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signed by the Secretary of the Lok
Sabha: —

(4] -

“In accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule 96 of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Business
in Lok Sabha, I am directed to
enclose herewith g copy of the
Companies (Second Amendment)
Bill, 1966, as passed by Lok Sabha

at 1ts sitting held on the 14th
November, 1966.”
- am - . ..

“In accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule 96 of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Business
in Lok Sabha, I am directed to
enclose herewith a copy of the
Metal Corporation of India (Acqui-

sition of Undertaking) Bill, 1966,
as passed by Lok Sabha
at its sitting held on the 14th

November, 1966.”

Sir, 1 beg to lay a copy of each of
the Bills on the Table.

—

MOTION RE STATEMENT IN CON-

NECTION WITH DEMONSTRA-

TION NEAR PARLIAMENT HOUSE
ON NOVEMBER 7, 1966—contd.

MR. CHAIRMAN: We have taken
8o much time over these questions
that we have to sit through the
Lunch Hour. We shall now proceed
to the discussion of the motion on the

statement in connection with the
demonstration near Parliament
House.

The Prime Minister will intervene
at about three in the afternoon. Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA (West
Bengal): Yes, I think the Prime
Minister should intervene. It is good.

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

f

demonstration near 16 -
Parliament House on
Nov. 7, 1966

Now, Sir, we are discussing a very
grim development that has taken
place in the country. Nong amongst
us is in support of what has happen-
ed. All of us are yndoubtedly upset
for what has happdned but it is not
enough to express ¢nly condemnation
of the violent incidents. We must go
behind them; we must understand as
to why such a thing, could happen and
how it is going to be tackled. We must
know not only what{ happened on the
7th but what had| happened before
and what has followled after, all these
we should discuss) and understand.
That js why, Mr. Chairman, we have
proposed to the Gdvernment a com-
prehensive public enmquiry into all the
circumslances and Jfactors leading to
the events and hapgenings of Novem-
ber 7 and thereafter; I underline the
words ‘events thereafter’.

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me start
with one or two things and I hope
I will be discussing'this matter in an
absolutely non-partisan manner. First
of all I should like to point out to this
House that the demonstration that
took place is not as innocent as it
looked, quite apart from the violent
incidents. Well, the violent incidents
only aggravated it It was a demons-

tration of political reaction in the
country That 15 Number one.
Number two, it appeared under an

nnocent sounding slogan cow pro-
tection’. Number three, 1t rallied on
the gsentiments of Hindu revival-
ism_ which the political reaction of
the country not netessarily identified
with a communal olganisation, want-
ed to exploit and the purpose of this
demonstration was to direct a blow
to the principles of secularism and
principles of democ,racy. Therefore,
the demonstration was essentially or-
ganised and planned ggainst secular-
1sm and democracy in the country.
Now, first of all, let us make one thing
clear Naked sadhys are not very
expert in organising demonstrations
They go about th¢ country, as you
know, but they do|not organise de-
monstrations. Our $anatanists, saints,

I
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Sanyasis and the Jagat Gurus are not
very much experts in organising such
massive demonstirations. I belong to
a political Party which has organised
many demonstrations during its history
and recently also. We know what it
means to organise a demonstration of
this kind. When we organised our
march here before Parliament this
year and in 1963, we had to mobilise
our entire Party in order to bring it
about. Leaders and workers went out
in the country to make preparations
for it. Therefore, do not imagine that
suddenly by some call of divinity
some people suddenly converged on
the city of Delhi. They had planned
and organised this demonstration and
behind that there were masterly hands
in its organisation and in the design
of it. That is what I would like to
point out. Now, they arouse the pas-
sions of Hindus, as I said, for what?
Not so much for the protection of the
cow. The cow is their mother, I know,
but it is not for the protection of the
cow. The mother had not been pro-
tected for many years in that form.
The demand has been made for cow
protection suddenly. Why was this
particular glogan chosen, rather than
any other slogan? It is because politi-
ca] reaction wants to link it up with
religion and then gain political advan-
tage and the area chosen was very
significant, Central and Northern India
from where come the overwhelming
seats in Lok Sabha and which account
for the bulk of our seats in the Legis-
latures. Therefore, the political reac-
tion should utilise Hindu sentiments
and utilise them in the coming elec-
tions. Having roused them through
demonstration, if necessary by creating
incidents, the political reaction in the
country thinks that it would be on
the high roag to authority and power.
Now, I say it is not directed against
the Communist Party only. It is di-
rected against even those people in
the Congress Party who are secular
in their outlook and have still some
fading respect and love for demo-
cracy. I put Shrimati Indira Gandhi
in that category. Perhaps she is secu-
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lar, 1T believe, while her respect for
democracy js very faint. I know it,
but still the order about shoot at sight
and similar things gre frightening me
and what is happening to the country?

MR. CHAIRMAN: That i5 not the
order. It has been said that the order
about shoot at sight ig not right.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: There-
fore, T said ‘faint’. Otherwise, she be-
comes a dictator. I have understood
it. I believe other Members opposite
are there, some pseudo-progressives,
others real progressives, some are op-
portunists and so on. All parties are
there, but there are some democrati-
cally-minded people in the ruling
Party. After all, the tradition and in-
heritance is common. It is a tradition
and inheritance from the national
movement. Some have fallen on the
way. Some have a wavered outlook
on such things, but they are there.
Therefore, it is directed against that.
This is the way things have developed.

Now, with regard to the preparationa
I have got before me the “Organiser”.
I have very carefully studied the
“Organiser” frem the beginning of
the year till the November 11 issue,
I have got the i&sues here from Aug-
ust till the last issue of November 11,
which actually came out here in Delhi
before the 7th November demonstra-
tion. Read the editorial here and see
the picture of the cow in tears or the
mother in tears. Well, I am an agnos-
tic and an atheist, but I too have some
sentiments. Now, the sentiments of
our people are likely to be aroused in
the matter of cow protection. There
are people who have very great re-
verence and respect for the cow and
to arouse their sentiments, it is writ-
ten on this paper: “The Mother in
tears”. Why a section of ithe Govern-
ment is behaving in that particular
manner? Now, if you look at the edi-
torial, immediately before that parti-
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cular issue, it says Ministers are op-
posed to ban cow slaughter., You will
kindly note it in the ‘‘Organiser” of
November 6. “At the Cabinet meet-
ing held to discuss the issue banning
cow slaughter, the dome Minister,
Mr. Nanda, said that while he had
his personal views in regard to the
question with which other colleagues
may or may not agree, he would like
the Cabinet to look at the problem
from the law and order angle,
Mr. Nanda told the Cabinel that if the
people’s sentimentg 1n regard to the
issue were not satisfied, it would result
in a serious law ang order situation
which he might not be able to handle.”
I do not know what passes in the great
gathering of our great Cabinet, un-
less, of course, the Cabinet members
meet their favourite pressmen and let
them know of what they had discussed
from their own angularities. But here
it says that even in this regard,
Mr. Subramaniam, it seems was
among those who disfavoured a ban

on cow slaughter., Mr. Sachin
Chaudhuri, Mr. Subramaniam, Mr.
Asoka Mehta and Mr. Fakhruddin

were against it. The decision on .he
matter was put off to a later date.
Now, 1if they had opposed it, it is a
good thing and you should know that
I have a kind word for Mr. Subra-
maniam. I am a just man. Now, this
is the position. Now, read the other
issueg of the paper. I have scanned
through them in order to bring to
the notice of the House how the pre-
parations had been going on for this
demonstration. It is not that acci-
dentally it happened. 1 am referring
to an editorial in the “Organiser” of
21st August on cow protection and
it says Government 1is curbing the
efforts of Parliament. Now they put
it not from an economic angle. They
say cow protection ig the key plank
of religion. T'hat 1s the line of the edi-
torial hurting Hindu senliment. Cow
protection is the key plank of religion
and it is an article of failh with them.
On August 20 Guru Golwalkar ad-
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| dressed a meeting in Nagpur where
l he gaid:

“Is the Government going to heed
the demand only after some blood-
shed?”

I hope the Guruji's demand will not
be still heeded.

SHRI D. THENGARI (Uttar Pra-
desh): I object to this. It he wants
to quote Mr. Golwalkar, he ghould
give his entire statement, but not tear
it out of context.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You are
perfectly right. I can read out the
whole speech delivered on August 20,
but that will not be very palatable to
you. I will read qut all my speech
will be taken up k\'y Mr. Golwalkar.
How can I 4o that

MR. CHAIRMAN: I think it is not
necessary to read all that. If there is
something else, then some other Mem-
bers might point that out.

SHRI D. THENGARI: I was myself
present at the meeting and I can say
that it is torn off the context and it is
misleading.

SHRI BHUPESH GUFTA: 1 will
never do such a thing. I have marked
all those portions, but it will take
time. It says here:

“They who can have the cow
killed, can also hava tha country
| sold.”

This is the heading. I am not mislead-
ing you. Then Shri Guruji com-
mented:
|
“Hasn’t the Government been
| campaigning that people should
j  change their food habits? Why can't
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they who take
change their food habits and switch
on to some other diet?”

Shri Guruji wryly recalled that a
Congress Minister had lately advised
people even to eat rats, Why not give
this counsel fo the beef-eaters?

The approach is communal. Now I
do not read this thing.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE
(Uttar  Pradesh): Where is it said
bloodshed? Sir, he cannot be allowed
to misquote a speech.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You may
not put my interpretation. I am quot-
ing it correctly.

SHRI ATAI, BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Mr. Golwalkar is not here in this

House to gefend himself, T cannot
allow that.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Vajpayee,

please do not get angry.

SHRI ATAIL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
1 thought he was going tc quote it.
Let him quote it. He has misquoted.
He should withdraw it.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We are
not Mr. Gulzarilal Nanda.

(Interruption)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Gupta, you
had a quotation from somewhere about
bloodshed in the streets of Delhi, That
you might quote.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I will
search it out. I will do it. I think I
can find it out. I will do it. Just do
not disturb my speech. If it"is not
there, let me admit the mistake. Here
it is. “Is the Government going to
heed the demand only after some
bloodshed?”

SHRI D. THENGARI: We want him

to quote +the whole speech. He is
quoting it 4~w= At A8 dhn anndasd
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MR CHAIRMAN: He is quoting
something which suits his argument.
If there ig something else in the
speech which does not guit his argu-
ment, you can in your turn point it
out.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: They do
not quote the whole thing. On the
11th September there was a meefing.
“ag wE gl W g
It is headlined here. They will not
object to it. Now, Sir, it is here our
friends are objecting to 1t; on Septem-
ber 15th, Cow Protection in Delhi. It
was a Hindu feeling, I can understand
the paosition. If we cannot defend the
cow, we cannot defend the country.
Therefore, defence of the cow is every-
thing; defence of the cow is defence
of religion, defence of the cow is de-
fence of the country; defence of the
cow is everything that 1s noble and

good in thig world.

SHRI LOKANATH MISRA (Orissa):
May I interrupt? Defence of the cow
is also defence of the election symbol.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: 1 will
come to that. Here he said, this is the
speech: “Is the Government going to
heed this demand only after blood-
shed?” It is in bold print. I think he
followers of Guruji

SHRI D. THENGARI: I am very
sorry to interrupt. Here again to take
out one single sentence out of context
and quote it is mischievous.

MR. CHAIRMAN: As I said, he is
quoting something that suits his argu-
ment and he is quoting it from a
paper.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You
challenged my statement. That was
my objection. You may not agree with
it. Mr. Chairman, it went on like that.
Then is it not a fact that preparations
went on all over the country and some
gentleman by the name of Shri Prabhu
Dutt Sharma went in a special train,

ctantineg hia Tnrimnarr Funme Lha N0 .8
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Sgptember to preach his cow protec-
tion ideas? If you read his speeches
from the Organiser, you will find the
manner in which it has been preached.
Therefore, I say that those are pre-
parations. But that is not all. Am I
to understand that the people who
came there came unprepared? Kero-
sene tins, petrol and other things were
brought in and they certainly could not
be mobilised suddenly, all of a sudden,
in Delhi on the Tth of November, They
have been preparing for it. They have
assigned jobs to various people. There-
fore. a charge had been made that the
R.S.S. people were organising this
thing. Ii has to be looked into. I am

not saying that Mr. Vajpayee was
organising personally, but the R.S.S
people were doing it. Therefore, it

should be gone into as to who orga-
nised these things. The All India Radio
wag attacked in what manner we
know. We had done something in
Telengana. We know the business.
We had done it in the old days of the
war. I know of these things, It is not
easy to organise such things. There-
fore, there was a master-mind behind
the organisation. Surprisingly enough
an attempt is being made even by some
people in the ruling party as if sudden-
ly a flare-up took place. I wonder
myself sometimes what would have
happened if sueh a thing happened in
a demonstration which we brought to
Delhi. We would have been pilloried
and lambasted; detention without trial
would have come and Mr. Nanda would
have made a statement and the Cong-
ress big guns would have fired their
salvoes against us one after another.
They even do not take the name of the
RS.S. when they speak. Scratch a
Congressman, he is essentially a Hindu,
scratch a reactionary Congressman, he
is a communal, obscurantist Hindu.
Therefore, this preparation went on
and this preparation wags helped by
Mr. Gulzarilal Nanda and I wish to
tell that to the former Home Minister
and I am not trying to make political
capital out of it.

SABHA ]

|
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1 shall come to Mr. Nanda's other
point. Why did he issue that circular
to the States orll Nevember 4th in
which he asked that cvow protection
should be enforced at once? Certainly
he knew that tl\le West Bengal Gov-
ernment was ag{ainst it; certainly he
knew that the Madras Government
was not even c¢gnsulted opn it. Why
suddenly such j\n overall suggestion
was given instedd of explaining pro-
perly what cow ﬁrotection means, what
the article of the Constitution envisag-
es how the probl#m should be tackled?
Why he did not ':levelop a democratic,
secular, political apprvach towards
this demand for cow protection re-
mains {0 he expl.!g.ined, and it hag not
vet been explained. Therefore, that
gave the impres$ion that you are in
sympathy, that lgaave the impression
that the Home Minister will not do
anything, and when people have the
Home Minister on their side, people
think that they can do many things.
Is it not a fact that certain Sadhus me-=
him and made certain representations
and they expressed certain feelings
and so on? Therefore, I say that this
Delhi Administration wag  politically
paralysed. I do not accuse Mr. Nanda
for failures arising out of administra-
tive lapses. I accuse him for his
political failures mainly to tackle the
problem, Mr., Gulzarila] Nanda—you
know how The uses force when he
wants to nip in the bud a democratic
movement in the country. He writes
in his letter that it was correct that
he had been using force all over the
country, D.LR. and other things, but
in this particular case he went soft
over this matter precisely because of
his wrong sympathy, wrong under-
standing, wrong approach with regard
to a problem which ghould be treated
with a secular, democratic outlook,
keeping in mind that there are mil-
lions of obscurantisty forces who would
like to exploit particular articles of
the Constitution to rouse communa-
list, revivalist passion in order to
secure certain political advantages
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when they see that in a particular
region the going is good if you can
rouse such passion. Therefore, his
failure came. About others, I should
Like to point out, do not only blame
the noted, the named, certified com-
munal party. Name also others who
are behind it. Why Kamalnayan
Bajaj went to the dais to speak? We
did not go there. Why some Cong-
ressmen went there? Did they take
the permission of the party to go there
or did their party direct them to go
there? 1 do nqgt know. It seems that
this movement had been heavily fin-
anced. You know a demonstration of
this kind in Delhi cannot be organised
unless some people find the finance
for it, and plenty of money was
found in order +to bring about this
massive demonstr:’.21 with the intent
to violate law and order. Am I
to understand that these people just
by chance attacked Mr. Kamaraj's
house? Am I to understand that these
people just by chance set upon Mr.
Kamaraj’s house? Well, why did they
make it an occasion to go to Mr.
Kamaraj’s house? Why should Mr.
Kamaraj be singled out? This
needs to be explained and the
Home Ministry has not yet given any
explanation, and any attempt to hush
up this matter will be disastrous
because it is quite possible that the
reactionary people within the ruling
party who do not like Mr. Kamaraj’s
link-up with the non-communal and
non-obscurantist forces, instigated
such an attack on his house. At least,
Sir, I find that many people enjoyed
the attack on Mr. Kamaraj’s house
in a sort of indirect way, people who
do not belong to the Jan Sangh or
the RSS.

[TeE ViIicE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR
Arnr KaaN) in the Chair].

All these things create a doubt in our
mind. Therefore, I would ask the
House to consider it. I am not blam-
ing anybody at this stage, But hold
an enquiry. But why was Mr. Kama-
raj singled out? He was singled out
perhaps because some people did not
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like him for communal and obscuran-
tist reasons and the others did not like
him for factional or political reasons.
The two forces combined to single out
his house for the attack. I am very
glad that Mr. Kamaraj was not hurt;
I am very sorry that his house was
attacked. Now thiz kind of thing
happened. Therefore I think the
whole thing should be enquired into,

1660

Now 1 come to the police. The first
question I ask is this. Mr. Nanda has
made it clear in his statement that
nobody suggested to him a ban on
processions, excluding the two mile
radius from such a thing. Mr. Nanda
in his statement and letter 1o Mr. J. L.
Hathi and some of his friends like
Mr. Jagannath Pahadia, M.P. has
denied it that he did not approve of
imposing a ban on the anti-cow-
slaughter procession on the 7th of
November—*“No such suggestion or
broposal was ever made and the
question of my ruling it out therefore
never arises.” You gtudy this state-
ment. Mr. Nanda said it But
it was open to Mr. Nanda himself
to suggest some kind of preven-
tive measures. I do not say what
they are. Now, it is not good for the
Home Minister to say that. But it
is also true that if we believe—and
many people think personally, that
Mr. Nanda is an honest man—that
nobody in the Delhi Administration
even supported or made a suggestion
of this kind to him, then why this
ban of two-mile radius? I do not un-
derstand it. Mr, Jha, the present
ruler of Delhi, said that the idea ori-
ginated from the Delhi Administra-
tion. Mr. Nanda said that he did not
have any such proposalg from any
quarter. New, we should also like
to be clarified on that point whether
at all there was any suggestion of this
kind and if so, who originateq the
idea and who made the suggestion.
These facts are to be ascertained and
it cannot be done if there is political
hush-hush about this matter because
it is a serious matter,
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Now, how 1s ;t that the Central In-
telligence did not have any informa-
tion to pass on to the Delh: Police 1n
order to act upon 1t Either the Cen-
tral Intelhgence did have informa-
tion or it digd not have If it dig not
have, the Central Intelligence has
committed a grave dereliction of
duty If 1t did have the information
and did not pass 1t on to the Delhi
Administration, agamm 1t has com-
nutted a great crime We should
like to be clarifieq on this subject
Mr Jha tells us that they did not
have any information that there
might be some disturbances and so
on Mr Vice-Chairman, 1 would
ask you if the Central Intelligence
was studying the Organiser, watching
the developments as they watch our
activities, would 1t be possible that
they did not come to the conclusion
that there was no danger of certain
violent incidents and provocations?
When we brought in a demonstration,
I woulgd tell you that though there
were preventlve arrests and so on,
they put more police to look after
our demonstration than the police
they put to look after the anti-cow-
slaughter demonstration Yet our
demonstration was peaceful Even
a traffic rule was not violated but
this demonstiation led to violent in-
cidents

