with proviso (b) of Article
217(1) of the Constitution of India.

(Contd. by 3I/KSK)

KSK/HMS/5.05/3L

SHRI KUMAR DEEPAK DAS (CONTD): Sir, before this impeachment
motion, we have the example of impeachment of Justice V.
Ramaswamy who faced impeachment in 1991 in the Lok Sabha. That
attempt failed due to the absence of a political consensus. We must
agree that dismissal of a Judge is too serious an issue to be

determined by political consideration. Again, we must have to
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examine whether the Parliament can discuss the correctness of any

judicial order, and if the Parliament sits on judgment, would it create a
constitutional crisis?  Sir, as there is no other way to punish errant
Judges, the present Government is bringing a new law to punish
errant Judges. We are eagerly waiting for such steps in this direction.
But, the big question has been raised by some hon. Members that
how Justice Soumitra Sen was selected a Judge. Yesterday, Justice
Sen, in his defence, spoke for long.  Sir, there is an urgent need of
more transparent procedure on what should be the provisions for
selecting a Judge. Sir, | would cite an example. In Guwahati High
Court, in the years of 90s when | joined as a young lawyer, | found that
one Judge, *.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don'’t take the names.

SHRI KUMAR DEEPAK DAS: He was appointed as a Judge and he
had to go for oath-taking ceremony. But, in the meantime, the Bar

Association of Guwahati High Court came to know that this person,

* Not recorded.
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who was selected as the Justice of Guwahati High Court, did not have

the qualification that was required to become a Judge. In the High
Court, one of our senior colleagues filed a quo warranto petition. At
that time, Justice Sangma had passed an order and stayed the matter
and that was appealed in the Supreme Court. That was held right.
But, | want to say that the transparency in the procedure of selection
of Judges has to be further examined. We have to look into the
provisions for selecting a Judge. | just want to give an example of an
hon. High Court Judge who has recently given an opinion that 25 per
cent of the superior Judges are corrupt. This is horrible. So, we need
a transparent procedure and a Judicial Commission on this so that all
these factors can be examined and appropriate action can be taken.
With these few words, | again support this motion of impeachment
and | thank you for giving me time to give my observations.

(Ends)
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T 28 HE1 B & SRR MY |rad € & 3ST &t Judiciary 50 AT
Ugel dTell Judiciary &, I 98 Il BT

(3 TH/TAET IX HhHI©

NB/GSP/3M/5.10

A} TSI T (RER) : Fife SR &9 et pIc 90 &, 918X &
BIC H I &, Al 999 Ygel I8 |rad © (b DI A1 AGH! 9garT drell
gl 89 I8 78l Y8 © (b B9 ST g, dich I8 Jod o &b DI Al
JhIel TS aTell & 3R I! Bl 89 ofd &l I8 ToId 91 & feh &9 AN
SIS Bl 8] SWd ©, dich gdbld Bl G@d & (b g8 [ STl &l
favorable 3MEH! & 3R HIF FIT S dTaTl 87 TAR R & &8
ST 8, 96 IR | del a1 & fo I8t fodY particular lawyer @1
Torcll 81 H fhdl SIS1 T 19 81 o1 =Tl §, offd I8 Tl g,
Fifh TR IHP graT |l SIS &, I 98 X lineage ¥ AT B &T<T,
ST, TIdT, RN, 1R - 39 G4 1 STof 919 &1 B 81T 81 I8 99
Y TAM? SAY 8 IR H 8H AR HRAT AMMBYI 3GH! DT Sl
R B4 BIAT & AR ST HH BIAT T, 98 AIY DI a8 SHD AT FeAd]
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g1 SOfoIv SToil &l it Y aR8 9 doubtful 81 8191 T1feUl § I8

BT AT § fb - virtues are solemn to life but vices are the way of

life. &H ANT I8 HE SR o, il Bl el

STFUTIFT ST, TSI BT BT BI4T TR 3R BT 81, 1T 3D
IR H SR IR BRY| AT Fig I8 2 b 5T AN [depel SR AT
g, olld Ul f[dope 81 81 IBT By Al 7 B8l & b 2003 H ST SIS
98Td U - A 9189, S U 1984 # B #Ha &1 8l 47 T, 98 9
defalcation Tl YT 2T, &T AU 3ADBI SW@T e, I SHD] AEGH
TEl fHa1? 919 Y GARI BT appointment BIAT 8, dl I &I
verification I & &b I8 AR o1 181 &, dgAM <l 81 8, g&ATe A1 el

8, 39 U 107 BT JebaH] Tl IT 81 Fell, $F IR 307 BT bhaH] el

AT Tl TAT? 31 TH STl Dl GBIl BR 32 &, (971D IR H U8l | T
&4 pending &, S defalcation BT B pending & 3R AT 3 T
T8, I 8T B AT 519 I 98Tt &I 7Y, Al MUY I el fh
3T 1984 H defalcation THaT 3R 39 AT @1 Y| I U1 T aTed!
a1 1 g8l HY 2T 519 9 2003 H SIS appoint §Y, 1 3TY 9 ATSI Bl
I TE] IE?