Now, let me come to Mr L, P
Singh, the Secretary Hon Members
have said that Mr Nanda shou'd not
have accused the Secretary 1n a
letter of this kind, in a letter of this
kind, certainly he can question him
The question 15 whether the letter
should have been released to the Press
In the public interest, I think,
he has done a good thing
Mr Gulzarilal Nanda had done a
good thing by releasing his letter to
the Prime Minister to the Press al-
though in normal conditiong I would
not like a letter written by the Home
‘Minister to the Prime Minister to be
released 1in the normal official course
of work But here it was a question
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of public policy Mr Nanda had been
put out of office, rightly so, he had
to resign when as Minister he failed
because of political angd adminstra-
tive policy But the point is that
some people were trying to make him
a scapegoat and then escape them-
selves In such a situation, Mr
Nanda was rightly advised n relea-
sing that particular letter to the
Prime Mmster 1 would only wish
that he also had released, with the
permission of the Prime Minister
the letter he received from her That
would have given us perhaps a
clearer picture About what Mr.
Nanda has said 1in his letter, the Gov-
ernment should ponder He was your
Home Minister, not a member of the
Communist Party or the Opposition
The first charge was made 1in that
letter that he was not getting co-
operation from the Prime Minister
It 1s a serious charge by all accounts.
Andg Mr Vice-Chairman, what did he
say? “I was made to feel that I had
no say mn the making of decisions at
policy level Have you ever thought
to yourself how 1 was expected to
function with the kind of tools you
gave me to work?” It is a serious
al]legation Do not treat 1t lLightly
Wow, it 1s out You have to give a
satisfactory answer to this grave in-
dictment made by the number two 1n
the Cabinet the Home Mimister of
the country, who acted twice, as step-
ney Prime Minmster, stepney Prime
Minister because that 1s how he was
called stepney 1in the constitutional
term You cannot evade his charge
now since 1t has been made publicly
id the Prime Minister refuse +to
gwe Mr Nanda the necessary tools
for discharging his duties as the
Home Minister of the country or sne
did not? If the Prime Minister failed
to provide the tools, then she is
guillty of a very grave offence If
Mr Nanda 1s lying ane. did not use
the tools that had been given to him
Mr Nanda had committed again a
grave crime against the Constitution
and against our people I should
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like to know whg ig to be blamed,
the Prime Minister or MTr.
Both cannot be right in this matter.
The matter has to be clarified and
I hope the Cabinet will discuss this
matter and come out and not have
the righteous indignation and injured
innocence and say, well they will
not make anything public. You
have to clarify it. That demoralises
the administration, Mr. Nanda said,
unreciprocated confidence’, He
accused the Prime Minister, the lea-
der of the Government of not giving
her confidence to the Home Minister.
For such an allegation to have come
from the Home Minister of the
country, not any other Minister, not
the Irrigation Minister—that he does
not have the confidence of the Prime
Minister—what comes to

pass is
paralysis, demoralisation, all bottle-
necks in the administration. Now,

it is for the Prime Minister to clarify,
not by mere assertion but much more
convincingly, how Mr. Nanda’s state-
ment, if at all, is wrong and it is a
false accusation. Mr, Nanda will
not be here to speak for himself but
since he believes in making public
statements, I am sure he will know
how to defend himself. Now, Mr.
Nanda can also answer. ‘Therefore,
we would like to know who sabotaged
the Delhi Administration over this
matter and related matters.

Here comes the question of Mr. L.
P. Singh, the Union Home Secretary,
Well, I do not know this gentleman. In
fact, personal quarrel I have not in this
world, I believe. Mr. L. P. Singh is
the Union Home Secretary. We had
the impression that he was very much
trusted by Mr. Nanda. One day I
asked Mr., Nanda when he had issued
that famous statement regarding
what they called the Left Commu-
nists in February, 1965. Here I told
him, “Do not read out things just
because a Secretary has given them
to you.” By reading that statement,
I felt that it was Mr. L. P. Singh’s
English, it was his accent, his idiom,
his simile and his phrase. I thought
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that Mr. Nanda had many qualities
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Nanda. ! but not much in writing English or

making a statement in English. I
just advised him as a junior politi-
cal worker that it was not perhaps
advisable for the Home Minister of
the country to eat out of his Secre-
tary’s hand in this rather crude man-
ner. Now what has happened to
that statement you have seen. The
statement has gone to the dustbin.
Mr. Nanda has passed away from the
Ministerial seat. Now explain. There-
fore, what Mr. Nandg said now
should be examined from both angles.
If Mr, Nanda lost confidence in his
Secretary when was that? We should
like to know at what point of tbme
that confidence was lost. At what
point of time he wanted the removal
or replacement of his Secretary by
another one. Thrice Mr. Nanda
asked for it. Why was it refused by
the Prime Minister? Again, it ig a
serious charge. Omne is telling the
truth. Either the Prime Minister is
telling the truth or Mr. Nanda is
telling the truth. We on the Opposi-
tion and the country at large would
like to know on proper enquiry and
examination as to who is telling the
truth in this matter because who-
ever is telling the falsehood is com-
mitting a double crime, first of all,
dereliction ot duty and, secondly, an
attempt to bluff the people. There-
fore, we want a clarification over
this matter,

As for Mr. L. P. Singh, our infor-
mation is that he ig factual. Mr.
Nanda has revealed it in the press.
Mr. Nanda has done a good job that
way. He is very frank and he re-
veals everything. Mr. Krishnama-
chari is a clever guy, lean and
hungry. I am reminded of Cassius
when I think of Mr. Xrishnamachari.
But Nandaji is falsified that wav.
Therefore, sometimes he comes out
with things. He said that Mr. L. P.
Singh was acting over the head of
Mr. Gulzarilal Nanda, the Home
Minister. He was in the Cabinet
room. He was there for one hour,
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and when the Cabinet met, suddenly
he sprung the surprise telling the
Home Minister as to what was in his
mind and the Secretary opposed the
proposal of the Minjster. Is it not a
serious charge? In England there will
be a Royal Commission to enquire
into them 1f such things come to
light, to enquire into their entire
conduct. If Nandaji charged his
Secretary, the Secretary is a sabo-
teur, the Secretary is a factional man,
the Secretary is a protege of some
power brought within the Congress
Party behaving without any decency
for imperialist and other reasons.

As far as the Secretary’s daughter
having her education in the TImited
State of America and employed
here in a sumptuoug job is concerned,
I am not going into it because, after
all, the daughter is not guilty for
that. But his connections with the
Americans are well known, There-
fore, we are getting a little appre-
hensive,

Mr. Vice-Chairman, I do know
that the C, 1. A. ig operating in our
country in a big way specially in this
capital city of Delhi. What is the
situation here that would make me
think otherwise? I fear that the
CIA. had been in it in the entire
thing. Well, through whom they ope-
rated I do not know. But again and
again, I tell Mr. Chagla and Mr. Subra-
maniam to read what appeared in the
April issue of the New York Times
about the activities of the C.ILA. In
one of its five articles and editorial it
was stated by the New York Times
that the CI.A. have their man in a
room next to President Nasser’s room.
What guarantee I have that the C.LA.
do not have their agents placed in
high places here and utilised even this
opportunity of the Anti-cow-Slaughter
Movement to create provocations and
incidents at least to foment them, in
order to discredit the country, discre-
dit this Government because they
are interested in discrediting even this
Government and creating difficulties
against a democratic movement and
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| so on, creating all kinds of apprehen-
sions and mutual suspicion.

Mr. Vice-Chairman, in this connec-
tion I would demand the removal of
Mr. L. P. Singh immediately from
the Union Home Ministry, a thorough
probe into the affairs of the Home
Ministry, as to how files passed, how
things happened, and Mr. Chagla will
bring in his judicial mind 1n the same
way as he looked at the Mundhra deal
to find out who was guilty. It is very
essertial for the sake of the country.
The Anti-cow Slaughter demonstra-
tion here points to sinister, multipur-
pose conspiracy in which not only
communal and obscurantist forces
but others of right reaction 'may have
participated and joined hands.

And after this thing Mr. S. K. Patil
| appears on the scene in order to seek
the ouster of Mr. Gulzarilal Nanda.
Mr. Vice-Chairman, Mr. Gulzarilal
Nanda has made two statements in
this connection. Therefore, we should
like it to be clarified. He said that
| the move to oust him had started in
that little A.I.C.C. meeting held in
Ranchi when the Syndicate met with
Mr. S. K. Patil and Mr. Atulya Ghosh
and others. I have many differences
with Mr. Gulzarilal Nanda but it is
a fact that they have been trying to
oust him ever since that time.

Again, Mr. Nanda has revealed that
vested interests had been against him.
It i{s true that Mr. Nanda met Mr,
G. D. Birla in Calcutta but the vested
interests never took kindly to him.
It is possible, in order to get Mr. S. K.
Fatil into higher positions, the wvested
interests actively participated in it.
That ig the presumption, Therefore,
Mr. Nanda’s statement should rot be
If
the vested interests could do such
things, well the connected presump-
tion arises that they might have aiso
encouraged the Anti-cow-Slaughter
demonstration. That also you should
not rule out that way. Therefore, Mr.
Nanda suggested that the socio-econo-
mic roots should be gone into. That
is true and it shoulg be locked so.

1666




Motion re Statement
m connection with

1667

Now I know hon’ble Members from
the Congress benches would Iike to
say that many of them were actuated
by a sense of Parhamentary respon-
sibility 1 do not question thewr
motive because you 'may, as a Member
of Parliament, be feeling that way
Therefore, I do not question that it
there are others who have an axe to
grind over thig '‘matter I put 1t to
the House from my knowledge that
one of the steps Mr S K Patil took
immediately after securing the ouster
of Mr GQGulzarilal Nanda was that he
got his name sponsored for the Home
Ministry Let them deny it publicly
Then when they found that Mr. S. K.
Patil s name was not acceptable, you
will be suiprised to hear—I heard
that 1n the lobbies of the ruling party
here—that there was consultation bet-
ween Mr S K Patil and Mr Morarj
Desa1  As a secongd alternative a sug-
gestion was made that Mi Morar)1
Desa: should be taken as the Home
Minister of the countrv  And that ex-
plains why there must be strong and
firm adminmstration The problem was
socio-economic The problem was not
of defence or secularism or democracy
Yet the Congress Party-—the name
sponsored by some people—say that
there must be a firm and tough adma-
nistration 1n  order to push Mr
Morary’s name I am glad that M:

Moraryy Desar 1s not in the Home
Ministry
THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI

AKBAR ALI KHAN) Why should you
1efer to persons?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA Govein-
ment, not persons You are referring
to everybodv Therefore, I say these
are serious matters The collapse of
an administration has taken place
Therefore, 1t 1s not the events of the
7th November alone but much earlier
and we are having an upsurge of 1t
sometimes 1n the form of what hap-
pened on the 7th November, some-
times in the form of Cabinet reshuffle
and Cabinet crisis I would ke to
know whether 1t 1s not a fact that
Mr S K Patil, who has not yet criti-
cised the R S S demonstration, whe
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has not condemned what hap-
pened on the Tth November was con-
demning Mr Nanda already privately.
But, as far as I know, we have not
got any statement from Mr S K Patil.
But 1s 1t not a fact, Mr Vice-Chair-
man when Mr Sachin Chaudhuri and
Mr Manubhar Shah were dropped
from the Cabinet, Mr S K Patil and
Mr Alulya Ghosh became very active
so that they could remamn where they
were? These are serious matters
There 1s political manoeuvre We
cannot look after law and order in
Delhy if you lLike that thing, nor can
we fight such communalsts, reviva-
lists obscurantist movement. as, the
Anti-cow Slaughter movement by this
kind of factional, political, unprinci-
pled 'manoeuvre In the ruling circle,
by unprincipled Cabinet reshuffle or
by unprincipled tactics or pressures
which are going on That 1s a serious
matter What would the people think?
Mr Nanda has gonz but the people
are asking us why Mr Patil has not
gone after so many lives have been
lost 1n accidents Here 10, 15 or 20
people have died but if Mr Nanda can
go, how 1s 1t people ask that when
hundreds of people die ag a result of
accidents 1n the raillways, Mr Patul
did not either offer his resignation or
was not removed The question 1s
being asked The Government 1s 1n
shame  Thereforz all these things
need to be explained, through a public
enquiry Mr Nanda has flung a chal-
lenge against our moal consclence
Mr Nanda has revealed something
which nz2eds proper investigation and
consideration by this House We
have got rid of Mr Nanda Let us
not discard what he has left behind
In his statement 1n sog far as they
point to very serious 1lls and diseases
in the way we are running the coun-
try The trouble about Mr Nanda 15
this that instead of relying on really
progressive forces within the party
and the country as a whole, he sought
to cling to the office by facing the
man-eaters and the big business and
the right reactionary forces there the
culmination of which took place 1n his
open sympathy with the anti-cow-
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slaughter demonstration. He has tra-
gically failed 1n the wake of such
things, Therefore we have to look
into two sides of it, one the negative
side of Mr. Nanda’s fall and another,
the positive side of it, The positive
side is, his fall has brought to light
certain very bad things which need
immediate attention of the nation.
Mr, Vice-Chairman, the Delhi Admini-
stration failed here badly. In Bengal
when the communal riotg took place,
the administration failed and even the
Congress Party demanded an enquiry.

[Tue Derury CHAIRMAN in the Chair.)

Therefore the incidents which took
place on the 7th November ware the
culmination of a deep-laid conspiracy
in which many in their own ways,
have played their part. The aftermath
ol it emphasises the existence of such
a controversy. I wish to submit that
I charge the communal elements, I
charge the R.S.S. for organising but
we should not accuse the R.S.S. only.
We should accusz the others also.
Therefore I say here that not only
the communal revivalists outside the
Congress Party but within the Con-
gress Party are also guilty. They
should be located and Mr. Nanda’s
fall has brought out the rottenness of
the administration. In the Home
Ministry of India such rottenness, such
confusion, such bickerings, such fac-
tionalism are going on. What exam-
ple are we setting before the country?
Is it not a fact that the Border Police
and the Central Reserve people were
given the main task only at a later
stage? The Delhi Police were put in
operation. Anyhow the Dwelhi Police
have not been properly working, we
know it. As far as security is con-
cerned, the entire episode underlines
that there ig a sinister conspiracy of
communal reaction, right reaction and
certain I.C.S. officials who may be
oriented towards America. All have
combined in order to have their axes
to grind, in their own way but they
were all in this issue but it is a good
thing that this has failed. I congra-
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tulate the people of Delhi and that
is our moral victory. You know de-
monstrations we find in the different
parts of the country. When there 1s
firing on a demonstration, then come
hartals, protest strikes, etc, Here
there was no such thing even after
firing. We condemned the firing. Even
after the firing there was revulsion
against the demonstration. People do
not want the demonstration, That
shows the difference between the two
types of demonstrations—one, when
you attack it gives rise to hartals and
another, when you attack people are
not swept off their feet and support
the cause of democracy. You should
draw lessons from it but unfortunately
I find that instead of drawing lessons
correctly from it, relying on the leftist
forces, the Government is trying +to
treat this problem as an administrative
problem, as a law and order dproblem.
I tell you that Mr. Chavan’s tough-
ness will not help you in finding a
sobution to the problem facing us in
the present context. I tell you that
in order to find a solution you wmust
rely on progressive and democralic
forces and seek a democratic solution
out of them, eliminating from the
seats of authorily the opportunitists,
factionalism, rightists of the worst
type and the I.C.S, officials who flout
the Ministers and parliamentary de-
mocracy.

I again congratulate the people of
Delhi for the manner in which they
have reacted. Before I sit I only ap-
peal to the nation that in this matter
at least all progressive sections and
democratic forces should be united so
that such religious factions cannot be
used for political purposes to serve
the designs of not only domestic re-
action but foreign reaction, This is
all that I have to say.

SHRIMATI SHYAM KUMARI
KHAN (Uttar Pradesh): May I inter-
vene? I intervene to requesi Mr. Bhu-
pesh Gupta to support me in request-
ing you Kkindly to expunge the remark
about Mr. L. P. Singh's daughter.
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Not at
all. It cannot bz done.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I will
look into it.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You can-
not, The question doeg nhot arise. On
a point of order.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I was
not here. I do not know,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I have
not made any remark. Only I said
what is 1n Mr. Nanda’s statement. Did
not I say about Mr. Patel or about Mr.
Bhoothalingam? We can make re-
marks unless and until they are un-
parliamentary. Why this defence of
Mr, L. P. Singh, I cannot understand.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order,
order.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
(SHRI V. C. SHUKLA): May I say
this that people who are not present
in the House, normally any reference
to them is avoided unless it is neces-
sary to bring a point home.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: No.

SHRI V. C. SHUKLA: We only re-
quest you kindly to go through the
proceedings and if you find that the
reference is there to persons who are
not at all connected with this matter
which is under discussion . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: On a
point of order. R

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let him
finish.

SHRI V. C. SHUKLA: After that, if
you find that that reference hag been
made in an unwarranted manner, you
might consider expunging if but if you
think that

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You can-
not,
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SHRI V. C, SHUKLA: .. it 1s pro-
per to have done so, then you might
allow 1t.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: On a
point of order. We seek your protec-
tion now because I see that all that I
said against Mr. Nanda is not to be
expunged and Mr. Nanda is not in the-
House and all that I have said against
Mr. L. P. Singh is to be expunged.

HON. MEMBERS: No.

SHRI V. C. SHUKLA: Against his
daughter,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I say that
you should not even entertain such a
suggestion because then Mr. Bhootha-
lingam could not be discussed or Mr.
Patel could not be discussed.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Having
said that Mrs, Khan, now you have
expressed your views and they have
exprassed their views. If it is war-
ranted, I will look into it. I do not
know but I shall look through the
record.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You can-
not, you need not . ..

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR (Uttar
Pradesh): Mr, Gupta, you were speak-
ing for an hour, I know, we did not
interrupt but it does not mean that
you should shout down everybody.
This is not the way to beh&ve in Par-
liament. The only request Mrs. Khan
has made is that Mr. Gupta has made
certain remarks against the
daughter . . .

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do
not want to go into it now.

SHR! BHUPESH GUPTA: ©On a
point of order, it is a strange thing
that

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR: I
have been called and I have a.
right to speak and I shall speak.
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Is this the way to interrupt me? 1
have not finished even my sentence.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
please sit down, Mr. Gupta,

You

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR: I
cannot be shouted down. This is not
the way to interrupt me.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I am not
shouting you down.

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR:
Madam Deputy Chairman, I am rais-
ing the point whether it is proper that
in this House daughters and sons of
officers should be mentioned. We are
not objecting to anything which is
said against Mr. Nanda or against Mr.
L. P. Singh. We do not say anything
in objection if he demands an inquiry.
But daughters and sisters and mothers
and wives of Secretaries are brought

into the discussion. It is most dis-
graceful, and I hope Mr. Bhupesh
Gupta wi'l concede that it is not a

proper thing to bring them in, and he
will not appreciate that daughters and
sisters and wives and mothers should
be discussed in this House.

- SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA:
point of order. .

On a

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What
is the point of order? You have ex-
pressed your opinion

SHRI JAIRAMDAS DAULATRAM:
On a point of order. Is it open to any
Member of the House to threaten the
Chair with gesticulation, and try to
dominate the Chair? Madam, I will
request that, since you have heard
everybody, the different points of view,
you please take your own decision in
the matter and stop further discussion.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: On a
point of order: I am not threatening
vyou. I will threaten . . .
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: What
you want to say on the point of order,
please say quickly,

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: The point
of order is this. I am surprised why
all this fuss. When T was speaking,
there was a Chairman. Chair was
chair. Chair was not dead, and the
Chair never said that what 1 said was
wrong.

SHRI JAIRAMDAS DAULATRAM:
How is it a point of order? I am not
able to understand. (Interruptions) If
a Member of this House wants an
opportunity to repeat things, it is not
a point of order. You p'ease declare
whether this is a point of order or
something else

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: This may
not appear a point of order to ex-Gov-
ernors of this type, who have no faith
in public life.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN (Andhra
Pradesh): On a point of explanation.
So long as I was in the Chair, T did
follow the debate, Madam, and I did
not hear anything about the ‘daughter
1f T had heard anything, I myself would
have taken objection to it.

SHR] BHUPESH GUPTA: This is
clear.

SHRT AKBAR ALI KHAN: About
daughter.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Why
can’t 1 mention ‘daughter’?

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now I
have heard also Mr. Akbar Ali Khan.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: On 3 for-
mer occasion, did we not mention ‘Mr
Biju Patnaik’s wife’?

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: But it
is within the right of the Chair to go
through the proceedings of the day.
and that right of the Chair is reserv-
ed by the Chair,
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: On which
point?

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: There-
fore we shall go through it after list-
éning to Mr, Akbar Ali Khan also.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: On which
point?

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR: On
all points,

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: On the
point of ‘daughter’.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: All right;
on the point of ‘daughter’, but I tell
you,, Madam Deputy Chairman, you
cannot give a ruling like that in the
face of the fact that on 3 former occa-
sion mention of “Shri Biju Patnaik’s
wife’’ was made in this very House.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Bhupesh Gupta, you must have some
reasoning here; you cannot go on
like this.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: But just
because Shri Biju Patnaik belonged
to the Congress, on that ground I can-
not afford to ignore the fact that on a
former occasion mention was made
in this House of “Shri Biju Patnaik’s
wife”. I am just suggesting to you the
precedent so as to enable you to come
to a proper conclusion. |

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA (Uttar
Pradesh): Madam Deputy Chairman
before I come to the subject I want to
lodge a protest against the indulgence
given by the Chair to the hon. Mem-
ber, Shri Bhupesh Gupta. There are
certain, rules observed in this House,
and the rule about these Motions is
that the mover of the Motion gets
about 25 to 30 minutes, and all other
Members get 15 minutes each. I do
not know under what rule Shri Bhu-
pesh Gupta, even if he is the mover,
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has been given 55 minutes, This cur-
tailed the time available to other
Members, and I would appeal to Shri
Bhupesh Gupta to remain within the
rules in future.

(Interruptions)

Now I join all my other friends
here in condemning violence where-
ever it has happened in the country,
and in this connection I want to re-
mind my countrymen who have in-
dulged in violence, who have in-
dulged in destroying public property,
that by doing so they have destroyed
their own property, and they
have added to the difficulties
of the country. The country is already
passing through an economic crisis,
and it is the duty of every patriotic
citizen to see that the country’s eco-
nomic difficulties are not increased.
There are constitutional ways to ven-
tilate one’s grievances if people have
any genuine grievances, and T shall
appeal to the Government also to be
more responsive to constitutional and
peaceful appeals and give them sym-
pathetic consideration.

The incidents of the Tth November
in Delhi are not isolated incidents.
They fit in with what has been hap-
pening in the country in the last few
months. If I may say so, the law and
order situation is a culmination of
several factors. It is not a single inci-
dent here or a single incident there,
and if I may place some of the points
which brought about the present law
and order situation, they are (1) the
economic distress, specially combined
with the difficult food situation; (2)
the students’ unrest. I shall not go at
thig juncture into the causes of the
student unrest which I should better
take up on some other occasion; (3)
Government’s  weak-kneed policy
against agitational approach; (4) inde-
cisior. by Government and lack of con-
tact between the Government and the
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people at large, (5) the coming Gene-
ral Elections and the anxiety of all.the
parties to attract attention of the
voters 1n as good a manner as they
think, and when a party finds that 1t
is week at the ballot box, that party
has to take recouise to other methods,
and (6) I place the high-handed be-
haviour by high Government officials
and thewr treatment to their juniois
Those are some of the causes which
have brought us to the present law
and order situation

Now to make a correct assessment
of what happened 1n Delh1 on the 7ih
of November we will have to review
the condition of Delh: before the 7th
of November and the condition, 1f I
may put it, was that there was an at-
mosphere of violence 1n the countiy,
all over, for several months There
was the student unrest and there -was
the exploitation of that situation by
tHe anti-social elements, which ‘were
working at large at all the places,
wherever one incident or other hap-
pened I would like to know from the
Home Ministry whether all the anti-
social elements in Delhi, I am reier-
ring to the known anti-social elements
in Delhi, were they rounded up belore
the morning of the tateful Tth  of
November 1966° In this connection I
would like to invite the attention of
the House to a conference called by the
Home Minister Shri Gulzarilal Nanda
on the 6th of November This conter-
ence was called by him to find out
from the officers whether they had
taken adequate steps to prevent any
likely untoward incidents on the lol-
lowing dav And here the question
arises whether the officers present
there had the correct assessment ot the
situation and whether they had laken
all precautionary measures 1n this vital
matter, keeping 1n view, of course, the
atmosphere of violence in the ountry
and the agitational approach which
has been practised by my countiymen
in small numbers for some months
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now That was the situation whith
had to be met on the morning of the
Tth November If I may say <o, the
signal of the coming events came very
eaily that day and if proper precau-
tions had been taken by the autheil-
ties, probably the incidents of that dey
could have been avoided. Earlier, at
about 9 or 915 1n the morning, some
ten or fifteen boys, armed with lathis
moved out from Daryagan) They
went to some offices in Daryagan) and
starteq breaking the glass-panes wher-
ever they found them From Daiya-~
ganj, they went over to Asaf Al
Road. That was round about ten in
the morning In Asaf Alh Road they
went on marching from one shop to
another, breaking all the glass-panes
In this connection I would like to
know wheie were the police ail this
time”? Was there no police right from
Daryagan) lo Asaf All Road®” From
Asaf All Road they moved on to Ran-
it Hotel and they ransacked Ramjt
Hotel. I am not prepared to bcheve
here that nobody from Daryaganj, that
nobody from Asif Ali Road or nobodv
fiom Ran)it Hotel, informed the police
o1 the authorities who are supposed to
be 1n charge of law and order. But
where were they? What were the
authorities doing? Were they having
their bieakfast? Or were they pre-
paling for their lunch? Where was the
strong police force of Delhi 1eploved?
I ask this question because according
to the figures available to us from
newspapers a very small force of
policemen weie available in Delhi was
stationed at Parhament House where
ugly 1ncidents happened later on 1n the
day What precautionary measures
were taken to secure the life and pro-
perty of the Delh:i citizens? Were
police pickets posted at all important
points?” Was 1t not their duty to do 50?

I do not agree with the pleadings
made by some of the hon. Membe;s
that the acts of violence were instan-
taneous in Delh1 after Swami Ramesh-
waranandji’s speech Lot of incidents
had happened before Swami Ramerh-
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waranandji reached the rostrum., What

were those incidents and who were
responsible for those incidents? I
would like the Home Ministry to

make a full enquiry to find out who
were those boys and whether they had
any connections with any of the poli-
tical parties.

And then my hon. friend Mr.
Vajpayee—I am sorry I have to
differ from him, since we have heen
very close friends and we have lived
together abroad in Canada and in
other places—he says that his party
had nothing to do with this demons-
tration. .

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE;
I did not say it had nothing to do
with it,

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: He said
that his party as such had nothing to
do with it. I have got his speech
with me.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Madam, what I said was .

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: T know.
This is what you have said:

qIvHw taaw ga wfafr 7 sfya

af} & M7 3% afafr 7 215 &7 TIs-

Aifas g onfwa 72y g 1 zr, /¥ AW
mifas 4 717 3% 7w £ [ wE F

AR mifad FI4 N, qAT AF FIM
wq & fr wasta 2wy avnfsa frar

Now, either you are in the show or
you are out of the show. It cannot
be an intermediate position. You
were on the rostrum and yet you
say you were out of the demonstra-
tion. You were present to control
the crowd because later on you have
gone on to say that the crowd be-
came leaderless. Where were the
leaders, may I ask, when some 50 or
60 sadhus became uncontrollable
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after Swami Rameshwaranand made
his speech? Where were the lead-
ers? What were they doing?

SHRI ATAYL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Just one minute, Madam. The 'ead-
ers asked the police to arrest "the
sadhus, but the police did not arrest
them.

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: I am
coming to that angle also. But did
anybody from the munch or rostrum
come down and did they have the
courage to face the crowd? If they
profess to be leaders of that crowd,
they should have walked down the
ros.rum and told the sadhus that this
was not their policy, that this was
not the thing for which they had come
there. They should have controlled
the sadhus, and then I would have
said, yes, they had done their duly
but the crowd was uncontrollable.
Now he says it was for the police to
arrest them. The police, I must ray,
had done a wonderful job in the
situation they were faced with. If
they had arrested the sadhus, then
Mr. Vajpayee and other leaders would
have come forward and told this
august House that because the sadhus
were arrested the situation was pre-
cipitated. Now, you cannot have il
all your way. The police resisted. I
have seen it with my own eyes tri-
suls being struck against the police, I
was standing at the gate of Parlia-
ment. The police behaved marvei-
lously well. I would like to know
from th~ authorities where from the
stones came which were pelted ar
the police? What precautionary mea-
sures had they taken to see that no

stones were near about the place
where the demonstration was to be
held? I learn that this precaumion

was taken when the two other proves.
sions organised by the Jan Sangh
and the Communist Party were held.

There were tin barricades. There
were bamboo barricades. There were
precautions to control the crowd.

What happened this time that the
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authorities had forgotten to take all
these precautions?

. Now I come to another statement
of my hon. friend, Shri Vajpayee. e
has thrown a challenge and said that
he will have nothing to do with a
party which believes in violence. I
hope, he, being a senior member of
that party, has some say in that
capacity about the d'scipline of his
party members, May I ask him res-
pectfully and humbly has he raised
his voice against his own party mem-
ber Swami Rameshwaranand about
whom he says that it was after his
speech that the crowd became restive?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
One minute, Madam. Even on that
day, Madam, I said Swami Ramesh-
waranand should not have made such
a speech. But my hon. friend Mr.
Bhargava will appreciate that Swami
Rameshwaranand did not exhort the
people to take recourse to violence.

SHR]; M. P. BHARGAVA: What is
violence?

§7 24T, arfeaTAz 9T 7@ Al )

What else is it if not violence?

SHRI ATAL BIHAR] VAJPAYEE:
There can be ghera dalo without
violence There can be satyagraha;
there can be dharna.

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: Mr.
Vajpayee, can there be occupalion of
the Parliament House withou*t vio-
lence?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Nobody said that Parliament House
should be occupied. Let us be fair to
Swami Rameshwaranand. 1 diq bot
agree with him but . . |

SHRI V C. SHUKLA: Madam,
cross talking is going on in the House.

[ RAJYA SABHA )

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Madam, he is asking a question and T |
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am trying to reply and why 1s the
Deputy Minister getting restive?
W aRm (i) - oar W

WrE wze fagrdr qmemdt St 7g ar
aT% #3415 sd AT §eo g ¥ Ie
Ay FEgT AT fr @ Sy @R o A
ATSE W oF faar

it gz fagrt aAqat : #4 Fa
g7 TEH FIT E@HI 7 qI9S SH BT
fFar 91 1 W qE gAT T

Y IR © @A FT wAAT AT
Wy

ot e fagdt Fwwat - e
I FT AAqAT § qHIATAR |

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: Madam
Deputy Chairman, I am prepared to
pay iribute to Shri Atal Bihan
Vajpayee for his balanced views. He
did expresg in the House that Swami
Rameshwaranand should not have done
that but 1 am asking something else
and ] hope he will appreciate the
point. Has he raised in his party that
Swami Rameshwaranand’s speech was
undesirable? That is what I would
ask him and nothing else,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Now,
Mr. Bhargava, you will please have an
eye on the clock.

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA:
few minutes, Madam,

Just a

Now 1 come to another aspect of the
whole question that is, the aftermatn
of what happened on the 7th. What
happened after that. Shri Nanda, the
Home Minister, went out. I am not
one of those whp ever admired Shri
Nanda or his policies or his actions
but the way Shri Nanda released his
letter is most unfortunate.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJIPAYEE:
Why unfortunate?
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SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: He had
the constitutional right of making a
statement before the House if he
wanted to do so, instead of releasing
a private letter which he wrote to the
Prime Minister.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Not a private letter.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA (Uttar Pra-
desh): It was the letter of resigna-
tion.

SHRI M. P. BHARGAVA: You may
not agree with it. -

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: It was not
a private letter; it was his letter of
resignation.

SHRI M. P. BHARVAGA: Well, it
may be anything but I do not agrec
with that approach. But although
1 do not agree with his views, I do
not agree with the manner in which
he has been sent out. Nandaji is
being charged with the present dis-
order in the couniry and he has re-
signed, It is the responsibility of
the Home Minister and he has to be
in overall charge of the law and order
situation in the country. That I am
prepared to concede but law and
order is a State subject. We should
not forget that and the Chief Min-
isters and the Ministers in charge in
the States are responsible for it.
The Union Home Minister cannot be
held responsible for what has hap-
pened in the States like Bengal, U.P.
and what is happening in Andnra.
We remember what had happened
during the reorganisation of the
States in the cities of Bombay,
Ahmedabad and many other places
and also the ugly things that have
been happening in a number of States
in the shape of bundhs. In Calcutta
trams and buses are burnt every
day and the normal life of the city
is held to ransom. Had any of the
Ministers or the Chief Minister re-
signed at any place? If we take the
7th November incident into account
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we will have to find out how far the
Home Minister was responsible for
it. He can be responsible in three
ways. First, a Minister is responsi-
ble for a situation if that comes out
of some decision taken by him, or
secondly because of some decisions
not having been taken by him at the
appropriate time and thirdly because
of some policy decisions which he has
taken leading to bad results. The
Lieutenant-Governor of Delhi is in
charge of law and order in Delhi,
and not the Home Minister. The
police force is there and the police
officials gre there. (Time bell rings)
One minute more. Now, did Mr.
Nanda ask any of these people not
to take such measures which could
have avoided the 7th November inci-
dent or did he take any such measures
that led to that day’s incident? Or
did he take any policy decision which
led to that situation? The answer to
all these questions would be an em-
phatic no. And if it is no, I do not
know how we should say that Nanda-
ji should have sent out on this issue.
However, after Mr. Nanda has re-
signed I must pause here and pay a
tribute to the Prime Minister who
has been handling the situation ijn a
most manly fashion in spite of great
odds. And I welcome the appoint-
ment of Shri Chavan as the Home
Minister. The House will recall that
Mr. Chavan was asked to take charge
of the Defence Ministry in very diffi-
cult circumstances and he did a good
job of the Defence Ministry. I do
hope and pray that what he did in
the Defence Ministry he will be able
to do in the Home Ministry and I do
hope that it would be possible to meet
all the challenges in the future.

ot dio gAo wew (fagrr)
fer® Smdm g, St A W
T EUT & 35T @vary § A oY I
amea far &, afeT o A g gawr
foer 3w o= ¥ &% w9 gweeEr v
TE @1 ) G, s N g, 5 g5 &
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gt ® faqr av 39 AT F1 AT

| H WY FRAT |

oI =7 29 H ST 92TAT 97 ET g
I 9T § S 7 AIFEL T AIAT §
qg AT FE UHT HIAT AGT T AT
AN AHORF AT 2221 W
AT & Tad foAdt ad zHamn gt g
e 9 a|r F faafar a gz 93T
TF T ATE & ST AT A 19-20
¢ qF 3@ IW N FTHF T KT A0
AT 39 v 997 Zo & A ==
T & 3 FT Adrn g @ oarw Aqw
W ¥ AEAT M7 JIGAF AT S1A-
HIATET AT | IS FiE AT TF BEEY
At T gt g ar 78 fear #7 ®q grew
FT AAT & 1 FIA AT AT FA
Fr eyt 7 3q feafq &1 937 far 2
S afga &1 3¢9 A1 F FFaar &
[T T, 7T & ATLTT I, WIEATR &
HTYT 97, ATEF A0, I T J 6T
FATT F1 77 AR T FI9097 457 %7 )
Tafam |1 3% ¢HT & aF 3T ANT AT
FqA & 1 W9 =1y & fAu, goq
qf@tt & @ & fau, a9 adf &
1 & fAv oar fya @Wr & oz
4a7 fA=AT @ 39%F V= T | A AW A
WHEA AATAT ¥ | 3 ATAT KT OAET
T I F6E A F T IH eI
# afvfegfa s gf @ W oo &
gfsr & A foaa 1 afgaerss
TETA g0 ¢ I HGATHT AR AT
FT TS WA g9 AR & FTC TE0
g7 | AT T I FAT AA-ATIAZ
THRAT 3 FEae &7 ogrvn
Y BT AgA TEY W T & 397
g | = AT &l 1 IEJ g,
fergEAT F1 ST W AAF A7) & fr
T R ¥ AGATHT AT &

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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sfen 1% &9 fagaq arar 7@ &
iy =9 %7 fawma & fam gz
JEY FAAAT JET AT ATSAA A
fear av mrarfra fegr s w9 a0
et & ®F FWIOT FT AT qAFAr &0
ggfaq 7 a@ F grelEA # fgaew
¥ &4 F1 wforr g€ 1 AT W= ¥
FET WIAAT FTH FT @Y 47 % feamens
€ IO FI9 F A1 1 qIRIC 2H
T 9T AT MR EFT F#E U
fAsern | Tafan 39 AFETAT w5 ST
Y feaT g 3w fegew § oo Avn
¥ AT g5 | IW qEET & fam o
et fF fad zayy aar S #7 3 g,
s usfafrafzr dme 1 a9g &
39 avg #1 feafy =rg, d& 7@, o
FIE T 78T & 1 99 faA 77 wew A
W€ H 1 0F % 979 3@ 7 qTE 2 7
g 98 fF =7 e 7 ST East o
W, 9 &7 ¥ &7 0T YrET ¥ q59(
T T g SAN S WIS 9TEy &7 QAT
& A7 St FToAt T & 39 g F7 o
AT & | HA U7 qA v @ fF ow
fe 9t 9 Z90 98 IEA FT AT
e F FE AN T IT ARG F g
fafaeze ot a=1 &1, TG FT F
T 39 27 F1 FEAE FTEAE T E |
Far 4 w@AT § A Y F @i
g aoA AT 8 fF ag fag froede
F g% J 3N IAFT F1E AT AGN FAAT
Y, 3% AT 3I9% fgame F19 fFar
W@ A, 98 IAFI FEAWT AGHA ¥
siferw ot wfadse & a9 @ S Far A0
g 19 g9 A8 97 fF 3Ew e
gweT @ | wfay & Agr Awmar fy
A ST HT AW M O, WX W
g @ gR e A7 IW 2 3R
foor =t a=1 #71 gevm & mata
T & &1 & awaar ¢ 5 e gl
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T ggEgl FY qriegTHE e aIegl
#T, 3T A SATAT FOF JAT A
Tory a+mfey AT wfawew awl-
w17 o og % fafaedt 391 w09
qiEf &t & fafeet a9 afer aqam
sfadd #1 ST & FOT IE F
I @l #®1 o fafredy  gwer
oife® ) TET & wmaEr g fR dw E
Fearor F fAw JEy &)