31t ARG AR : MY fHad AT X2 872
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#ft TSI 991G : § IIR DI address HR V&I §, cifh ASH! FER-

IR W <@ § Hadl § 6 39 JFSRRre HHe g 1 a<h 31
AT B1 9 Yeb FURRIT Dl appointment BIdT 8, AT 39 S ol o,
P! §eXY & oY gard &l sy | dHe1 areal § b 3y
SRR HHIRE T8, SHA 31T SToT MM 3R ITHT e BT
3R 19 SfSRrret HHter T& a-1¢w, ot fhr a8t 81 b fpeep
ST ST 997 8, fTohg T gaT SToT §9h) AT 8, Tl Tt Tl
IUFHTALT ST, 1993 T Ueh 199 AT b 791l Bl FRIRE H <1-
AT &1 9T consent feTdT SITET o1, <ifd T 319 98 <l WA &
T8, collegium ¥ el Tg, 314 consent TRE $B el BIdTI 379 AT I
SE] AT & [ 98 3MeH BIF H WG Bl 27 3R IHHT WG
3ie &, dl IfeTy, SIRT S bio-data MHIAYI I bio-data H R
Ig UdT I © fb 5976 IRIR H U8l HYl Bl ST 8l o1, I I8
eH B 9T ol 99 FhdT g1 H-HY exceptionally BIg JATSHI
ST 991 ST &, fea™ & forq 9911 o <1rar 21 s9fert § we=1 argd
% I B4 59 FI¥CH &1 Ia a1 TS 89 3R RAECH &I 81 gaelil, dl
T AT TN 3R FFSRRIRT H BRI prevail BT IS 3ATY H
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T8 g fob 31151 89 oI 59 g1 0 faaR o e 8HRT SfSRiadt

RrecH St BINT? 781 2al b |1 § JATYh] g=Iars ol gl

(HHT)

(Followed by 3N/SK)

SK/3N/5.15

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (RAJASTHAN): Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir,
a patient two days’ wait is justified when today we are on the point of
reversing a somewhat unpleasant precedent that we set up nearly 11
years ago. | can see that the House is in almost full attendance and |
can see that the Motion will be carried by the requisite majority
required by the Constitution. | fully support it. But, Sir, instinctively,
whenever | see a dissenter, | start respecting him. Ultimately, it is
dissent which keeps democracy going, and | found a great dissenter
right here in my neighbourhood. Sir, | admire his bravery; | admire the
use of his legal talent. But | wish he had reserved these for a better
occasion. Sir, if he had cared only to go through the report of these
three Judges, he would have realised that they knew as much law as

we all know. They perhaps knew better. They did not rest content
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with finding this gentleman. | will call him Respondent. | refuse to call

him learned Judge as some people have called him. This Respondent
is not convicted because he misbehaved as a Receiver. Of course,
his misbehaviour started when he was a Receiver. The first
misbehaviour was that he has produced before you this whole
document of an explanation of his conduct. Read this document.
Not at one place does he say that | am a trustee, that | was a trustee
of the funds which came into my possession. Sir, every child knows,
and | don’t wish to take you through authorities, but here is a small
little line from a famous dictionary, Black’s Law Dictionary, which
everybody knows about, “A Receiver is a fiduciary of the court”.
Means, he is a trustee of the court. He is a trustee of the court; he is
a trustee of the parties and he is also a trustee of the property or the
fund entrusted to him. This property came into his hands as a trustee.
But, Sir, he ceased to be a Receiver when he became a Judge. His
Receivership came to an end but the trust which was attached to the
property which was in his hands did not come to an end until the trust
became extinguished and the property got purged of the character of

a trust property. If he has realised that | have now ceased to be a
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Receiver, it was his duty to walk up to the court and say, “l am now

becoming a Judge. Please relieve me of this trust property which has
been in my hands and here is that property. Take charge of it”. Sir,
he did not do this. He thought that when he has become a Judge, all
people surrounding him will turn into sycophants and will forget the
rupees fifty two lakhs which he had pocketed. But, unfortunately for
him, there was a fellow Judge in the High Court itself who did not
become a sycophant and he carried on an investigation into the trust
property which was in his hands. Sir, look at this explanation. At
page 31, he propounds a doctrine and | want you to hear this doctrine.
“It is judicially settled that till such time |, as a Receiver, am not
directed to return the sum lying with me, | cannot on my own return
the same”. In other words, he is telling you to accept the proposition
that even though he ceased to be a Receiver and it was his duty to go
and give an account of the property which he received as a Receiver
to the court which appointed him a Receiver, he is not bound to do
anything of that kind until he is asked to do so.