3w fea st %5 sasm g Ar 39
aam & fawfag o ¥ ag v qoom
& faeedt W &7 w1 gfm wifeanee
F @M UL @S F7 AT TE A7 afea
feeelt & WY gAY wWF FT &, W
y{zaz q6r &, 3IA Wi F fqg
AYE AT T T &E AW AT
f@ar o a3 g w9 fRag
Wz uFedt i w4 fefem & fawfasr
# fagew wWrg @€ gew IW &0
HIFT W01 €l a9 geT A 9wy,
ART T AT gART A fazzea W
9EA T3 AT M A AW AT IAH
Y uF 99 FET T M AT FL AT
My & FaT Y 94t QS a9
R d S B B 1 O A - B
ZAHTT ¥ T U7 AT AIWET FAMAT
I AT A AE F AT [ A4TE
A7 37 A% agr YA 7 qgwar ar
& TuzEr Fgr wwar fw fAEea
9 e gew § wr am faad
qAg A7 § W/ q WMEAE 3
qfvgqr A AT F@r T gAY | oar
o9 A AT T 97 fa=Ew g
Fifza wfF o g & aoE gawA
AT TEAT E, AR gl @A
g, Torres &7 ag oo &var ), &1
oY fafr 7 faw aw @ @
mEfEl & wAraT Ay gae wma #
It w1 g9 foedr ® g1 "
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T AT A O AW A AT HT
faqry w1 AfET | W FEHH
ATFTT AT UT WIET &1 G A
F7 qFAT 7 Al AT FT TE AFTAT
F 5 ag gTEr e 3T wAw
g1 ¥ FE wed GET AE0 99
fo gax af@ @ Fm I TFar ¥
T G ¥ FIW IT G A gFhar
g M7 I8 WIT A9 FT AAFT GHAY
gidar gaat 72 %% 2 f& Iwar ame
Fg 3 f& ‘gAY waw AL Feqr, g9
2 & 9 UF WIST F ART AGY
st &, g7 A E e qe
fafeedt a@mr, g@eT F9@ Fq, @
fafave gamt, 7 &1 @ET  FT
aifgq ar, @fET T AWl A an
g1 fwar

T AL ET AT TAT QAT
g T ¥ agEEE e gt fF o
TwIeA F1 A TIIUA g qTAT E IqR
far #r s afgr w@iT @@ aEY
FEAT AN, TAET FIE WS
FHI7 F1 G0 & A7 37 A41g H, qH@ AN
IMo TTHHAAIZY AZAT, TTFATTIAT HIT
T2 AT, 37 7N FY g #7
F 99 @ faar g wmaww
gamAT & f& w9 ® S gea 99
gAT H3q W &1 779 § feafy farg
AT Rl g, W oA "R &
72 M WEF a1 qHAT B, A
3 fzamers FHEaEr AE W Fe
Tz gt A1 1 feAwHs & @
qFAT 2| IUFAA I FT IT T
gt & Femar sAE & 8% g
fom @ & 3z ¥ frr mm g ag
afqganiz & A7 {1 ud Jaresy
g avaw ¥ fox 9 W oW
FHA 99 @ € ag 99 T qv
T, 3@ U AT @A R TEW §Y
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T T @R ) FEaEr ¥
I Jadd 9T §3F 991 @aq
gafeqs @ w0 W maEfost
F 10 fa7 v faoer & arge ¥ 7
faeelt ogwy € AR oW gans wss
qT %1 frcware #3 fear smr @)
wafayr ficgkare fear s & 5
SRIN WILH T WIFMET g WUAT
o Fat At 10 @ oaw
faeelt & AEF ar AT IUF I EATE
WSS I qgAaT & 3T Ag § fF
W A ATHET T @AY mTOE
Wz F § ) ety § wwmar g
f& o FE = sgET @ AT
faQdt o & @mi # qfqEre
F W owy, dA@r flEm #@Y
FOAAT F AT Gr g, s wafEq
F O Aifom A ST W P
ofifafs Sggm@ e {39 gew
¥ 59 T A9 @9 AEar g )

st fedz o9 99 @ § W@
fedz & @@ gwmEF st TSEIOEn
Wi ¥, 9% q9 AR H UEEN
FE & ¥ TR FT AT G
W & ¥ agg ar "wEEr 4,
SR SEF THEST FIH  @T 9T |

stqAo atx (A1) @ FEATTR
IFT FET AT

st Yo g0 wew : ey, gW AE
¥ @9 ¥ 79 @ifwd | § s
g f@ oo R AR WA
frear dY g g T WerRIR g
Ffe W @ ¥ TE.

ot AR S@@ i
visTRe g T |

: GHART

o L~
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st dto uHo wew : fyw fa =w
MIA AN AT AT IEF g Tqd
F TEARET gHe fag @ ;T
IAF! qgiyed ¥ g ww famr wany
QIAATCI FT UF qIX AT FF w9
F qF TAT 97| IGH SN FET &
f§ ¥ Qa1 gww Foa fom ¥
AR geE ¥ sm w1 oA i
foad fF g9 39 93 F qETaEr
P 57 T@ I &1 S T9HET § W
g a6t ®Y 8FW F GTHA A7 G5 )
§Y IT7ET ¥ o Fgrd | F awmar
g T S A1 ey 6 9T
T F gEa H, o 1 g
¥ oY WY EwA E T g W o
¥ @ o7 ooy adl @ wen F A
zafar & fox ama sfd JdEw
¥y wug &N f& TaerEe &
@ fedz & 9w W F AT WX
ST G Z A A G ORI AW
1 W Z WA FA IAR TEL
o4 TG H AT 19 AR J9 3T F
g St Wt wETT W dEm H § 9w
o @1y aEl ®Y @ ey 5w
AT FT HSTRIR 1 831 |

1600

gafrd & gu@ar g f5 ag o
AW Al g ¥ AT I 4§
afcormy faser sifed 5 fash avar oy
& am ¥ § adr afew aru wfa-
fieq g UAT FIE gTE FT T
&1 fawree oifed 9K a7 e o
& frepret 7@ 9 A1 fa=me g gew AR,
# ag =mear §

SHR!I ARJUN ARORA: Madam
peputy Chairman, a very important
question arises out of the statement
made by Mr. Hathi and that question
is who were the organisers who gave
the Delhi Administration the assur-
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ance and the undertaking that there
shall be no violence. They were obvi-
ously not able to keep their promise.
I want to know whether the Govern-
ment, the Home Ministry, has tried to
find out why and with what aim in
view they gave this false assurance to
the Delhi Administration and whether
any action is contemplated against
them. From the whole show another
question arises, who were the finan-
ciers? Obviously big money was in-
volved in organising such a huge
demonstration and maintaining the
demonstrators in four or five camps
for a number of weeks, because the
people did not come all of a sudden
on the 7th of November. People were
brought slowly for weeks together.
Six or seven camps were run and in
those camps all the inmates were fed

on Halwa, Puri, Tarkari and Achar.

Who were these financiers? I am
told that Rs. 25 lakhs were collected
for this demonstration? Who were
the donors? Who were the colleciors
and what was their aim?

Then, Madam, repeatedly it has
been said that a few days before the
7th November itself special trains
were run to bring the demonstrators.
Obviously special trains are not run
without the knowledge of the Rail-~
way administration,

SHRI M. P. SHUKLA (Uttar Pra-
desh): Even the ticketless Sadhus
were taken without any detection by
the Railway staff.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: This is an
additional thing. Obviously special
trains are not run without payment.
It should be the duty of the Govern-
ment to find out and tell the House
how many special traing were run to
bring the demonstrators, who paid for
them, and why, as Mr. Shukla has
correctly pointed out, severe steps
were not taken to prevent ticketless
travel by demonstrators.

Then, Madam, a number of people
have been arrested. The Delhi
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Administration has only been giving
the number of people arrested. It
should be the right of this House and
the country at large to know how
many people have been taken under
nreventive detention and how many
people have been arrested for specific
offences. There was arson, there was
looting, there was heating, there was
killingg So a number of specific
offences were committed. We want
to know how many people have really
been arrested for specific offences.
While I am opposed to preventive
detention and those who have been
taken into preventive detention will
obviously be released by the Govern-
ment sooner or later, those arrested
for specific offences should be put to
trial, There is one big reason for
lawlessness in the country today that
people commit specific offences, they
are charged with specific offences, but
then they are not put on trial and no
convictions are secured. Political
pressures, expediency and convenience
lead to their being released without
trial. I think I have the support of
this House and the country at large
and even the Members of the opposi-
tion, who have faith in courts, when
I say that those arrested for specific
offences in connection with the
November 7 incidents should be put
on trial, and then much will be proved
and much will be disproved.

There has been a demand for a
judicial enquiry. Mr. Vajpayee for
whom I have the highest respect
demanded a judicial enquiry. I per-
sonally feel, Madam, that in a case
like this judicial enquiry will produce
nothing. Judges go on evidence. This
is not a case in which we want some-
body to judge on evidence produced
by two sides. I also want an enquiry,
but I want the enquiry by an agency
which will go into facts and find out
and unearth the mystery. Judges can-
not do that. The worst crime of our
times has been the murder of Presi-
dent Kennedy in 1963 and an enquiry
into that crime was entrusted to a
very high judicial authority, Justice
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Warten the Chief Justice of America
Bul the Warten Commuission eport
has produced nothing new and the
Warren Commission report has not
unearthed the mystery behind the
Kennedy murder Similaily if there
15 a )Judicial enquiry on these dis-
turbances, no mystery will be un-
eatthed and the real culprits will go
scotfree even after the judicial
enquuity I urge upon the new Home
Minister to appoint an agency of his
confidence and his choice which should
go nto the-whole thing, collect evi-
dence, unearth the mystery And that
1eport should come to this House and
to the country at laige and we will
then know which are the mysterious
forces behind this episode

Obviously the whole thing was pre-
planned XKerosene tins were with
jome demonstrators Kerosene n the
country 1S not easily available It 1s
never available 1in the Parhament
Street Somebodv had brought them
[ am told that people had cloth bags
on their shoulders, and those bags
wele not contaiming halwa puri for
Members of Parhiament, they were
containing biickbats aimed at Paiha-
ment House and othe1 buildings Now
the whole disturbance and the wviol-
ence bemnd 1t were pre-planned We
should be able to know on authorita-
tive basis who planned this violence
Mr, Hathi's statement 1s obviously
silent about 1t

Then. Madam M: Bhupesh Gupta
said many irrelevant things, but he
was very correct when he highlighted
the atlack on Mr Kamaraj’s house I
know fiom an eye-witness that the
people who came to Mr Kamaraj’s
house were pre-detetmined people
who came to burn him alive They
first entered Mr Raghuramaiah's
house Then the leader of the gang
caid, ‘“No, no, no, this is not Shri
Kamaraj’s house, let us leave this
house’ They left that house and
went to Shri Kamaia)'s house So
.obviously there was somebody behind

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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these disturbances who wanted parti-
cularly to haim our Congress Presi-
dent  The Goveinment should be
powetful enough to find him out and
pumsh him

Mr Ata] Bihar; Vajpayee 1n his elo-
quent speech yesterday pleaded inno-
cencte for Jan Sangh Madam, I am
told that Swam: Rameshwaranand,
whose speech undoubtedly sparked
off viclence, 1s a Member of the Jana
Sangh group in the Lok Sabha I hope
one member of Jan Sangh 1s as good
as another and Swam: Rameshwara-
nand is as important 1n the Jan Sangh
as M1 Vajpayee

SHRI D THENGARI Is Mr Arora
as good as Mr Kamaraj®

SHRI ARJUN ARORA Why not?
I hope Mr Thengari also will become
as good as Mt Atal Bihar: Vajpayee

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN You
please wind up There are many
more to speak

SHRI ARJUN ARORA Everybody
has spoken from 15 minutes to 55
minutes and I have spoken only for
5 minutes

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Every-
one need not speak at length

SHRI ARJUN ARORA
everyone

I am not

I feel there 1s a great deal of con-
fusion about the responsibility of
maintaining law and order m Delhi
Who 1s responsible? The Delhi
Administration o1 the Home Ministry
of the Government of India” I want
to know whethet the Plime Minister,
the Home Mmister or the Government
have ever applied their mind to this
question as to who 1s responsible for
mamtenance of law and oide:r in
Delhi, whether 1t 1s the 1esponsibility
of the Home Ministry as such or of
the Delhi Adminmistration The com-
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mon-sense conclusion is that the pri-
mary responsibility is that of the Delhi
Administration. But we find strange
things happening. Nobody in the
Delhi Administration has been touched
by anybody, no action has been taken
againsl anybody in the Delhi Adminis-
tration. Nobody in the House has
criticised the Inspector-General of
Police of Delhi; nobody in the House
has criticised the District Magistrate,
the Deputy Commissioner, the Chief
Commussioner, the Lieutenant-Gov-
ernor of Delhi Administration. If
they are not responsible for the main-
tenance of law and order, why is this
big paraphernalia maintained? Why
are they kept if they are not responsi-
ble and the dispute is only whether
the Home Minister or the Home Secre-
tary 1s responsible. I personally feel
that it is the primary responsibilily of
the Inspector-General of Police of
Delhi. I do not know who he is but
he is responsible and he should have
been sacked. I want 1o know why he
did not discharge his duty. There is,
of course, the big dispute about the
Minister-Secretary relationship. That
dispute has been a perennial feature
of the Government of India. There
have in the past been dispuies bet-
weeny Secretaries and Ministers.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Not of
this kind.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: Not of such
an ugly kind. But there were Sec-
retaries like Mr. Venkataraman and
Mr. C. C. Desai, in the Ministry of
Industry and Commerce and at one
stage they became so powerful that
the Ministers whom they did not like
had to go. And ultimately what was
proved? Mr. Venkataraman was con-
victed of a corruption charge and Mr.
C. C. Desai has become a businessman,
possibly a corrupt businessman.
Every time we sacrifice politicians,
every time we sacrifice elected rep-
reseniatives of the people who become
Ministers and give a pat on the back
of bureaucracy, we are endangering
democracy. We are endangering cor-
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rect®political practices. We are only
strengthening the hands of bureau-
cracy which has never fared well.

A lot has been said in this House
about the resignation of Mr. Nanda.
I would have been personally happy
if Mr. Nanda had made a slatement
in the Lok Sabha on his resignation.
That is the right of a Minister. But I
find that after 1956 no Minister has
made a statement in the House after
his resignation. If T remember cor-
rectly,” Mr. C. D. Deshmukh is the
only Minister who, after his resigna-
tion, made a statement in the Lok
Sabha. That practice should be
restored,

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL
(Gujarat): The only honest man.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: The Prime
Minister should be generous enough
to give every resigning Minister—and
of course, there are not many who
resign, people stick to their posts....

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA:
very difficult.

It is

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: The Prime
Minister should be generous enough
to give everv resigning Minister the
right to make a statement. And then
if the House wanis to discuss it, if
the House wants to question it, it
can do so. Because that democratic
practice which exists in Britain has
been given the go-by since 1956, it
appears that M. Nanda had no other
option but to release his letter to the
press.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
very sorry. You have to wind up.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: Just two
more minutes. Mine is going to be
the briefest speech in this discussion.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
need not imitate anyone else, You
can be very brief and give more
substance. )
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SHRI ARJUN ARORA: I am geing
to be very brief.

T"-2n, Madam, in these disturbances
Sadhus played a unique role. I per-
sonally feel that Sadhus are an irres-
ponsible people, people who run away
from their responsibilities of civilised
life. It is wrong to bring them into
politics.

AN HON. MEMBER: Yes.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: It is abso-
lutely criminal to bring irresponsible
people into political life. 1 must
say

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: That is
the cow.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: ... that
Mr. Nandg is amongst those who wel-
comed the intrusion of Sadhus into
politics. He made that mistake and
by chance, he has paid for it. But
others have done it on a larger scale.
Mr. Nanda only organised the Bharat
Sadhu Samaj in the hope that Sadhus
will become responsible to the coun-
try, become alive to the needs of
the country and do something cons-
tructive. They are incapable of do-
ing so. Now, irresponsible people,
people determined to break demo-
cracy in this country, brought
Sadhus in larger numbers and we
have seen what hag happened.
The intrusion of Sadhus and the rais-
ing of the cow-protection cry on such
an occasion is a sign of revivalism,
of obscurantism. That is the danger.
Jawaharlal Nehru all his life tried to
train our people in thinking on
rational lines. Now obscurantism,
revivalism, is raising its head and
instead of adopting a scientific atti-
tude towards things, many of us, for
political purposes utilise Sadhus
and cow. Madam, I am not against
protection of economic cows. But 1
think civil liberties, the fundamental
rights of the people and the feelings
of one section of the people, when
they clash with the feelings of a majo-
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rity of people are importiant. The

majority should be tolerant and not
try to exp'oit cows for political pur-
poses. Madam, this practice.....«.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Arora, please wind up. You have
taken....

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: I have been
interrupted so much.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
have spoken far too long. Please
wind up. I am calling the next
speaker,

SHRI ARJUN ARQORA: One or two
sentences and I am done.

This practice of using Sadhus for
politics is a dangerous thing. And no
responsible person should try to bring
Sadhus into politics. Nobody who
has a rational appeal in view should
try to go and worship Sadhus publicly
and they should not try to distinguish
between one Sadhu and the other. It
was strange that socon after the
November 7 disturbances everybody
in Delhi who counts went toc one
Shankaracharya to distinguish him
from the other.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
They can go to the Pope.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: It is dis-
graceful.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Nobody objecied when you went to
the Pope.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE (West
Bengal): What happened on the 7th
November was the sight of ugly re-
action raising its head against the pro-
gressive forces and against the tradi-
tions of liberal thought and liberal-
mindedness that the saner sections of
the people have been cultivating for
years in India. It was a blunt and
naked expression of revivalism and 1
should say, naked expression of re-
actionary obscurantism and revivalism.
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Madam, it is no use rubbing one's
eyes and waking up in assumed
wonder that such a thing should have
happened in the Capital of India. As
a matter of fact, it is the ruling parly
circles who, in spite of their protes-
tations, have been rearing this ugly
monster in their laps and in their
midst. And because they have reared
this ugly monster and nursed it and
kept it alive in their midst, therefore,
this ugly monster often raises its head
in these horrid dimensions.