(Contd. by VK-30)
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VK/30/5.20

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (CONTD): In other words, the trust
property becomes personal property and | can deal with it as | like.
Sir, this receiver lawyer should have known that as a trustee he is
bound by the provisions of the Indian Trust Act. The Indian Trust Act
has an express provision, Section 20, which deals with investments.
A trustee can invest trust property in seven specified investments
which are permitted under that Section and if you invest in any
unauthorized deal, that itself renders you liable for a prosecution for
criminal breach of trust. The law does not permit a trustee because
the law says, ' In these seven ones and no other' -- so clear is the
law -- and yet he went and invested this property in a private financial
business which is not a Government authorized entity in which he
could have put this money. He claims that that entity became
insolvent, went into liquidation, and he thought that everybody would
forget about that money.

Sir, now for Mr. Mishra's bravery. If you had read this Report
and if you had come up to page 22 -- because | don't blame anybody

for losing patience after you read the 22" page -- at page 22, the
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Report starts dealing with his misbehaviour as a judge. | am

reading the last paragraph on page 22. It says, "All that is stated
above took place during the period when Sen, the receiver, was an
advocate. The assessment of the Inquiry Committee is that as an
advocate and as an officer of the High Court of Calcutta, Sen's
conduct was wrongful and not expected of an advocate. But his
conduct in relation to matters concerning the moneys received during
his receivership after he was appointed a judge was deplorable, in no
way befitting a High Court judge'”. From here starts their dealing with
this misbehaviour as a judge of the High Court. | regret to say that if
there was a more vigilant method of appointment of judges, this man
did not deserve to be appointed, but having been appointed, he has
no business to stay as a judge for even one day. And this House will
be committing a hara-kiri of its judicial functions, if you don't rise to
the occasion and see that not only this judge goes, but other judges
who similarly misbehave do not occupy judicial offices for a day
longer.

Sir, there was a reference to his eloquence. Eloguence is,

doubtless, a quality which people should possess. | must tell you
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that | have never heard Shri Mohan Singh speak, but today | was so

impressed while | was hearing your Hindi eloquence, | said, | hope
before | die, | will one day be able to deliver a speech like you. But,
Sir, eloquence has nothing to do with moral sense; eloquence has
nothing to do with the quickened conscience. Eloquence is often the
property of the biggest cheats and charlatans. After all, unless you
know this glib talking art, you will not be able to cheat people and it is
not a matter of surprise that today the glib talkers are at the top of the
world and people who can't speak are not.

This gentleman gave a demonstration of his eloquent deception.
But why did he not appear before those three Judges which were
inquiring into his conduct? Because he is afraid of answering
questions. | wanted to ask questions while he stood there. In three
questions | would have demolished his eloquence and he would have
faltered, he would have fallen down here right in this House and

would not have been able to go back.

(Contd. By 3P)

RG/5.25/3P
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SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (contd.): You can speak as much untruth as

you like so long as there is no risk of interrogation and cross-
examination. That is why, in the court of law, we do not believe a
witness who has not submitted himself to cross-examination.
Examination, in itself, is useless unless it has survived the filter of
cross-examination, and, cross-examination by people who would
know how to cross-examine. Before every judicial authority where he
could be questioned, he did not get up and answer. To those three
Judges, who were holding an inquiry, when they called him, he said,
“I am pleading the Fifth Amendment.” Fifth Amendment is not meant
for crooks like this. Fifth Amendment is meant for illiterate accused
who, by answering questions, might implicate themselves in offences
which they have not committed. That, of course, is the origin of the
rule. Now, Fifth Amendment is a Constitutional right. But that right is
available in a prosecution for a criminal offence. This Judge was not
being prosecuted for a criminal offence. He was being prosecuted for
his ability and for his qualifications of being a judge and continuing to

remain a judge of the High Court. He is not going to be sentenced to
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imprisonment. So, Sir, don’t be impressed by the kind of eloquence.

He becomes eloquent wherever he cannot be questioned.

The next question is that he has paid Rs.52 lakhs. He paid that
amount of Rs.52 lakhs, while that single judge caught hold of him and
asked, “Where is that money which you got as receiver? You have
not given it.” So, he paid that money. Sir, my fellow Members in this
House tell me outside, “The man has paid Rs.52 lakhs. So, why not
let him go?” Please understand what he got by paying those Rs.52
lakhs at that late stage! He should thank his stars for that. But he is
an ungrateful man. He eats and gobbles up the hand which feeds
him. These brother judges, who, unfortunately, continue to practice
some kind of trade unionism to save their brother judges, have saved
him from being prosecuted and punished for a serious offence of
criminal breach of trust, punishable under Section 409 of the Indian
Penal Code, where the maximum punishment is life imprisonment and
imprisonment which may extend to ten years. But, by paying off that
money which he had pocketed, -- though, of course, | am sure, his
poor mother made some contribution to that money — he has earned

his freedom from jail. And, | assure you that if he had been
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prosecuted, he would have been in jail for, at least, five or ten years.