3 rMm. .-

Madam, it is no use saying that they
did not know about all these inci-
dents which would happen in Delhi,
As a matter of fact, we have been
finding for the last few months that
certain circles in the ruling coterie
have been ftrying to assist in the
revival of these obscurantist forces.
Some of them have been assisting
directly. Some of them have been
assisting indirectly, and I say that
those who indirectly assist in the re-
crudescence of the revivalist forces,
they are no less guilty than those who
come into the forefront to encourage
these reactionary forces. They also
serve who stand and wait. These
Ministers and Deputy Ministers and
Secretaries have also served the re-
actionary forces though behind the
screen,

Madam, even now we find with
shame and regret that persons trained
in libera] traditions of thought, per-
sons educated with European orienta-
tion should go to Jagadgurus for ask-
ing blessings al their feet and for
taking prasad 'at their houses. I need
not name the honourable person who
went to take prasad in the house of
Jagadguru Sankaracharya, may be of
Sringeri or may be some other thing.
Every one knows that. It was out in

he Press. You have also seen it.
When the Jagadguru came to the
gates of Delhi then there was a pro-
cession of high dignitaries.
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SHRI C. D. PANDE (Uttar Pra-
desh): Madam, may I just for a
moment intervene because it 1s a very
objectionable reference. Ours is a
secular State and the people here are
free to have their faith. As a State
we do not go to anybody but if some-
body has some faith, surely he has
the liberty to have it. When His
Holiness the Pope came here our Gov-
ernment, our Prime Minister, our
President went there. That did nrot
mean that they were showing faith in
all Pope believes but a respect which
is his due. We want to go to show
our respect to eminent leaders of
religion. Simply by going there he
did not become a Christian or unsecu-
lar. Similarly, Jagadguru Sankara-
charya was one of those whom he
visited. Many of us had visited him,
not I, but many others. (Interrup-
tions). I am sorry I could not go.
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SHRI ARJUN ARORA: He is a
member of the Reception Committee.

SHRI C. D. PANDE: Madam, no
reference should be made to any
Member’s religious faith so long as it
does not encroach on the State.
Names should not be mentioned like
this.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I think
Mr. Pande’s observations are correct.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: Madam
Deputy Chairman, I have not blamed
anybody. I tell you, Madam, that it
15 a question of man and man . ..

SHRI C. D. PANDE: I know what
you are referring to. Why do you
and your party worship Mao Tse-tung
as your God? He is more than God

to you. Your garland him. (Interrup-
tions). You worship him....(Inter-
ruptions). -

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I can-
not carry on with the debate like this.

SHRI C. D. PANDE: You belong w0
the Chinese Communist Party.
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SHRI A P CHATTERJEE: I do not
know whether Mr Pande regards the
cow as his mother. But I pity such
children of the mother cow . . .

SHRI C D PANDE: You are a2 Red
Guard. A

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE. .o
we have seen the children of the
mother cow on rampage 1n the streets
of Delhi.

SHRI C D PANDE Shame on
you

SHR] A P CHATTERJEE. I re-
member the sayings of Swam Vive-
kananda who was not a lesser Hindu
than any of the Hindus here. When
somebody went to him for the purpose
of cow protection, he looked at that
well-fed man who went to him for
cow protection Do you know what
Swamiz said to him? “You seem to be
a very worthy son of the cow. You
are 5o anxious for the purpose of pro-
tection of the cow that you are not
doing anything for the protection of
the orphans, of the children who are
dying of starvation, for the protection
of those who cannot have a singie
drop of medicine, who are dying in
their mothers’ laps i1n the villages”.
These children of the cow are not
more Hindu than Swanmu Vivekananda
I think these are the petsons who are
really a blot on our secular society.

Madam Deputy Chairman, we have
been hearing some observations in
this House They say that secularism
means that we should have a combi-
nation of all religions I have pever
heard such g definition of secularism.

Secularism 1s not a synthesis or a
combination of religions.
SHR] AKBAR ALT KHAN: We

have respect for all religions.

SHR] A, P. CHATTERJEE: 3ecula-
rism in the State means that the dig-
nitaries of the State, the Gove nmen*
in the States, must see that one parti-
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should not be shownp any favouritism
whatsoever. Religion should ke root-
ed out completely from the fisla of
public ife This 1s what 1s secularism.

SHRI C D PANDE No, no.

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE It s a
pity, Madam, that in the present age
one can be so obscurantist and .o be-
hing the century that we can go to
one Jagadguru or two Jagadguius or
a naked Naga whom we saw i the
procession I the Connaught JPluice
Flowers were showered on  these
naked sadhus I wonder at the sense
of decency, at the sense of decorum of
these sadhus who came naked arg of
the persons who showered fHowers
upon them Yet, Madam ] can urder-
stand the 1diocy of those who go to
take blessings at the feet of the
naked Nagas, I can understand the
idiocy of these people Bul ] cainot
understand the attitude of the high
dignitaries of the Government I
cannot ynderstand the attitude of
the dignitaries of the Cabinet going
for prasad and  blessings to the
Jagadguru

SHR] C D PANDE Maidam
Deputy Chairman, 1t 1s wrong ol hum
to name (Interruptions).

SHRI P N SAPRU (Uttar Pra-
desh): He 1s hurting the religious
feelings of a commumty ( Inter up-
tions)

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE: [t s
one thing when an individual goes
but when an individual who 1s a
Minister goes to the Jagadguru, he is
not going in hig individual capacitv
He is still looked upop as a Minister.

SHRI C D PANDE A Mimnster
too has a religion of his own (Inter-
ruptions)

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Ordet
order

SHR1I ARJUN ARORA- Madam.
it should be pertinent to find out
whether the Ministers went there
official cars or in their private cars.
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THE MINISTER OF FOOD, AGRI-
CULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOP-
MENT AND CO-OPERATION (SHR!
C. SUBRAMANIAM) Madam, it is
wounding the feelings of everybody.
I am proud of my tradition I am
proud of my spiritual tradition Who
can say that I am not an Indian or a
secular Indian 1f I am a Hindu?
I am proud of those people who
speak

SHR] C D PANDE What about
his worship of Mao Tse-tung?

SHRI A. P CHATTERJEE The
cow has been looked upon by Swami
Vivekananda and Raja Ram Mohan
Roy and by all those liberal leade;s
of India (Interruptions)

SHR] ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
How has he become the followe1 of
Swami Vivekananda overnight?

(Interrup.ions).

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
order

Ordea

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE: Madam
Deputy Chairman, I was , therefore,
pointing out to you that it is not &
question of paying lip service to ,e-
cularism, It i1s not a question of
merely saying that I do not support
the demonstration

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Mr
Chatierjee. what are yoy speaking
on? Please come to tha demonstra-
tion on the 7th November.

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE- | am
speaking on the Delhi Demonstration
of November 7

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN Your
time 1s runmng out If you have to
say anything more on the subject, you
say 1t

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE You
will kindly agree that I have been
more Interrupted than anybody
else

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN That
1s not the point.
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SHRI A P CHATTERJEE ] will
try to finish I was saying this that
this Hindu revivahism—yes, I will
accuse 1t this way—this revivalism
of orthodox Hinduism that is being
nursed
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SHRI C D, PANDE. You are fol-
lowing in the footsteps of the Red
Guards of China You are a Red
Guard

SHRI A. P CHATTERJEE
in the ruling party is being done only
for their own pernicious ends (In-
terruption by Shri Bhupesh Gupta).

SHRI C D PANDE' We will take
care of yoy also You, too, are in
danger from your Chinese friends,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order
order (Nowsy wnterruptions),

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE: 1 am
saying that this very disturbance
among the Congress Benches shows
that the mask of hypocrisy has fallen
from their faces when they said that
they aie not with the Delhi1 demons-
tiatms Now the mask of hypocrisy
is off thewr faces and 1t 1s clear that
the fangs of the furious and ferocious
beast of communalism are now ap-
parent from the faces of these inno-
cent Congressmen who ale now rising
to support the Hindu revivalism in
the fashion 1n which they are doing
now

SHRIMATI C, AMMANNA RAJA
(Andhia Piradesh) Why does he say
all that?

SHRI A P CHATTERJEE: 1 say
that certain elements i1n the ruling
circles were assisting the communal
revivahsts directly and windirectly I
have given some instances of indirect
support of revivalism I shall now
give certain instances of direct support
to ;evivalism Look at the circular
that was issued by the Home Mimstry
on cow slaughter. Every sane man—I
am rot speaking of msane men and
there are 1nsane men outside and in-
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side—or scientific man has expressed
the view in the country that the ban-
aing of cow slaughter is uneconomic,
is unscientific and yet the Home
Ministry sent a circular against the
provisions of the Constitution,
against the judgment of the Supreme
Court that you cannot totally ban
cow slaughter. Now Nandaji issued
a circular from the Home Ministry
that cow slaughter has to be banned
in al] the States, I am nof sorry at
all that Nandaji has left the Ministry.
After leaving the Ministry, everybody
becomes a hero or tries to become a
hero. T am not holding any briet for
anybody but what I say is this that
the Cabinet responsibility is there.
“There must be indivisible cabinet res-
ponsibility. If Nandaji has gone, as
the Prime Minister js here, will the
Prime Minister gssure this House that
she will withdraw the circular issued
by the Home Ministry?

HON. MEMBERS: No,

SHR] A. P. CHATTERJEE: If she
does not do it, if the Government does
not do that, then I wil] say that the
<{Cabinet is hand in glove with the re-
wvettonary trend of thought  which
found its ugly expression in the
streets of Delhi, and which found its
obnoxious expression in the files of
the Home Ministry because if the
files of the Home Ministry are to re-
main untouched then I will say,
whatever you say, whatever platitudes
you may utter, you are really the
criminals, you are really the persons
who are guilty of the arson and
murder which took place in the streets
of Delhi on the 7th November. It is
yvou whp should be in the dock, who
should be brought to book and I am
quite sure that the progressive forces
of India will not tolerate this obscur-
antist forces which are either in the
open in the streets or hiding in the
bosoms of the Ministers. We have
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We fight for our living, when we fight
for our democratie rights, you issue
orders under the Preventive Deten-
tion Act or under the Defence of India
Rules, arresting us but why against
these persons who were trying to dis-
rupt the life politics and the life pub-
lic in the city of Delhi orders under
the Preventive Detention Act were
not issued and why the Railway
Ministry allowed special trains to run
in which these naked sadhus came to
Delhi? Why the Railway Ministry

again comes forward and says that
the railway accidents are due to
sabotage when even the Defence

Headquarters have said that it is not
s0 and the Police have sent a preli~
minary report that the charge of the

Railway Ministry that it is due to
sabotage is absolutely false? Why
should the Railway Minister lay

charge of sabotage when he could
not protect the railway passengers,
when according to the report it is due

to the neglect of the Railways that
hundreds of passengers died? Why
the Railway Ministry ran  special

trains in which these sadhus came to
Delhi asking for banning of cow-
slaughter. ‘These are the persons who
are really guilty. It is no use finding
them guilty, it is no use saying that
the persons were misguided who got
lathi-charge in the streets from the
police, They are the guilty persons
the guilty persons are there before
you and they are there in this Hcuse.
They ought to be brought to book
first, We have slways found how
actually persons and persons are lrea-
ted. We have seen it. The students’
procession is coming on the 18th
November and two Members of Par-
liament have been arrested under sec-
tion 107. It is unprecedented. Sec-
tion 107 is only attracted against
goondas and habitual offenders and it
has been invoked against Parliament
Members and Rs. 25,000 in bonds have
been asked from them. Look at those
Mundhras and blackmarketeers and
hoarders who commit crimes against
human beings by taking away the food
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-of the people from their mouths and
these people, when they are broughtto
trial before the courts, the courts give
them bail, personal recognition bails
and now under the orders of the Home
Ministry these Members of Parliament
are being asked to produce Rs, 25,000
of honds. They should have released
on personal recognition, I believe they
are more honourable than the per-
sons who are bringing them to trial.
They are more honourable than those
who go and seek prasad at the feet
of Jagadguru Sankaracharya.

The Delhi demonstrations of Nov-
ember 7 have laid bare a very deep-
rooted disease in our body politic.
“The root is not down, the root is up,
it is a peculiar kind of plant, it is the
communal plant whosé roots are in
the air and the air is in the air of
the Cabinet Secretariat of New Delhi.
Unless we can cut down those rocts
which are fiourishing in the Cabinet
of New Delhi, we cannot do away
with the communalism in India
and unlesg we do away with the
communalism in India our India
will not progress. We of course
assure you that as far ag we
Opposition Members are concerned,
our Party is concerned, we are dedi-
cated to the uprooting of commurna-
lism anqg we shall see that the com-

" munal forces of reaction are rooted
out from this country. That day is
-coming.

THE PRIME MINISTER (SHRI-
MATI INDIRA GANDHI): Madam
Deputy Chairman, I am glad to
have this opportunity of saying a
few words. It is always a little amus-
ing to see some Members of the Op-
position being swept off their feet
by their own arguments and elo-
quence. Much of what has been said
has not been relevant to the question
which is under discussion. I want fo
confine myself to those points which
have been raised, many of them, by
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Shri Gupta. Some of them relate to
Mr. Nantla’s letter to me and hig state-
ment to the Press at the time of his
resignation. 1 might inform Shri
Arjun Arora that Shri K. D. Malaviya
also made a statement after his resig-
nation in 1963,
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SHRI ARJUN ARORA: He did a
correct thing.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: 1
want also to inform him that it was
certainly not my intention to prevent
anybody from making a statement
and in fact I would like to urs: :hat
we should observe that conveution
that if a Minister wishes to make any
statement, if a Minister resigns when
the Parliament is sitting, it is much
better that he makes a statement on
the floor of the House rather thap in
the Press.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL:
Such an event ig very rare,

SHRIMATI IND.RA GANDHI:
Well, we happen to be discussing
such an event. This was the conven-
tion before. I think during Speaker
Mavalankar's time Dr. Ambedkar
made such g statement and that state-
ment was shown to the Prime Minis-
ter as well as to the Speaker of the
House before it was made. And I
think the same procedure was follow-
ed at the time of Dr. Deshmukh’s
resignation, and I personally think
that this 1s a very good convention,
one which we should follow.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I hope
the first to come will be from Mr. S.
K. Patil,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order
order.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: Yoy are
allergic to Mr, S. K, Patil, it seems.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
Apart from being a healthy conven-
tion fop us to accept this sort of pro-
cedure, 1 feel that it would enable
us to keep to certain proprieties.
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In his letter Nandaji has referred,
for instance, to a Cabinet Jiscussion.
Now Cabinet discussions are secret
and they are not recorded; only the de-
cision of the Cabinet is recorded ang,
sherefore, I do not think it is proper
tor me t¢ say anything about 1t even
though the impression given may not
be absolutely correct.

Madam Deputy Chairman, it 15 not
my intention here to join issue with
Nandaji, or comment in specific terms
on some of the observations which he
has made. I feel also that he has
perhaps made these observations at a
time when he was under a great men-
tal strain, and I do not think that
his letter reflects the totality of his
experience of working in  Govern-
ment. As hon. Members are aware, he
has been a Member of the Cabinet
since 1951; he has held different port-
foliog and he has been closely con-
nected with the formulation of our
policies in the economie, social and
political spheres, and it is difficult to
believe the impression whick his let-
ter has created, of his deep differences
with the policies of Government and
implementation of those policies, with
the performance of Government., It
is one which he would really not
have conveyed, had he given more
thought to the matter in calmer
moments. His letter as Home Minister
was written to me on the 8th Novem-
ber actually, and his resignation was
not accepted till the next day—that
was the 9th November.

SHRi A. P. CHATTERJEE: Docs
it change the situation?

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: - It
does a little bit; yes, because he was
still] a Minister. -

Now in his letter there were cer-
tain observations and those have been
remarked upon by several Members
who have spoken; and they were re-
garding a civil servant who' was
working under him., Now this also,
Madam, is a departure from certain

t
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responsibility of the Government, for
whatever the Government does or
does not do, is that of the Minister
concerned, and it is, I think, a con-
vention also that we do not either
praise or criticise a Government ser-
vant on the floor of the House, be-
cause it is not possible for him to
reply for himself.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: But he
has criticised you,

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
One by one, let me come to that.
Anyhow, the responsibility lies on the
Minister, not only in name, but it is
a real responsibility; that is: while it
is the duty of a civil servart to put
hig views befere his Minister, whe-
ther right or wrong, to give his own
assessment of g situation, it is for the
Minister to accept that assessment, to
accept those views or not. That res-
ponsibilify is always the Minister's
regardless of whether it comes up in
Parliament or not. (Interruptions).

As for what has been said about me,
I do not know what hon, Members
expect me to say on the subject. Ob-

viously, while Shri Nanda
was in my Cabinet, I gave him
my fullest co-operation; I mean,

there was no question of withholding
cooperation.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: This is the
disputed question.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Well,
it is also the privilege of the Prime
Minister to take certain decisions.
Shri Nanda has mentioned two speci-
fic cases, something about his wanting
a particular junior Minister, and also
about his views about his Secretary.
I do mnot think it is proper for me
to go into details except that it is for
the Prime Minister to judge in what
manner and with whom he or she
can function. It is for the Prime
Minister to choose his or her Cabinet.
If somebody does not approve of the
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policy or the manner of working, well,
there are ways open. 1 do not think
I can say more than that.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: The door is
also open for everybody to go.

(Interruptions)

SHR] BHUPESH GUPTA: He was
not given the tools, he says.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Well,
the tools. 1 did not accept the sug-
gestion which he had made regarding
his Secretary and of his wanting to
have a particular junior Minister
under him. Now the choice of a
Minister cannot be considered on
personal likes and dislikes but in the
- larger picture, and the same holds
true of the choice of Secretaries. It
is true that the Minister should be
able to work with the Secretary he
has. Although I have mo mind to go
into this question, here I might take
the House into my confidence by say-
ing that when Nandaji felt strongly
about this, T had agreed to make the
change. But there are certain proce-
dures to be followed. Somebody has
to be found, and if that person is
moved, somebody else has to be found
to fill his place, and so on. And all
this takes time, and as we were fac-
ing difficult situations in different
parts of the country, that also caused
the delay. So I do not think that at
any time 1 was guilty of withholding
confidence from Nandaji, and 1 am
very sorry that he got this impression.

There were some, and among them
Shri A. D. Mani who branched off
into many things which were uncon-
nected wity the' resignation and the
happenings on the 7th. He talked
about our explaining devaluation to
the country. So I may just also
branch oft for a second amd say to
him that I. naturally, cannot speak for
my other colleagnes, bubp I personally
did speak about devaluatlon several
times a day during ell my tours. I
toured during the period immediately
after devaluation in Andhra Pradesh,

]
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1 had a very big meeting in Madras.
I toured in Kerala. I went to several
other States—I do mot remember all
the names but I dig it at every single
place; I talked about devaluation not
only in passing but in very great de-
tail. Mr. Mani is normally a very
great believer in what appears in the
newspapers, but on this occasion he
seems to have slipped up. (Interrup-
tions).
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SHRI ARJUN ARORA: He
only his own newspaper,

reads

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: Now
there was one extraordinary sugges-
tion which was made by Nandaji,
which I must refute with great em-
phasis, ang that was that his exit
from the Government had something
to do with his campaign against cor-
ruption. Now this is an astounding
suggestion. Shri Nanda knew very
well that his campaign against cor-
ruption had my fullest support and,
in fact, that of the entire Government,
and 1 can therefore only regret that
he should have made this extraordi-
nary charge.

Now much was said, Madam, re~
garding rational thinking and mother
cow. Noy this is a3 matter which I
have been facing in every single Gene-
ral Election since we had our very
first General Election. It has been
one of the major planks used against
my father in his constituency and,
therefore, this whole campaign is not
new to me, and I did point out to the
people who came to see me in this
regard that it was very strange that
their concern for mother cow came up
only at a particular time, that is,
every five years. Incidentally, one
did not know, was not aware of any-
body, in the intervening period, ask-
ing that anything should be done,
Now it happens that in our Constitu-
tion, in the Directive Principles of
our Constitution, we have mentioned
the protection of the cow, and animal
husbandry, and <o on, and we hold to
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that, and it was in that connection
that Nandaji had written to some of
the Chief Ministers, No circular was
issued from the Home Ministry, but
he dig write to Home Ministers to
look into this matter. I might also
gay that

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Did he
consult you?