He has earned that freedom by that money. Therefore, please do not
entertain any sympathy for this man, that this man has paid Rs.52
lakhs, and we should let him go. This is not settlement of a civil
dispute. He was guilty of a non-compoundable offence under which
you can pay millions and millions but you cannot compound that
offence. It is only an extenuating circumstance on the question of
punishment. But that extenuation value he has already got out of that
money because he has escaped the whole prosecution under Section
409, and the ignominy which he would have gone through, which his
family would have gone through, as a result of prosecution, and,
ultimately, appealing to the Court to give him a lighter sentence,
because he has paid off. So, | would like to tell my friends that this is
a case in which we are dealing with a judge who ought not to have
been made a judge, if there were better methods of appointment, and
who, fortunately, has been caught as a result of another vigilant
judge. He talks of the Division Bench. If a single Judge had no
jurisdiction to go into matters in which he went into, what was the

Division Bench doing? The Division Bench merely said, “All right, you
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have paid this money.” Therefore, again, out of that true trade

unionism and a little sense of mercy, they said, “We will remove that
remark which the single Judge has made. We will expunge that
remark.” That judgement was a bad judgement, and that judgement
is a judgement which was, certainly, considered by the Chief Justice
to whom a complaint went from the Chief Justice of the Calcutta High
Court.

(Continued by 3Q)

3a0/5.30/ks

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI (contd.): Sir, that Chief Justice of India may
be somewhat controversial, but so far as this Judge is concerned, this
Chief Justice helped him. He gave him an extra hearing. He gave him
a hearing in his house. He listened to him and then he said, ‘| would
give you an extra-Constitutional opportunity to establish your
innocence’, and gave him that in-House Committee of Judges who
sat and listened to this man and said that 'you seem to be a
hypocrite’. You don’t give him any mercy, and it says ‘You face the

consequences of the conduct in which you have indulged.’
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So, Sir, this is not a matter in which the House can take a lenient

view. Let us settle a good precedent today so that Judges who are of
the same mould of mind as this Judge realize that the Parliament of
this country will rise to the occasion and not do things which we have
done in the past. Of course, this is not an occasion to enter into a
debate about the appointment of an extra-judicial commission; we
may do that some other time. But today, | hope that even Mr. Misra
would withdraw his dissent and the decision shall be unanimous.
Thank you.

(Ends)
SHRI RAVI SHANKAR PRASAD (BIHAR): Sir, | am extremely grateful
to you for giving me this limited time. | have to make very few points.

(MR. CHAIRMAN IN THE CHAIR)

What is Justice Soumitra Sen's conduct as a Judge? He
became the Receiver in the 80s; got the sale proceeds in the early
?0s. He became the Judge in December, 2003. The first thing that
was required to do was to submit to the court that '| do not want to be
named the Receiver any further'. He did not do so. For the whole of

2004 and for the whole of 2005, he did not submit any account. When
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the Single Judge issued him a show cause notice, he did not reply.

The notice was given thrice. Most importantly, Sir, when a final order
was passed asking him to pay Rs.33 lakhs with an interest of Rs.55
lakhs, he went and prayed for more time. He made a part-payment.

A question has been asked about the Division Bench. The
Division Bench relies upon his affidavit but in the inquiry conducted by
your committee it has been found that it was a case of
misrepresentation. He said that he had invested in Lynx India Limited
but that was not a fact. He did not invest this received amount of the
Receiver. It is a case of misconduct as a lawyer; it is a case of
continued misconduct and misrepresentation as a Judge.

Therefore, Sir, | request that this impeachment has to succeed.

| have to make only one more point at the end. What is the
authority of a Judge? s it the source of law? Is it the power of
contempt? Or, is it something more? Sir, we have seen Additional
District Judges giving capital punishment and, after their retirements,
moving around in their mohallas, with all the mafiosi whom they had
awarded punishments never dared to challenge them. We have rarely

heard a District Judge or a retired Additional District Judge ever
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getting threatened or any revenge being taken against them by those

criminals who had been given conviction by them. Why is it so? It is
the moral authority of a Judge. This is a great tribute to our Judiciary
and our rule of law that the moral authority of a Judge is the most
important authority and, for that, integrity is very important. If that
integrity is found to be wavering, it is time to take action.

| will conclude, Sir, with what the hon. Leader of the Opposition
has stated. There is a need for a lot of improvement in judicial
appointments. This whole case of appointments by the collegium is a
kind of constitutional appropriation by the judges from the Executive
and the Constitution. This is not permissible. This needs to change,
Sir.

There is one thing more which is very important in the present
context. Yes, judges' activism in probity, in the fight against
corruption is okay, but all over the country we see that judges are
taking away power by appointing committees -- MCD should work
like this; this committee should work like this. Sorry, Me Lords, this is
not your function. May be, the authority is not functioning properly,

but for that you are not the authority. Let the democratic process, the
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rule of the law and parliamentary accountability set right the course.

That is important.
With these words, | fully support the Motion which Mr. Yechury
has moved. Thank you, Sir.

(Ends)

(fd. on 3r/kgg)
Kgg/3r/5.35
SHRI SITARAM YECHURY (WEST BENGAL): Mr. Chairman, Sir, we
are reaching conclusion of a historic debate on the Motions that | had
moved which is on the brink of creating history, not only in the history
of Parliament but, | think, also in the history of our democracy. As |
said at the outset, Sir, | had moved these Motions, not as an
indictment or a reflection of our opinion of the Judiciary as a whole,
but | had moved these Motions in order to strengthen the
independence of the Judiciary, in order to establish the integrity of the
Judiciary which was getting besmirched by the acts of one particular
individual and, while moving these Motions, | had said that we are
doing this with no jubilation or elation, neither vindictiveness nor

vendetta, but we are invoking legitimate Constitutional provisions to
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ensure that the sanctity of our Constitution is maintained and the

supremacy or the centrality of our Constitution, which is the
sovereignty of the people, is established through their elected
representatives, that is the Parliament. In doing so, | think, we have
today, in a sense, also reflected the general mood that is there in the
country. We have seen the waves of protests against corruption at
high places. We have seen the concern and the actual disgust that
many in our country are reflecting in their own ways against this sort of
corruption; and, in the midst of that, the Parliament rising to the
occasion and saying that we will invoke our Constitution, we will
invoke the supremacy of the Parliament in order to ensure that
corruption in high places will be checked and when anything wrong is
brought before us, we will act to correct it. That, | think, is a very
important element today to convey to the country and our people--the
will and resolve of this House in tackling corruption at high places. |
think, this is something the debate has established. That is why, Sir, it
is truly impressed with the richness of the debate and it only further
strengthens my own confidence that when the occasion demands,

this august House has risen to the occasion, and has risen to the
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occasion in a splendid manner with no acrimony or no personal

attributes. We have discussed an issue as serious as this and on the
merits of it; it is a matter also that we have the Leader of the House,
the hon. Prime Minister, sitting through the entire debate; we had the
hon. Leader of the Opposition not only being present but also
contributing richly to the content of this debate which was shared by
all, cutting across the political-lines. | think, the richness of the debate
also naturally transcended the limited purpose of the Motions. It is only
natural, Sir. It naturally transcended the barriers of these Motions in
talking of the separation of powers between the Legislature, the
Executive and the Judiciary. It talked of the issues of separation of
these powers, what should be the role of the Judiciary, how the
appointments should be done and | am very glad that these issues
have been brought into public domain and in the disposal of the
Parliament so that in the coming days we should address them in all
seriousness and, if time permits, | will return to that shortly.

But, Sir, there have been some questions that have been raised.
Notably, my distinguished friend and colleague, Shri Satish Chandra

Misra, who of course told me personally that he apologised for saying
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that he opposed the Motions. | said, “What is the debate if there were

no dissent?” Like Ram had said, | must thank Shri Ram Jethmalani; |
must dare say--Sir, | do not want to use this--but who else will come
to the defense of Sita Ram but Ram? In that sense, he has made my
job much easier by taking up some of these matters. But, Sir, an
important question has been raised by Shri Misra and also by my
distinguished colleagues, Shri Bharat Singh Raut and others, on the
question of the word and the concept of misbehaviour. Now, the
question of what was the role of Shri Soumitra Sen after he became a
judge? That has been answered by Shri Jethmalani and | do not want
to repeat it.

(Contd. By tdb/3s)

TDB/3S/5.40

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY (CONTD.): And, Shri Ravi Shankar Prasad
has answered some of the other issues. | do not want to repeat only
for the sake of time, and also respecting the reminding that Mr.
Ahluwalia has said about the Iftar and the timing of it, | don’t want to
go into all those aspects of it. But there is the word ‘misbehaviour’.