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: He
did consult me and 1 thought it was
right that he should have sent this
communication to the Chief Ministers.
At the same time I do feel jt is a
State matter and it is for the Chief
Ministers to look into this themse]ves.

There is one other point which I
have to meet and it concerns this sub-
dect ang it is I think, an important
point which has bcen touched upon
by some hon. Members. We are
aware of the terrible drought eondi-
tions in Uttar Pradesh anqd Bihar.
We know not only that there is hard-
ship which the people will suffer, but
there is the greater hardship which
the animals will suffer. I think all
those who are interested in the cow
might try to do somethin: about the
sufferings o® the cattle of the pea-
sants in Uttar Pradesh
The Government iz doing what it
ran in these drought-affected areas.
Obviously where it is a guestion of
human beings and cattle, human
beinggy must get preference and they
will get preference.

AN HON. MEMBER: And the cattle?

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI: I
know the people there are concerned
about their cattle. I may tell you
that because ] hava visited these areas
and I have seen tow very deeply
these people are concerned about the
plight of their cattle, But those peo-
ple outside who have funds to orga-
nise such tremendous demonstrations
and to bring people from far-off cor-
ners of India, could divert at least

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

and Bihar.-
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some of those funds for the purpose
of looking after these cattle which,
as some hon. Members have sgaid, are
roaming in the streets here.
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I am sorry—not for this, but for
what I have fo say next. I happen
to love animals. I love all animals
Those of us here who claim to have
special love for the cow do not ex-
tend that love to the cow whrn it %
hungry or sick or when some cruei-
ties are practised on her. Unless we
change this attitude 1 am afraid this
stogan of protecting the cow rings a
little hollow.

Madam Deputy Chairman, I plead
guilty to visiting Shri Sankaracharya
nere. Why did I go to him? Not to-
worship but I went to him because he
is a person of great scholarship. I
had also enguired whether he had in
any way been mixed up with or hao’
even remotely encouraged the demons
trations which have taken place. 1]
was assured that he wag not for such
demonstrations, that he did not be-
lieve in religion being mixed up with
politics I did go to him and T had a
most interesting conversation with
him—not about cows.

SHRI A. P. CHATTERJEE: Did you
take prasad?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Yes, let
us hear that.

SHRIMATI INDIRA GANDHI:
Rational thinking does mot mean that
one does not talix to people because
they happen to belong to a religion or
because they have a_certain reputa-
tion I fully agree.with those hon.
Members who have said that there s
a great deal of superstition in this
country. There is a great deal of
obscurantism and there is a great deal
which we must wipe oft if we are 10
go ahead. But at the same time we
cannot sweep away what is good B
our country that has given strengih
to the country, things which are good.
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we have produceqd great men, men
who have been of high thinking, men
who, I believe have value and it is
Zood to meet them and hear their
views on certain things. One does not
always agree with things that one
hears. But a person of scholarship
hag always interested me and 1 think
it is part of the duty of the Head of
the State to keep in touch with all
shades of thinking.

1 think I have covered al] the main
points which I had jotted down. Now
I would like to go hack to the ques-
tion of Shri Nandaji’s resignation and
say how unhappy I am that he should
have resigned from his office. I have
known him for many years and have
worked ip close contact with him in
and out of Government. I sincerely
hope that his help and advice will
continue to be available to me and
to the country evep though he has
ceased to be a Minister.
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Sl

A aaag g fr T & ag
F W W AT A ZAT, WAL FAT
F W, T gEr ar W gfeal A afear
SIS & AT WAAAEL FT | T K AT
AT AHIT AT GG T TS 39T AT, T &AW
qr, T FI5 qFE 91, T F13 977 197
T QYW v O F 7R et Tet
T IT A FI g1 & ? 59 fA qe-
Al &1 gz A g B Ifgu S @
14 e FY fegaee F3 fF qady a1
St 3 F—FAIEF "RT Fogq
FET & &2 wow deafey a7 fwar
@AW S wrArfAat gud &1 AT
JEY § —ITW TG FT HA @
fo waewm Y fFe o & A ax
qaTg FI TE, 9% H 7 IR TF TG
TEY HAF TG, AUAW KT 71 547
e g 5 3 ag g Y gvET wEE
TFea BRI e S fr g
g3 39 FA™T AN |

e arq @t K FgAT 9A1gaT § 98
ag & % =9 99q w9ar 78 & % 9 w7y
AT FIT &1 WAL BT FIH-TAEL Ziar
AV FE 93 98 i F {9Q 37 a9y
TEET F w0y arn & fao sy
AIET H} 975 gl A WIS I Fal
¥ A F HAT T | F2T aF H S[rIaw
g 39 ¥ FISH-EATT AL T 9 o0 Y
QT MU f& FH-TART &1 T9AT W
¥ § a1 AgY | 92 vea ORET qug ax A
ST g1 T a1 AR § W JIRHT G
g, AT GIAT g1, FATS, A1 g1, TAT
# A7 wrar | =g foo o wE e
FAFWA FTAT & AL OF H=OT FI F AV
QI F T T HHIEA B AR

[17 NOV. 1966 |

demonstration near 1732
Parliament House on
Nov. 1, 1966

If ot & qre @ AFT ) R g

* {YF qT AT 19 &7 | A 909 qTHA
Afam i gmm afr AT F I O %

G AHed #1 AFA FT aTa7 A3 4T
T TAHEE F1 A ITH IIT BT ITE
TRA &, STH AFAZ BT, ITF fT7 A
AT &1 YA HAT 92T ¥ 1 59
fow & ag gumar g fF o gdr gram §
FE W FIHEATX TG gEAT  I9g
TS TR grar at B T fga sy
Fgar & fF gw SwEr ag &9
g da@T ®We § 1 T
W F AAY qg Aar B Ir SEa
A 9 gAT ARAATAT o q3%g fowar
T | fF STg 9TE % 9% W AHARTAL
FT WTaT AT ! A5 3 ¥ 9"g L W
T § WA HAST FT 98 FgAT TG
¢ fr Baedin mmas &1 sy fean
Ter fFaT | @rg wwTe O & amar ?
FAGT A AT AT YA AT A ST AT
AT 7 &[r ! Ff FAar )
a% fag W a7 ot foede @
oR F¥ g ¥ &gr ar % F@w
T e s anw ¥ 1 w4
AT AW 2 aF7 § FF I warfaeA
F T I Ry &1 3§ fau e
X & % wa8 ST gqar [e 1 ag Iw
Fhadafid 330 yweaz @ §
FameEg d IINfr e g i fF
"% %1 g9 9% JaraaT 7 ¥ fug
THTA AT ar Ry a7 |

ua ASq IO avg a7 & AW
1Y FgAT TEATE 43 7§ 8 FF TFma b
g i s g & Fe afs 1w germadr 31
# AT oA w7 X vy § {6 afeqs
TN R W dELT A ¥ ¢
fafreet 4 @ & asT AT 76 foeray
FY a7 & L anfedi ¥ I E vy v g
fea @ &8 I3 w31 05 A8 ooy
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[0 meT e MAT)
o O 97 § form ax W &Y agm
qed, a1 FEEd #3|
orar T fR ag W g wfew dfew
Y & 9T 7 AT ATE TG AT A1
f& ag g fea &l | e €9 a1
¥ 71T g § 9w G, f QW 2w
F AHA FT IIE FE FT AW A 7
AT F q9 18 ATOG T Gr g 1 9 18
Famq g fraar welg wme |
I Y gew § oo # Nt 25w d
f& q o qaR F ¥ A AT
faenfoat 1 oz 7Y & f% a7 =y
W FY AFATT FE | AAGHAA Y-
¥eq F1 gvaa 7% | 39 fag F%
OTET wTEeT WY IR g1 a7 I At
Faesafm A i1 W
g w1 fawdr aqie grft @t 3w &y
farsir aale gy

' & guwar g T ogi 9% @ ol
FT AT & 77 IS AT AT AL |
WY T W T qRF WAfaew F
AW 9T 9Ig FB Fg ST 20 TEL
T @Y 39 W * AL T | I7FT =y
& HAHT | TEAAHT FTOF 1€ TG
fasaT | ST W AT AT | gEAE
FI AT ToH1 HT A AT AT | 7
ag 7 & B & ooy agq ifaw frar
W ST G F1 qg FwI7 v g
F 3g I H 79 fewmr w1 @1% $3 5
W FET ZIAT &7 ALY & 1S €A AT 7T
et 8, R astamer g ? fem W=
wig foey greer § ar frd) gvadt ® 1
Y g AT FX TFA & | 19 q7 IAH
fog o3 IEq & qHEAT {6 arAw
. fear @ f 3 e &g 1| 5T gF A
BT § § IR gEL I F AT -
feai & a1 35 & E St agw wATEy
T SAHT &F A5 G § | qEEHTT Fidl-
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Fredtegma g fau §145 Fg awmh
gar % frw & 1 Fiedegem St aa &
9 AE |TAAT AT | T THR AT
g @1 wFar ? F guwan g i -
WA AT AT AF| g &S
awgd & faars § 97 w9gs &1 qg
qEY § A9 9T F A IART FEN-
T HT AGET A 7 A0 1 FH 7
mrefadl ¥ 48 &g §F7 & A FAT ¥
¥ fraee w3 a%ar g fF g oo Aagdr
FF T WHTCAT I 9T € & | 9%
wifrerd | deede @t 98 YA HAA-
AT § 95 BT & 1T § qgf WY SET-
BTT 13 T qra=Er &0 & vy § ) W
HiEar g g 6 q3g 3 v
2 fomray ot 99 FE § 99 I AT AR
TR AT AT X 1 I FEA 3 Fa

g @TET MX 9T FLA § 39 & a1
AT ATSAT | TF FFIAYT T 3 g g
2T =7fay; eeara & oY TETE iy |1
T AUET & TAH & 1) § &7 a Fgar
|TEAT § 1 UF 9 199 § A AT AE F°7-
FT 3 a1 H IFNA1 07 & RIS am
=g 4 5 s qurg 3w fafaeex
gl 1 qen gud 18 v ag v fergeam
# forr =T gt wmafaa &1 9997 g
&gl 7 q5ar § fAsr woq fawrgr @

* foper €Y T A4 T wRET S 31, f9m

#1 feeet fawmm & =ov faard &,
qyes feard = & | maw i o
YT g1T A wIAd KT AEA °F
a1 frdt FY ;T IERT g ? e o #Y qa4v
aFdres ? A wAd § fF ardar wr |
eI FXA a1l § 59 grAT § q3fw =i
garr  Sr4 YA W owahs w4
W e WA FAT RU TG IT 1 A
urd, g T aear ST qig AwTS 7 9 ga
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|1y A § A9y qAv Aq0iew | qrfa-
fermdigmasasaagig i fm ¥

g ATaT g1 IAHT AT @A A1fA
©oTt 29T F e #§ §4 Sfwae
T & i ag 99 dre A A A A
T AR wx fgwmma w3 W
w97 1T F T TR Fgd § IAHT a8
99 F 7@ I | A7 e g8 78 A
fr 3faxr ot & @ gu d Rt +t A
A 9 39« FT W 3T | @ TF Tg
aqr 7 = fF 3w F1 qFEE g ATATE |
gafeny & ey oar S § o FAT =qTRAT
3 M T A T FE HAF F FFL
& 7z fadr I aamg 9y 9@ 7 &y
9§ iR g a4 9g qUs
WS F1 99 T FeHA 3 | AfFA FW
ALFR H 7@ I BT A3 (&G TGN

atfex #§ & sw S ¥ ARaEr
AT FEAT AT8AT § | “THo ro fag
ez ' Tq G FY qTHd T@l g fF
To Mo fag FT 39 g X @ TF |
gg g3fTar ¥ o @ gur g fw A
TEF F1 AT F1 T o Fo fag R FA
FIE | Tefo Yo fag & a1 ? vk F32
§ 3= & gamk fog wrfeer goora & S
T =BT 5 § 9¢ IAT 94T 9T & AfF
Ig & wd yg @ Jg fE ;&
feg ST B g fomaw d
T qETE FI & | FIFFT FHer 2T Sy
AR Al § 17 R F R &
fag @& o dro fag WY ¥ Ravma &1
AT & s et & 52T § FAT S1EAT
g fF ot & & Fr R 7wl
gu=T frs grar e agrgd & fog ?
dEW 9 W9 X FF AT THr Y TF
T W F} 9 9R s@ § @9v
gan g Y {wT e #%@1 § f5 we
udo ' fo fag A wTd F &
At 3% A § qE€ O F A |
-
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& 0t 7z vra< & wafws ag g fF oo
o fog @1 A T W TET A0,
SATeRTs 7 WY 0o dro fag FT AT,
TG qAT & A, 7 TG F A |
fort fer & wrerft %< Tw F1 qFEE
AT ATE g S &Y IuHT R av
ATCAT &Y 59 gTI9 # fely w1 s Adt
ST AT | 5T <7 ST F7 LeHe | g,
e st &1 e &1 W% T o udo
qto fag &1 aew faaT stq 1 wifwa gAY
T ¥ g5 T famer & qufow § wefe
FOT g fF a8 @8 Iux & fo@e
F& 7 o7 awAt # gww F¢ faar
|

g # uF ax fe & Fgar §
fr fegemr 1 s & fa frgeat
F AW F A9Ed FT qOHTAT F
fere, st #1 s & fore, wam-
Tl Y argoea fowah & fae, qEw--
UM A & 9 S 8% 9% fag @
T 9T 3y &9 wmer 3k oo
T &7 FEC AT M FT AT 999
FUT GHIAATAT 9 qLT @A f2@qrey
EREARE ottt I S (G
& fF g AW Fo w1 fag g
T an 7 fah ag i A A g
Tgt famn mav 5 a7 3 gwn @ €
TN Ag I A fAqam W& ?
TiE F g 39TE fay W F1€ qoA aTAT
TE & | AT 1T I JSAA AT A FET A
fe frwa +0 s s v @Y Wl
TIT 7 & 7 ATEl B g1 T TS
T a¥ g gf & 7 wewrr AR AR
AR I &7 ST JIAEAT AT AT B
F ¥ qA1g § 9 fF aw=g ¥ g gg
At faraa @I #7 T 96 FT FRY
T ARy G AEHET ! AT Lo Ao H A
BRI #fY sezwT o, »welt g ¥ar-

) FOeOHT &7 frow F fag weeg =l
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aqffeqq gfafew &1 Tedqmr fwar
afew o fral #7199 & wET
& T I ASHMAT 747 | qT 5 AT T
a 9T, 30 9 ey fx rardFn &)
Farirag & & adg #F owAW
a2 @ & W& ey 7 el <l & forer
faem #3723 faamr & 23 & & @I
forar ST | AT FH Y FH F R
wifrw F Y | FUT TER ¥ FigF
fe ag @77 &7 uwE WS A Hw W
arfe waar 9 @ ag 3% g | 9%
g de ]

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN (Ngmi-
nated): Madam Deputy Chairman, it
is very unfortunate that in this dis-
cussion we have, some of us, indulg-
ed in attacking religious heads. This
is very unfortunate because it does
not lead to clear thinking. To some
people the Shankaracharya is a very
great man. To others the Pope is a
very great man. And there are people
sitiing 1in the Opposition to whom
Mao Tse-Tung or Lenin are such lea-
ders. I was in Moscow, I was in
Russia, and 1 want to tell you that
I have never seen in any country in
the world such worship of a man as
the Russian worship of Lenin. So,
each one in his own place and it is
not for us to get excited over some-
body else worshipping his own Guru,
when we worship our own Guru in
our own way. It clouds the issue.
Even such g quite person like Shri
C. Subramaniam got so excited when
Shankaracharya was attacked that 7
almost thought that he was behaving
like some of the Members of the Op-
position, shouting, gesticulating and
S0 on.

SHRI M. N. KAUL (Nominated):
Four of them. We are democratic.

SHR] G. RAMACHANDRAN: That
was an unfoertunate episode in the
whole of thig business,

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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If the Prime Minister were here, I
would have asked her a question and
I will take it that she is still in the
Chamber and ask a question which
somebody else can answer on behalf
of the Government, The first ques-
tion is, what shall we do with these
Sadhus? We have brought tilem into
the arena of national politics, created
a Sadhu Samaj and given them patro-
mage and so on. Ming you, I was
personally an eye-witness to the ant:is
of a number of them on that particular
day. There were a number of fe'lows
who were semi-naked with Trisuls in
their hands and they were dan-ing
and skipping like savages on the roads
of New Delhi. How dig they get.
here? Mind you there are lakns ot
them in this country. We have tw
reckon with them. We have pandered
to them. We have brought them up.
Now, they are asserting themselves.
I would have asked the Prime Minis~
tey whether she would initiate some
suitable legislation by which there
would be a complete survey and scru-
tiny into the lives of these millions
of our Sadhus. How do they earn
their living? What do they do in the
country? How. can we deal with peo-
ple like them, who do no productive
work and are often vagrants and
vagabonds? Can we not establish
work camps and make them do some
productive work there for the people?
They have nothing to do. Most of
them are addicts of ganja and opium
and if you want to find out who con-
sume the largest quantity of ganja
and opmum in thig country, it is this
group of people. But mind you, I am
not making a sweeping assertion that
all gadhug are that type of people.
1 remember Swami Vivekananda,
Swami Shradhananda and others who
were Sadhus and who could have been
greater men In this country than
they? There have been many other
illustrious examples. I am not talk-
ing of them, but I am {alking of this
group of people who go about. You
do not know but at the slightest pro-
vocation, they jump at you with their
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Trisul. Violence is embedded in their
hearts. We will have to reckon with
these people. Something will have to
be done to make them not members
of the Sadhu Samaj, but productive
citizens of this country, doing some
useful work. Let us bring them into
State farms and ask them to work on
the land or do something like that.
Would the Prime Minister undertake
some king of legislation of that type?
'This is of the utmost importance.

Then, T come back to another ques-
tion. I am glad my friend, Mr. Arora,
stressed a certain point a great deal.
We talk of secularism. There are
fifty to sixty millions of Muslims in
this country. There are ten to fifteen
million Christians in this country.
There are others also. Now, they do
not consider eating beef as sinful
Then, what right has the dominant
majority community to compel them
to give up eating what they wish to
eat? Is this secularism? What will
the Muslims do? Supposing tomorrow
the Muslims start a movement say-
ing “Do @ot kill pigs in India, or do
not sell pig’s flesh or ham in the
‘bazars.”

SHRI ATAYL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
There is a world of difference. What
I want to say is that Muslims’ feeling
about the pig is negative, while
Hindus' feeling about the cow is posi-
tive.

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: To
you it is negative but not to Muslims.
To-day “Cow-protection has become
very negative, Tt was some time
baek positive, but today it has be-
come a damnably negative attifude, a
stick to attach a party or the. Govern-
ment I think the Prime Minister was
right when she said that once in five
years the duestion comes up before
general elections.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
1t is because the Government listens
only in the election year.