Sir, the Inquiry Committee that you had established actually goes into
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the genealogy of this particular word, which due to paucity of time, |

did not read out at the time of introducing the Motions, but | will read
out now. It is a short passage. It says, | quote, “The word
‘misbehaviour’ in the context of the judges of the High Courts in India
was first introduced in proviso (b) to Section 202 of the Government
of India Act, 1935.” Under the 1935 Act, it was initially the Privy Council
and later the Federal Court of India that had to report to India’s
Governor General when charges were made of misbehaviour against a
judge of a High Court. In the Report of the Federal Court in respect of
charges made against Justice S.P. Sinha, a judge of the High Court of
Allahabad, one of the charges made by the Governor General against
the judge were, “That Justice S.P. Sinha has been guilty of conduct
outside the court, which is unworthy of and unbecoming of the holder
of such a high office,” which was then particularized. Since this
charge was not substantiated against the Judge by evidence, it was
held to have been not established. But the charge as they framed has
tersely but correctly described the scope and ambit of the word
‘misbehaviour’, namely, guilty of such conduct whether inside or

outside the court, i.e., “Unworthy and unbecoming of the holder of
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such a high office.” The same word ‘misbehaviour’ now occurs in the

Constitution of India in article 124(4) when read in context with
proviso (b) to article 217(1). These provisions state that a judge of the
High Court shall not be removed from his office except on the grounds
of proved misbehaviour. The prefix ‘proved’, which my friend had
quoted, only means proved to the satisfaction of the requisite majority
of the appropriate House of the Parliament, if so recommended by the
Inquiry Committee. The words ‘proved misbehaviour’ in article 124
have not been defined. Advisedly so because the phrase ‘proved
misbehaviour’ means such behaviour which, when proved, is not
befitting of a judge of the High Court.”

Sir, the entire discussion we have had in the last two days here
has only proved that there is a misbehaviour on the part of Shri
Soumitra Sen. And since this is now being proved in my opinion and
contention, which we will decide upon through a vote subsequently,
that this has been proved in a House of Parliament on the basis of this
discussion that we have had, after giving all the time required, in fact,
extended the time required for Justice Soumitra Sen to make his

defence, if after that we come to that conclusion, Sir, that is the
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meaning of proved misbehaviour. And that proving we have to do. Are

we convinced about that proving? That is what we have to stand up
to, and that is what we have to do, Sir, and that is the issue that is
there. But with regard to the other thing, Mr. Jethmalani answered it,
about the role of Mr. Soumitra Sen after he became a judge, and, in
fact, he just quoted the introductory paragraph, but if you just go
through the Inquiry Committee Report, Sir, there are, at least, four
major sections and, at least, seven sub-sections where the Inquiry
Committee has established, after becoming a judge, the misbehaviour
of Mr. Soumitra Sen. This is all there on record from pages 22 to 26,
and | do not want to take time reading them out, and it is all there on
record, and as part of the evidence that we have. So, today, it is not a
question of our passing judgement or discussing about Mr. Soumitra
Sen as an advocate and not as a judge. And, also, as | said, when |
was moving the Motion, it is no longer tenable to say that these
charges were made against Mr. Soumitra Sen before he became a
judge, therefore, the Judges Inquiry Act does not apply to him since it
was not when he was a judge. That has also been established under

law, that it is not the question of what is established on the issue of
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misbehaviour that | have just quoted to you; it is not a question of

when you are a judge or when you are not; it is not a question whether
you are doing it in the court or you are doing it outside. But the
question is whether your behaviour will cast aspersions not only on
your character and integrity but the character and integrity of the entire
Judiciary.

(Contd. by 3t-nbr)

-TDB/NBR-VNK&DS/5.45 & 5.50/3T & 3U.

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY (CONTD.): You are liable to be drawn
under this section. Mr. Bharatkumar Raut has also raised the issue of
the Division Bench. Mr. Ravi Shankar Prasad has referred to it. But,
let me just take up this matter on behalf of what the Enquiry
Committee has said. Mr. Jethmalani also answered to that and, of
course, Mr. Arun Jaitley, answered it in the morning. We also
exposed that and | am not repeating that deliberately. When Mr.
Soumitra Sen also made a lot of false and misleading statements here
with -- he claims -- authenticated documents, | would want him to
authenticate and place the same before the House and make them the

property of the House. | will come as to why | am saying this
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subsequently before | conclude this reply. But, | would only request

the hon. Leader of the Opposition to do so.