1298 RS—38.
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SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: So
do the cow protectors. Now, this is
a secular country. I remember what
Mahatma Gandhi said about the cow.
The cow is g poem of pity and he
said love of the cow, looking after the
cow, taking care of the cow is part
of the tradition and culture of com-
passion in India, But he would not
by compulsive legislation bring about
thiz kind of cow-protection. He said
again and again during his life-time,
“Let the Hindus plead with the Mus-
lims and let the Muslims and Chris-
tians and others who hold a different
view, be converted to this point of
view by persuasion” Shri Sankara-
charya  himself has now  said
that he does not want legislation
for this kind of thing. He is a great
Acharya of the Hindu religion. I am
suggesting, Madam, that in regard to
this particular matter what is at stake
is not compassion for the cow. ¥ do
not think any people in the world ill-
treat cows and bullocks more than
the Hindus of India. How often in
the villages have T not had to inter-
vene on behalf o the cow and bullock
being tortured and cruelly misused!
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4 p.M.
AN HON. MEFMBER: Not all,

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: Noth-
ing can be saig about everybody. 1Is
there a single point about which all
can be brought into a matter of this
kind? I am only saving, and this
has been said again and again, that in
no other country are the bullock and
the cow so ill-treated as in this coun-
try.

Some years ago, Madam, there was
a fantastic custom in the City of Cal-
cutta, the ‘Phooka’ system. You do
not know what it is I do not want
to speak about it here; then I will
have to disinfect my tongue. The milk
is drawn till the blood comes and
through a process of extracting milk
which is diabolical, and who did it?
Not the Muslim, not the Christian,
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but the Hindu owner. Finally
Gandhiji moveq in this matter, initiat-
ed legislation and stopped this kind
of thing, If I were convinced that
this thing is based on compassion for
the cow, then I would have a great
deal of sympathy, but compassion
must be shown in practical ways and
we do not show it in practical ways.
It is made into a political instrument
of action; that is what happened here.
This cow protection business has to
be very carefully considered. No one
protected the cow more than Gandhiji.
He started the Go Seva Sangh. Even
today under the Chairmanship
of Mr. U. N. Dhebar ihere is a tre-
mendous effort going on to protect
the cow, upgrade the cow, lift up the
cow. That is the constructive way
of doing it.

SHRI B. K. P. SINHA (Bihar):
May I put one question? The hon.
Member is putting the case against

cow protection by pleading that Mus-
lims do it and Christians do it. I
can assure him that there are Chris-
tians in Bihar and there are a lot of
Muslims and it is those Muslims who
are demanding, as Mr. Abdul Ghani
demanded, that there should be an
absolute ban on cow slaughter, and
they do it for good reasons.

SHRI G. RAMACHANDRAN: 1
have heardg this. My time is short
and I must go on with my speed But
I tell you, Madam, this is  simply
begging the question. What do I say?
I we can carry the Muslims with us,
if we can carry the Christiang with
us, God help us, and let us do this
but let us take care that we carry
them with us. I know many Muslims
who do not share this feeling. We
have {o take them with us. And do
you know who is today selling cows
across the border to Pakistan?
Somebody will have to stop it. It is
the Hindus who are selling cows
across ¥he border to Pakistan. If we

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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mean this business. truthfully, really,
then we must sit together and put
up constructive proposals and not do-
this kind of war-dance in the streets
of Delhi. They want to protect the
cow by killing man! They want to
protect the cow by destroying public
property. Is this protection of cow
or is this pure and simple vanda-
lism?
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I would only refer to one other
thing before I close. I think since
independence there is a very crude
revivalism of antiquated religious out-
look. Mahatma Gandhi was  pro-
foundly a Hindu, and I am proud to
be a Hindu, but Gandhiji's way of
improving Hinduism was by purify-
ing Hindus, not by playing ducks
and drakeg in this way with the
destiny of Hindu doctrines and the
Hindu way of life. 1 am afraid that
in independent India there is a subtle
support even from the inner circles
of Government, from the inner circles
of the ruling party and many others
concerned for this kind of a low-level
religious revivalism. This is one of
the greatest dangers to the Republic
of India today. L2t us turn the search-
light upon our religion, purify our
religion, get rid of superstitions in
our religion, take every ccustructive
step to build up our religion. In
that way religions can help each
other and strengthen each other. I
am not one of those like many friends
on the other side who think that
religion is the opiate of the people.
On the contrary I think religion has
been the vehicle of some of the high-
est cultural developments in history
I am not repudiating religion. I am:
speaking as a man of religion. I am
speaking az a man who knows the
value and the place of religion in
life. But let us not sidetrack religion;
let us not exploit religion in this
manner for political and party pur-
poses. This is what has been going
on and we must set our face against
it. Thank you.
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Deputy Chairman, I am glad that the
Prime Minister referred to the queg-
tion of relationship between the
Minister and the Secretary. If there
is one lesson which is to be clearly
drawn from Mr, Nanda's resignation,
it is that the Government should give
urgent attention {o this question. First
of all we must realise that so far as
the Civil Service is concerned we are
still working on the basis of the old
precedents. At present the control
over the All India Services is partly
in the Ministry of Home Affsirs and
partly in the Ministry of Finance.
This I think is an antiquated system
and has to go. The sooner the better.
In Britain, as the Esimates Com-
mittee has pointed out in its study of
the subject in a recent report that it
submitted to Parliament, the perma-
nent head of the Civil Service reports
directly to the Prime Minister on
major questions of Civil Service
policy and promotion. The important
point to note is that there should be
a single agency which should exercise
control over the Services, and this
centralised agency for personnel
management of the All India and the
Central Services should be placed
under a body which is independent
of any administrative ministry. The
defect in the present system is that
the control is distributed over two
Ministries. Under the British system
the organisation which they have
evolved is completely independent of
any Ministry, and they give a promi-
nent place to the head of the Civil
Service. In India the obvious person
to whom we can look as being the
head of the Civil Service is the Cahi-
net Secretary. He may nominally be
designated in that fashion, but actu-
ally he does not exercise that power
and that authority which the perma-
nent head of the Civil Service exer-
cises in England. I will not go into
details but I would invite the atten-
tion of the Home Minister to the
recommendation made by the Esti-
mates Committee at page 19 of their
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93rd Report where after a review of
the whole position they state:
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“As head of the Services the
Cabinet Secretary should be wade
responsible for advising the Prime
Minister in the matter of appoint-
ment of senior officers of the rank
of Joint Secretary and above. This
arrangmtment is expected to gene-
rate greater cohesion in the Ser-
vices. That should also ensure that
the Prime Minister would be fully
in the picture in the matter of
appointment of officers to key
posts and that inter-Ministry pre-
ferences and prejudices would not
be allowed to operate.”

Recently the Prime Minister passed
an order that the Secretlaries who
discharge their duties in the various
Ministries should be persons of the
highest calibre. In pursuance of that
policy, a system was devised under
which it was decided that certain
Secretaries were not up to the mark
and they were asked to go, Now, one
of the Secrctarieg has challenged that
decision and the matter is before one
of the High Courts. This in itself
shows that the present system is
defective. It is very odd to find that
after sp many years of service a
Secretary shoulq be declared ag unfit.
Surely, the system which resulted in
his promotion to that office is at fault.
There may be—very rare cases but it
should not normally happen that a
person who is selected as Secretary
should afterwards be declared as un-
fit. Therefore it is vital that the
whole question is re-examined and
proper methods, as are functioning in
the United Kingdom, are adopted.
And a central single agency headed
by the Cabinet Secretary should be
created and he should be responsible
for advising the Prime Minister. 1
do not think the present system of
having a Cabinet Committee consist-
ing of the Prime Minister, the Minis-
ter concerned and, I think, the Home
Minister, if I recollect rightly, has
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been an effective instrument in con-
trolling the Services.

I next come to the vital question of
the relationship between the Minister
and the Secretary. Now, as one great
statesman observed, it is the top rela-
tionship that must be solid, If the
top relationship is not working effec-
tively, the whole administration is
weakened. And as regards what
happened in Delhi on the 7th of this
month, the correspondence released
by Mr. Gulzarilal Nanda clearly
shows that there was tension between
the Minister and the Secretary, Now,
the organisation, which I have sug-
gested will, to some extent, remedy
the situation. But the important
point to remember is that thig rela-
tionship hag not yet been established
in India on a firm basis. We have
to appreciate the fact that the Sec-
retary’s right, in the traditional
phrase, is to advise, to encourage, to
warn and to be consulted. His right
is to advise and it is the right of the
Minister to accept that advice or re-
ject that adviee. That position con-
stitutionally wag correctly stated by
the Prim. Minister. But in practice,
personal equation always plays an
important part. I remember g great
constitutional authority speaking on
the questicn of the relationship bet-
ween a Minister and a Secretary put
it in the simplest possible words. He
said that the relationship should be
such that the Secretary should feel
that he is working with the Minister
and not under the Minister. I think
that in that short statement he
brought in all the ideas on the sub-
ject that have been stated by the
various authorities. The Minister, in
the first instance, has got to create
the feeling that the Secretary is equal
in the sense that he has a right to
advise. Of course, the Secretary is
patently subordinate in th2 sense
that the right of rejecting the advice
vests in the Minister, Now, T have
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read many  biographies of civil

servants and Ministers and they make
interesting reading and I wish that
some of our own Ministers read those
biographies. For instance, there is
the question of how a Secretary
should tender his advice, I remem-
ber Dr. Katju who is a very old and
good friend of mine, when he was
functioning as a Minister, told me
that the Secretary’s function is to set
out the alternatives and let the Minis-
ter choose. I felt that, perhaps, was
not a correct position and I consulted
authoritative memoirs. I |

SHRI B. K. P, SINHA: May I
remind the hon, Member that Sardar
Patel had read no such books and
India has not produced a Home
Minister like him, a great adminis-
trator like him.

SHRI M, N. KAUL: And I found
that tha view wag that the Secretary
must advise as {o which of the alter-
natives he proposes himself because
mentally it is not possible for you to
concentrate on a subject unless you
are prepared to advise It was report-
ed that Mr. Campion was advising the
Speoker and explaining the whole
position to him and the pros and
cons. The Speaker was very anxious;
he had to go to the House. He said,
“Mr. Campion, let me know what is
your advice.”

My hon. friend referred to Sardar
Patel. I know of one sentonce which
I had noted which was reproduced to
we by a British Civil servant at the
time of Sardar Patel. As we know,
Sardar Patel, in his initial days—his
daughter who is a Member here will
bear me out—wag working not only
with Indian officers hut also for a
time with British officers who ren-
dered him good, loyal service. And
one of thospe British officers once told
me that what he liked about Sardar
Patel was that the Minister knew his
mind and above all they were able
to gauge in advance what his reac-
tion would be. Now, that is the sort
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of feeling that a  Minister
create in the mind of his Secretary,
not that he is wavering, shivering and
vacillating. But he should give the
impression that he has a mindg and a
policy on various problems. And 1t
is then that the Secretary feels en-
couraged because every Secretary has
the responsibility of going ahead and
recording many decisions  without
consulting the Minister, He should
always have in the background of
his mind as to what the Minister is
thinking on the particular subject.

Now, there are Ministers and Minis-
ters, It is said of Mr. Themas who
was one of the Ministers in the days
of Mr. Ramsay MacDonald that in
the early days of his office he sent
for his Civil Servant and  said, “I
want to abolish unemployment, Will
you produce a scheme for me?” The
Civil servant said, “I will look into
the precedents.”” He examined all the
precedents and ultimately wrote a
note saying that there was no pana-
cea; no panacea had ever been found
for solving unemployment as a whole
at one stroke. The Minister pressed
the bell and sent for him again. He
said, “You have told me that it can-
not be done. What I want to know
igs how it can be done.” Surely, that
sort of Minister will never command
the respect of the Services.

There is another tricky question.
Some Ministers are in the habit of
sending not only for the Secretary
but for other officials also in the
Ministry. Now, that does not work
well in practice. It iz the Secretary
who is the principal adviser of the
Minister and the Minister should al-
ways look to him. It ig necessary
that the Secretary should so devolve
his work that he is in effective con-
trol of the whole department. I have
on another occasion commented on
the practice of having more than one
Secretary in a department. Some
British officers asked with regard to
the External Affairs Ministry and the
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should | Home Ministry as to who was the

Secretary in the Ministry. They are
accustomed to having one principal
Secretary. 1 think we shoulq revert
to the old practice,

Then there is the question of the
disagreement between the Minigter
and his Secretary. The Estimates
Committea of Parliament has several
times commented wupon and depre-
cated the sysiem where on important
matters the Secretary records a one
line note—“Discussed with the Minis-
ter. Such and such steps should be
taken.” Now, we know it from actual
experience, even from recent cases,
that notes of that kind have brought
the Secretaries and Ministers into
trouble. I recollect one case in Bri-
tain where a Civil Servant was re-
lieved of his responsibility because
he did not record his own reasoned
opinion and did not invite the Minis-
ter to record his contrary opinion in
a matter of importance. I think the
notes should be more carefully writ-
ten. It is better that the Ministers
should clearly record the reasons for
their important decisions, I remem-
ber Shri Jagjivan Ram once telling
me when he took up the office of
Minister in 1946. He went to Dr.
Rajendra Prasad for advice and Dr.
Rajendra Prasad told him, “Whatever
you may do, please remember that
you have to operate through the
Secretary. And, therefore, you should
not do anything which should under-
mine the authority of the Secretary”.
Now that important principle has
always to be borne in mind by everv
Minister.

So far as officials are concerned, T
have been associated for a long tim~-
with Parliament and I do feel
strongly that they have not vet
attained that standard which the civil
service has attained in England in s0
far as Parliamentary work is con-
cerned. It is one of the duties of the
civil servant in England to save the
Minister~—if T may put it in a simpla
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language—from Parliamentary diffi-
culties. But here in India—I will not
quote cases—sometimes statements
have been prepared for the Minister
which from the Parliamentary point
of view brought the Minister into
difficulties. Therefore, the civil
servants should always be conscious
of the fact that after they have ten-
dered advise the Minister has to come
ang face the Parliament wunattended
by anybody. We see that pheno-
menon every day. That factor has
always to be borne in mind. The
civil servants should frequently come
to Parliament. They should watch
the trends in Parliament. The civil
service has, to some extent, not
attained the highest standard, and
that is perhaps one of the reasons
why Ministers are not able to anti-
cipate and face Parliamentary diffi-
culties with the same measure of
success as, for instance, in  Great
Britain.

There is only one other point which
I would like to touch upon and it is
with reference to staff contacts. Prime
Minister Nehru had a very good con-
vention. Each morning, so far as
possible, he summoned all the senior
officers in the Ministry and asked
them to state their problems and
gave them the necessary directions.
These staff contacts, if conducted, are
very useful, but the one essential
condition for them is that the Minis-
ter should come fully prepared. It
is no use attending a meeting and
ithen generally asking questions of the
Secretaries who are present. The
Minister should be ready in advance
about the case and know the different
points of view. What the Secretary
wants at all times is direction and

that should be given in an ample
measure. Thank you.
SHRI 1. K. GUJRAL (Delhi):

Madam, I have heard the very learned
discourse of Mr, Kaul. I have also
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heard some speeches which have
addressed themselves either to
cow slaughter being justified or not.
But I think we must come back to
what happened on the 7th of Nov-
ember and it is that which matters
more in the context of the discussion
here.

I am sorry that cow protection as
a proposition wag discussed here in
longer details than the incident of the
7th November, I am not going to
draw myself into the discussion or
the '‘merits or demerits of cow protec-
tion because I think that on the 7th
November neither cows were protec-
ted nor the cause “of the banning of
cow slaughter was furthered. Un-
fortunately, like the old legend of the
Trojan Horse, a political cow  was
created that day and the  political
party which was mainly responsible
for the slogan is trying to get out of
its responsibility. I am sorry that
Mr, Vajpayee, who is unfortunately
not here at the moment, had chosen
to address himself to the task of
denying the entire responsibility on
the part of the Jana Sangh for all
that happened on the 7th November,
and my entire intention this evening
will be to try to prove that it is the

Jana Sangh and the R.S.S. which
were mainly responsible . . .

SHRI V. M, CHORDIA (Madhya
Pradesh): That is a  political
approach,

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: This is a
political approach because it was a
political agitation, because it was a
political party which is guilty ang it
is a political subject which must be
discussed politically.

SHRI NIRANJAN VERMA
(Madhya Pradesh): For political
advantage.

SHRI 1. K. GUJRAL: Political

advantage was taken by the Jana
Sangh and I want to prove that.
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SHRI V. M. CHORDIA. Therefore,
Wwe demand a judicial inquiry, Why
do you deny that?

SHRI I, K GUJRAL: Judicial en-
quury nto what? Enquiry into hold-
ing those people guilty who really
brought shame to this town and to
the nafion . . .

SHRI NIRANJAN VERMA Who-
ever 1s found guilty must be punished.

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: Whoever are
guilty are not far to find. If wmy
friend will allow me to proceedq I wull
point my finger at those people who
-were guilty of 1t and I will prove my
case. If I sit down without proving
it, then my friend will have all justi-
fication to ask for a judicial enquiry
if he does not feel satisfied with the
«vidence 'that I produce

{TaE  VicE-CHAIRMAN (Sur1 M
RuTHNASWAMY) 1n the Chair.]

Mr Vajpayee 1n hig very learned
Jdiscourse, Sir, tried to prove that the
Jana Sangh was not responsible Un-
fortunately in the Jana Sangh poh-
tics itself he does not belong to the
inner core He 1s himself in a mino-
rity

SHRI V M CHORDIA Question.

SHRI I K. GUJRAL because
the real politics 1s controlled by the
section of the R.SS. which 1s the
inner core of the R.SS. to which Mr.
Atal Bihari Vajpayee has no access.

Mr. Vajpayee in his speech here
has wmentioned that while he was
speaking on the platform on that
particular day, that 1s, on the Tth

November, somebody came and hit
him on his head, removed him from
the microphone . . .

SHRI V. M CHORDIA. Was it
from the R.SS.?

SHRI I K GCGUJRAL
4hat person? Whether that

Who was
person
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Wwas an RSS, man or not, I think

Mr. Vajpayee should understand that
1t wag the symbolic language of the
Rs.s.

SHRI V M. CHORDIA: Question,

SHRI I, K. GUJRAL: He was re-
moved from the microphone becduse
s voice on the mike was the voice
of sanity as his generally 1s There-
fare, all those friends of his who

draw inspiration from Nagpur and
not from the Jana  Sangha itself
wanted to remove him from the

mike.

SHRI NIRANJAN VERMA- Ques-
tion

SHRI I K GUJRAL: Perhaps he
might have seen to it that the town
wWas not reduced to that shame that
it was done.

Sir, the 7th November incident was
not an 1solated incident but this was
a culminating point of a series of in-
cidents 'that we have been facing for
Some time now, and I draw your atten-
tion to all that was done in Chandni
Chowk 1n March this year. Are my
friends 1n a position to deny the res-
ponsibility for all tha;y happened 1n

March? Can they deny that it was
enfirely engineered, sponsored and
done by the Jana Sangh with the

hand of R.SS > They did not demand
any enquiry then because they knew
that all those who were leading those
riots in Chandni Chowk in  March
were there to be seen

The second chain of the series was
Panipat

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
I do not want to interrupt my friend
but then we did not demand an en-
quiry because we were involved and
now we are demanding an enquiry
because we are also involved, Is this
logie?