Sir, this what the Enquiry Committee has said on the Division
Bench. It says, "The observation in the judgment dated 25"
September, 2007, of the Division Bench of the Calcutta High Court to
the effect that there was no misappropriation of Receiver funds by
Justice Soumitra Sen was, after considering the uncontested Affidavit
filed on his behalf by his mother which categorically asserted that the
entire sum received by him from the sale of goods i.e., Rs. 33,22,800
was invested in M/s Lynx India Limited and that the company has
gone into liquidation a couple of years later. This statement, along
with further misleading and false statements, in Ground 13 of the
Memorandum of Appeal that they have appended to this Report were
material misrepresentation made by and on behalf of Justice Soumitra
Sen before the Division Bench of the High Court of Calcutta. The
finding by the Division Bench in its judgment of 25 July, 2007, that
Justice Soumitra Sen was not guilty of any misappropriation was
made on a totally erroneous premise induced by the false

representation made on behalf of Justice Soumitra Sen." Sir, | don't
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think you require a greater clarity than this. Therefore, what was the

misbehaviour or what was misappropriation that was done has to be
understood.

Sir, Mr. Jethmalani has referred to Section 403 of IPC. What
was the deal? Why did he pay back the money back when he was
asked to pay back? It is only to escape imprisonment. Sir, the
questions were raised on the question of misappropriation. Is
diversion a misappropriation? Is using that money temporary for
some purpose constitutes misappropriation? We have heard the
labours of Mr. Soumitra Sen yesterday when he said, 'you tell me one
paisa that is there in my account. Have | made any money at all from
holding this money? So, therefore, there is no misappropriation that |
have committed.’ But, Sir, what is the definition of 'misappropriation’
under Section 403 of IPC? Section 403 of IPC says, 'Whoever
dishonestly misappropriates or... -- please underline --
"...converts to his own use any movable property.....shall be
punishable with imprisonment..." It clearly says if a person 'coverts

to his own use." Then it goes on to clarify in the explanation, "A

dishonest misappropriation for a time only is a misappropriation within
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the meaning of this section.” So, whether it is for a short time or

whether it is for personal use only to be returned even if you are a
fiduciary and a trustee. If money is deposited with me, | cannot
borrow that money even temporarily. Sir, even temporarily | cannot
borrow that money for my personal use and return back that money. |
may be very honest and return back that money. But, the very act of
borrowing that money makes me guilty of misappropriation. That is
the Indian law. Our laws are very clear -- it is both the acts of
omission and commission. You cannot say, | don't have any money
that | have put in my bank accounts and, therefore, | am not guilty.'
But, your acts of omission that have led to such acts of guilt are
actually breach of law. Therefore, on all these counts -- whatever
matters that we have discussed earlier -- he is guilty. In 1984 he was
appointed as Receiver and the matter finally settled in 2006. In 2002,
SAIL asked for the accounts as to what happened to that money. He
does not reply immediately. Yesterday he was telling us in a much
laboured manner. In the whole two hours of his presentation, there
was only one mention about SAIL and that one mention came in the

term of reference to the learned counsel of the SAIL. When the whole
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case of misappropriation centers around the money of dispute

between SAIL and the SCIL, he was made the trustee of it and for that
there is no reference. But, he, of course, asked me to go back to my
workers and find out if they have been paid. | am grateful if that had
happened. Sometimes, justice can be done by these courts also and
by such Judges. If the workers have been paid, it is good. But, that is
not the issue. The issue is, who gave you the right of Rs. 70 lakhs
given to you to pay to the workers to divest Rs. 25 of that and invest in
a private company which was going into liquidation? Is there any
scam involved in this? That needs to be investigated, Sir. You have
divested Rs. 25 lakhs of money that was meant and set aside for
wages and compensation to the workers to be invested in a private
company which goes burst within a couple of years! Was it done with
knowledge that it is going to go into liquidation? What is the feedback
there? That also needs to be investigated today, Sir. So, these are
various issues which have come up. They all have come on record
now. We all came to know how fictitious accounts have been

recorded, how cheques have been issued for the payment of Credit
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Cards. Therefore, keeping this in mind, as | mentioned, the case,

according to me, is a closed case.

Finally, the point | want to make is, the labour behind the entire
argument yesterday was that there was a great conspiracy against
him. What is the conspiracy? You have the Chief Justice of India.
You have noted Judges like Justice A.P. Shaw, Justice A.K. Patnaik
and Justice R.M. Lodha. Have they all conspired against Justice
Soumitra Sen? You have the Chief Justice Justice B.N. Agarwal and
Justice Ashok Bhan. They are all the senior most Judges. Do you
mean to say that they have conspired against Mr. Sen? And, now, do
you mean to say that Justice Sudarshan Reddy, Shri Mukul Mudgal
and Fali Nariman have all conspired against Mr. Sen. We have the
pleasure of serving Mr. Nariman. | mean, he is our colleague here.
We have known him upright here. To question the integrity of such
people and to say that all of them have colluded in a great conspiracy
to prosecute Mr. Soumitra Sen is a great conspiracy theory that has
been woven yesterday and that conspiracy theory needs to be

broken.
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Therefore, Sir, finally, | think, the issues that have been raised

by the hon. Leader of the Opposition echoed by many other hon.
Members here on the larger issues connected with Judiciary,
Executive and the Legislature, this Motion today has to be adopted
and should be used as the trigger for us to continue with these
discussions, so that we, as parties -- CPI (l\/l) has always been
asking and continues to ask even now -- have to ask for
establishment of the National Judicial Commission along with the
Lokpal. We think that both should go together. And, these are the
issues, finally, we have to take up, because our constitutional scheme
of things talks of judicial review, not judicial activism. And, that is
where, Sir, the hon. Judges will interpret the law. But, unfortunately,
the power to make law lies with Parliament and that is the supremacy.
And, it is that supremacy we should uphold.

Finally, Sir, let me quote what Pandi Jawaharlal Nehru has said
during the Constituent Assembly debates. He said, 'No Supreme
Court and no judiciary can stand in judgment over the sovereign will of
the Parliament representing the will of the entire community. If we go

wrong here and there, it..." -- the Judiciary -- "...can point it out.



297
Uncorrected/Not for Publication — 18.08.2011
But, in the ultimate analysis, where the future of the community is

concerned, no judiciary can come in the way. Ultimately, the fact
remains that the Legislature must be supreme and must not be
interfered with by the court of law in measures of social reform.”" So,
this is something which we will have to uphold.

| thank all those who participated, and, through you, urge that
the Motions that | have moved yesterday be accepted.

(CONTD. BY USY "3w™)

-NBR-USY/3W/5.55

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY (CONTD.): |, therefore, recommend,
once again, that these Motions be accepted by the House.
(Ends)
MR. CHAIRMAN: | shall now put the Motions, moved by Shri Sitaram
Yechury, for presenting an Address to the President for removal of
Justice Soumitra Sen, Judge, High Court of Calcutta, from his office,
along with the Address to the President, under clause (4) of Article
124 of the Constitution, to the vote of the House.
As | have informed earlier, the Motions, along with the Address

are required to be adopted by a special majority. The question is:
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“This House resolves that an address be presented to the
President for removal from office of Justice Soumitra Sen of the
Calcutta High Court on the following two grounds of
misconduct:-

(1) Misappropriation of large sums of money, which he
received in his capacity as receiver appointed by the
High Court of Calcutta; and

(2) Misrepresented  facts  with  regard to  the
misappropriation of money before the High Court of
Calcutta.”

The Address shall be as follows:

“Whereas a notice was given of a motion for presenting an
address to the President praying for the removal of Shri
Soumitra Sen, from his office as a Judge of the High Court at
Calcutta by fifty-seven members of the Council of States (as
specified in Annexure ‘A’ attached herewith).

AND WHEREAS the said motion was admitted by the Chairman
of the Council of States;

AND WHEREAS an Inquiry Committee consisting of —

(a) Shri B. Sudershan Reddy, a Judge of the Supreme Court
of India;
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(b) Shri Mukul Mudgal, Chief Justice of the High Court of
Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh; and

(c) ShriFali S. Nariman, a distinguished jurist, was appointed
by the Chairman of the Council of States for the purpose
of making an investigation into the grounds on which the
removal of the said Shri Soumitra Sen from his office as a
Judge of the High Court at Calcutta has been prayed for;

AND WHEREAS the said Inquiry Committee has, after an
investigation made by it, submitted a report containing a finding
to the effect that Shri Soumitra Sen is guilty of the misbehaviour
specified in such report (a copy of which is enclosed and
marked as Annexure ‘B);

AND WHEREAS the motion afore-mentioned, having been
adopted by the Council of States in accordance with the
provisions of clause (4) of article 124 of the Constitution of
India, the misbehaviour of the said Shri Soumitra Sen is
deemed, under sub-section (3) of section é of the Judges
(Inquiry) Act, 1968, to have been proved;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council of States requests the
President to pass an order for the removal of the said Shri
Soumitra Sen from his office as a Judge of the High Court at
Calcutta.”

Under clause (4) of Article 124 of the Constitution the Motion

and the Address will have to be adopted by a majority of the total
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membership of the House and by a majority of not less than two-thirds

of the Members of the House present and voting.

(Followed by 3x — VP)

-USY/ VP/PB/SKC/6.00, 6.05 &6.10/3X, 3Y & 37

The House divided.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Subject to correction: Ayes : 189
Noes : 16
(Here enter the Division Lists for Ayes and Noes arranged in

alphabetical order)

The Motions and the Address are adopted by a majority of the
total membership of the House and by a majority of not less
than two-thirds of the Members of the House present and
voting.

(Ends)
MR. CHAIRMAN: The House stands adjourned till 11 a.m. on Friday,

the 19" of August, 2011.

The House then adjourned at ten minutes past six of the clock till
eleven of the clock on Friday, the 19™ August, 2011.