K. GUJRAL No, my
I will come to

SHRI 1
logic 15 different.
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that, Unfortunately, Shri Vajpayee
was not here when I spoke about
that. If I repeat it I will be running
short of my time.

So I say, Sir, that in this very
series was the incident of Panipat
when Kranti Kumar and his friends
were burnt alive. By whom?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
On a point of order. The matter is
sub judice and the hom’ble Member
eannot be allowed to refer to a case
which is sub judice. Prominent
citizeng are being {ried in g court of
law, I want your ruling. That should
be expunged.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M. RUTHNASWAMY): What is
the point of ' order the hon’ble

Member is referring to? Is it a
matter before a court of law?
SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: I am not

referring to any individual. I am
referring to an incident which i{s not
sub judice. What is sub judice is whe-
ther A, B, C or D were actively in-
volved in that case or not, That is sub
fudice, I am not naming those who
were responsible, I am only saying
that this series of incidents have
been engineered by a political party,
and I refer to the Chandni Chowk
incident. I refer to the Panipat in-
cident. 1 also refer to a similar inci-
dent which ttook place in Udaipur.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Sir, 1 seek your protection. I repre-
sent a party whose members are be-
ing tried in z court of law for what
happened in Panipat. Now he is
referring to my party, and then he is
referring to the Panipat incidenit.
The case is sub judice, How can he
refer to it?

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: I
ke to submit again . . .

would

mm. s asstash |
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THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI
M. RUTHNASWAMY): The party

is not before a court of law. It is
individual members who are before
the court of law,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Individual members, members be-
longing to my party. What is under
enquiry of the court is individuals.

SHRI 1. K. GUJRAL: I have said
that and I will not repeat. This is =
chain of incidents. If I refer to more
of such incidents and address myself
to them my friends will get more
agitated because nakedness of truth
is stark for them and very shameful.
The Udaipur incidents are also in the
same series, And when this game
culminated on the 7th November, the
sordid, old history was re-written. It
has a history because from lthe very
beginning it was a foreseeable fact that
there would be violence, Is Mr.
Vajpayee denying the responsibility
that the Jan Sangh was one of the
very active participants in ithe
Organising Committeg that was form-
ed? He does not deny that, He does
not deny the fact that the Jana Sangh
was one of the very active participants
of the Gow Raksha Sammelan in
which the Jana Sangh participated
very actively, Their paper, Organiser,
again and again went on building up
the case as Shri Bhupesh Gupta
pointed out, On 22nd October in
Nagpur, a function was held which
was called, the Shastra Puja-worship
of the weapons. It was not the
worship of any particular person, it
was generally the worship of strength
and of violence. In his inaugural
speech—I am quoting from Organiser
of the 30th October—it was said:

“Earlier in his inaugural weapormn
worship, Shri Guruji said Puja was
symbolic of cultivation of strength.
The ancient Rishis had said that
strength was necessary for survival,
for success.”
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It you follow what follows, perhaps
you will be more surprised.

“Shri Guruji added: Once I told
a VVIP ithat strength was neces-
sary."

He proceeds and says:

“The VVIP was disturbeg by em-
phasis on strength I told him the
use of strength where it was un-
called for, was beastly, but failure
to use strength where it was neces-
sary was cowardly.”

SHRI V. M. CHORDIA: Against
Pakistan and China,

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: That is a
clue to the story.

SHRI D. THENGARI: You are
telling the same thing to the Home
Minister.

SHRI 1. K. GUJRAL: I am bring-
ing the same thing to your door when
I come to this, After Shri Golwalkar
had praised theg use of strength, the
case started being built up. I am
quoting from another weekly, called
‘Link’. One week before the inci-
dents of Tth November Shri Vijay
Kumar Malhotra, the Jana Sangh
Membher of the Corporation, speaking
in the Corporation itself said; I quote:

“A week before the outbreak of
the storm, Jana Sangh councillor
Vijay Kumar Malhotra had told the
Delhi Corporation that a revolution
would take place on November Tth
if the Government failed to ban cow
slaughter.”

Worship of the strength threat of
the revolution—it did not end there.
It proceeds and it does not end any-
where till the culmination comes.

SHRI NIRANJAN VERMA: Have

you heard about the French Revolu-
tion?

{17 NOV. 1966 )
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SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: The French
Revolution was neither non-violent,
nor strength was not known and
blood was shed but every revolution
when it is called a revolution does
not become a revolution, Every re-
actionary move is a counter-revolu-
tion and even counter-revolutions can
shed blood. Merely by giving a good
and great name of revolution every
sabotage act, every unleashing of
violence on the citizens does not be-

come a revolution or a praise-worthy
act.
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(Interruptions)
I am again quoting from ‘Organiser’:

“Shri Prabhudutt Brahmachariji
is on a country-wide tour calling
upon ‘the people to get ready to
protect the cow or perish in the
attempt. A big storm is gathering.
It is extremely rare in this country
for sadhus...... "

for whom Shri Vajpayeeji denies all
responsibility—

“who have renounced all worldly

interests—to resort to direct clash
with the Government.”

This is from ‘Organiser’ of the 16th
October,

SHRI M. N. GOVINDAN NAIR
(Kerala): What was the Govern-
ment doing when all these prepara-
tions were going on?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:

It is very embarrassing, do not ask
thalt,

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: On 16th
October this was the line that the

Organiser was taking. On 30th Octo-
ber the Organiser was organising the
worship of the strength and of the
weapons. On the 7th November all
that happened is there and to crown
it all, the trouble of Tth November
ou'tside the Parliament is unleashed on
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whose slogan? on Swami Ramesh-
waranand’s speech. Who is Swami
Rameshwaranand—a Jan Sangh Mem-
ber of Parliament, Even Mr. Vajpayece
does not den thatt Even Mr.
Vajpayee does not deny that he made
an irresponsible, provocative speech.
Even he does not deny that he called
the people to go and ‘Ghera dalod’
the Parliament and see that no one
comes out and it was that signal
which started the whole trouble.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
No.

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: 1t is a series
or chain of events—Guruji’s worship
in Nagpur, V. K. Malhotra’s speech in
the Corporation, Brahmachari's quo-
‘tation I have given to you and about
Swami Rameshwaranand’s speech on
that day, I have no access to the
C.B.1. reports or Intelligence reports

that the Government of India may
have received but from their own
newspapers and journals I have

-proved to your satisfaction, I hope.

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN {SHRI
M. RUTHNASWAMY): Not to mine
—the Chair. The hon. Member must

prove it to the satisfaction of his
fellow Members,
SHRI 1. K GUJRAL: The main

point is that the trouble is going to
continue. Even after the incidents,
the Organiser does not go and repent
for whatever they have done It
continucs, On the 11th November
again comes on the scene, Guruji has
not called off, he is not satisfied. He
.says further:

“I4 is not possible, nor profitable
for the Gurus and Acharyas to con-
fine themselves to their Ashrams
now and expect Dharma Hto be
protected and the disciples to be
protected and the disciples to be
secured for them. They will have
ta. I pray them, come out of their
Ashrams, leave ltheir ‘Asanzs...."
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This again is from the Organiser.
Therefore Guruji's call to the Sadhus
continues and evep if Mr. Vajpayee
ries to deny the responsibility for
all the Sadhus did, the hand of the
R.S.5. Sakas is there, It is a long
tale. We saw lthe R.S.S. hand in
1948 also when that dastardly act
took place. After that we were assured
that it was a cultural organisation.
It will only confine itself to culture
and then the Jan Sangh was formed.
Unfortunately into the Jan Sangh's
fold also some wise and sane people
like Mr. Vajpayee are there who now
try to give a cover to those sinister
designs behind which is the R.S.S,
hand and which is trying fto undo all
that this country stands for. The
R.S.S. has always been active. It has
been organising this t{rouble quite for
some time there and we have been
demanding from the Governmentt
again and again that the R.S.S. should
either be declared political or it
should be banned, Declare it a poli-
tical organisation because it interferes
in every political issue. Declare it
political so that the Government ser-
vants or the youngsters do not get
strayed away or led away in the
name of religion, Therefore I feel
that the Government at least now
will be wise enough to see that this
is not done any more,

1758

The Commumist Members there
have taken paing to say that they
think this was a wrong move, they
think it is 2 bad movement and they
want to dissociate from it themselves.
I wish they were true. Unfortunate-
ly, of late, particularly the Right
Communists, have taken a habit to
take advantage of every opportunity.
Since they take advantage of every
opportunity, when there is a cow-
slaughter ban movement, they want
to say that it should be banned. The
proof is this and when this Bill was
brought before the Metropolitan
Council of Delhi. Mr. Farooqui, the
Secretary of the Communist, Party of
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Delhi who was living in a hospital ! all that the Administration may have

with heart attack, whom the doctors
had told pnot to speak in the Metro-
politan Council, comes to the Metro-
polrtan Council specially ang there he
says—I quote:

“My Party was keen that I should
support this measure.”

This ig the Communist Party’s line
and this a gain from the Organiser.

SHR] AKBAR ALI KHAN: About
«Oow protection

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: It was a
Bill before the Metropolitan Council
for bunning cow slaughter, Therefore
instead of delivering the type of
speech that was delivered today by
Mr. Chatterjee or somebody else, dis-
sociating themselves from all these
things and accusing the Government
©of these things, they should have
hag the courage at that time also.

SHRI P K. KUMARAN (Kerala):
‘What is the point you are making?

SHRI I. K. GUJRAL: The potnt is,
my friend’s Party is always riding
on the band-wagon of popularity.
Opportunism is their main slogan.

SHRI P. K. KUMARAN: Attack-~
ing cow-slaughter?

SHRI I. K GUJRAL.
that you should have some consis-
tency in your line Either you
support the movement or oppose it
but do not iry to take advantage
both ways. Sir, T have said enough
about the role of the Jana Sangh and
the R.S.S. in this thing, but I would
like to say one word about the Delhi
Administration also. Unfortunately,
whether it wag the March incident or
ihe incident now, the role of the
Delhi Administration has not been to
our satisfaction I know that it has
always been the role of the Home
Minister—constitutionally given to
him-—-that he must get up and defend

I am saying

done, agnd not to recognise their
failures. He may not tell us what he
15 doing inside, but I hope the new
occupant of this high office, Shri
Chavan, will look into and also over-
haul the entire Delhi administrative
machinery, because we have found
that whenever there is a challenging
situation, they are not up to it,

Shr1 Atal Bihari Vajpayee made an
allegation about the dead body of
somebody. I hope the Home Minister
will take this opportunity and clarify
that doubt, so that we are able to
see the picture clearly, I say this
because, Sir, this innocent sentiment
of love for the cow has been badly
exploited by the Jana Sangh and the
R.S.S. and the emotions aroused have
been directed for their political gains,
and it 1s high time that their designs
were exposed.
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Nowv. 17, 1966

o <@ & i fF &9 e audy %
w% | @fag wq ¥ gEdr 9 v §
qq WY F FS WL Q@ AT § |
oET a8 qum § g ur F R
qRT &7 AFT F 9209 TR F fag
TF I THA E13 § | AR UHEE §
fs 98 w9 F e To AT gEag
o § 91 | Afs § oF a1F FgAr SEAr
g Hdl WERA ¥ W | UG 99 TG A
Ft fede oAy fqOdy weedi & g
& T afer F9 F wewl F U W
gregFamm s g fF GO geama Sy
TE Y ) 1398 W & fag Hfrw $T @
& 17 AZAA F G T WAL I TR\l
Tt SF T § gwrat agr a1 § 9w
fammr =TgaT § WYY FHG I Y
fr q& 7w § afeT 99 ft maw
¥ gz TEAg GaT I A AeRAd
forqe F3 T wAtAE agd R
¥ T WYY AT AG N @, WA G
JEIT AW § W FAw
F SFIT 7 w9 g1E F9R F fag A
T, A GO WA © X 39 A
e & dre ¥ e o fer G
qd & T4 F {7y T8 qUTE qeaTT
g9 STF Frg § ALY @ 7 | KA
ZdY a1 FT & A AT av 98 W OF
T & fang 2 5 T ag g
qEaR &1 =1 oferdie T S9F F1Y,
¥ ATER G MFASFT TG AT AT A
ITF TR T TAS FET W@ ¥ | AT-
fav gq am@ %S9 &w ATEd & H;irE
TEY Y 9T qrHA AW FY 1% fw ag S
TET q@ FH FT & ¥ o awer aw
FT aer frar wr € S wmad geAfas
et #Y qfa & foag dagm ¥ o gr
MresTfaamg. . .

=t wrfo Fe W?ﬁﬂ’ @315
T ?
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Y g73< Tag sardt @ g9 IR
T EET | ToeaE ¥ giwl W areR
€ wEE § (Interruption)
frgeam £ whm oF § ar frgmm
# g g AT & F17 ST I
¥ fadt & @ ga¥ Fi v IeEwr o
& oF ¥ 4T TF AL o9 oA | oy
FYE F FT TAATHT § AT & Wi 9T
Ra q¥ w3aw ™ | wfE g8 wW-
gfoai & 3@ 3w § s3d gu alwaw
¥ faq verdl & foo foviee § )
w3 @ a1  faw g § fr @ 7 Se
! T & e S Fiferer w7 "Ey
Prags @@ a1 Wt sy §
At @ & T g arfEe
W Iw g feca g & W
FIEAT  FT IAX A QAT ATRS §
R % A QAN 9 FTY AT A0
§ & woe A g & oo @ A
~yfiiEE & fa g W g T g
IR W FEAT FIg0 AR 99 A9
& fag ST Swam A T TR )
AT T AR F ¥ I §, OF 9HW
®T QAR & “‘FamiE’ | I Ao
¥ ayd 8 qrl@ & wwrae § dA
grare ¥ aos # o I Al
foar & 5 e sag F &9 A
FqUT F g ger il
g s fear 1§ 9w wET ¥
g1 A 48 SNER 99 ¥ 91 e
g ¥H a1 ¥ gAY W FT FEar & |
TITR I AT 97 § 1 &9 =05 §
f& 5 @I F GHmER F AT R
wIY gAr TRy | CF FEA HGAR
§ “fased” 1 waR AR ¥ e
R THo Fflo  TWEETHT AMER &
47 AR I F waEq 0 A § )
ot & 5 dwoed A, wefadl AR)
7Y AN A FEHTHTALS F T H AW

[ 17 NOV. 1966 ]

demonstration near 1764
Parliament House on
Nowv. 17, 1968

AT AT ITH AT F TR AT
TRITS) 71 U WHA F9 TF 777 3w
#Y frmg ¥ wpm @9 9T W AT
o »Y wed fagrdy it ¥ FEr @
feFre & R ax fF siw ot o o
q% & 9T AT & 99 a6 fF a8
Tferat 7Y ==t of AR SqF g &
ot A S qFF I AW T | qg
AAFT T ¥ AU JEqEAl F sy
AR T WY 00 § | a8 I
It & a8 wr ATy o |y e
#F wrawmsar g1 (Interruption)
AFT §F For afed wrod faederd
WHIG H AT ? qg @ AND wqqT
g | T & Fe ug ¢ e e a9
ATTHT V& T § w2 & § 99 @
o I A9 § @I &Y, g &7 wfow
F g, TG 9T § IR AT 9 9
o § @ wiw fewema g R I
ZAT FT T F g |

W Fegem g & ag IO
TR 99 @ &, a7 & % od9y
qT FTer ST 39 JTH A §, 9g I
7 QI FT WA AT, g JAH AT
& TR & F15 Afady Fex gt av
fFaagiamaraaaxF o 1 T
gl feq @1 e & fou Sufre
g 4 1 7 Y mgET s TR
F & fAu 9 iR 5w 3w A qE
TFE FIA FT a5 TF TUFT 97 | ATHA
oeT qe SuwT feved Far § AR AT
Iy ofomer o F37 § ) F A8
qfess Hifewr svtares griY @r 99d
¥ TR T9ES FOT W) qfeww F qA
HHT I T@AT 48 UF  Cheud
TSTH g1 AT 9 af e freY ot s
a1 § A1 oY TR a9 IR AR
arar ofgem daar g or fedrex %Fd
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[+ 7727 fag wardl)
¥ fau e awar @ w=fF W aw|
N AE F AT F WA FT AT
QAT @ ) A F ag FE TG
f& g w5 ofeas Aoy s
o ufeyad UNT § A2 TR 9H-
Argw 4G 0 wifge | z@ faw A
fderag 2 fF Far @@ & 1 &
fer g ST g WA Avfaat &y fe-
fog wodt ar s fa=rd #1995 F3
% fau sFag 9g fa #1 aqus 71 5T

;7

I ATA 20 ATOE FTTH TRET
& yW R [T uw T ¥ fag
gifas T F7 FAFT § W A7
¥ I AN Y B AT & ;v faar
2 | a8 919 SEW FIN IEE ¥ HqIA
qGIL F BOETE & | A § ag qEET
wigar g fF a8 aw #ar g fafaee 8
yafemr T wg & ? & s
£ fr g fafve awa #1 W dEy §
Few SorT Wifgq #R & =T =g
fed a9 SoIT & 7 a9 TE
& g9y ¥ § Afa fraifa s

ar Sgfefme TrmEd # a
1 gfafesr & fealEssr 0 &
QF O FET AT & A @g Ay
Figan g fr Afafew fewiarsr @
i, afF 7@ @1 arfl § WK
qC, AT AL BV qEH AT T
T IEIR T WS U AFGAT W
FA-AHHAAT FT WX TR BT
faar & wR AFWEd TR 9
w4 FT qqfq ad a7 g1 T F
IGHT A T AT A AT ATSIFIH
FIA ATElN AQUAAT B IATH G
# Ay frar g1 & agy g g
fF s @E wY W1 9 g6

[ RAJYA SABHA |

demonstration near 1766’
Parliament House on
Nowv, 7, 1966

# wafqEr W F aw W fysw
fef o sgfsfma wifai g
ST gwg & ffaw o= ami
My | fFaaT greeee R fvaa e
frvig fer 7 €, ¥ am@ 9n spfefirmer
TFEAT A q@r WSt ¥ aa fiyz
FIX ¥ WIH AL T §

T RAT IO g T W A A
T A FaATE TE & 1 TR AT
o ¥ fas  fafes gegame #
It F @ A OEY FIATIT T
vt & wie #t i aeqarer & At
qar Agt S feqAl aror &Y der
ft? o mogge & A F AR A
T X FB AL AANET TAT | TG
g A om0 % sy 5oy
™ ag w1 " Al #1 fomar
WX g7 @ A # fommd ¥ fexr
Faq vsfafrgmw 1 axw X
THEEY FET qGI T AT geI
AHY 5T ATy ¥ sgfsfowrer samady
FTET 9T arfe g9 19 Sqar
F G W WA A g Al
TR RYTHLAT qG 9% g 98
T A qIYHT TRIF AGF FAT 0057
® g A W ¥ fdaw wew
e a ot marfas s & wme A
@HFe 7 AT AR F oaEi #)
AAFEN FT T FEA F STA
F |

[Tee DeEPUuTY CHAIRMAN ip the Chair.}
®TFiX TgEiR fag degendy (qenma)-
fect Jzdw gifgar, e e
? o fafrex 9@ & d@r &
Tofaar § sarer o F@T A& Agar
Bl 7 arde &1 St amEm  gEv
g gna gmy g fF fag ada A,
e qaF §, gAIH ¥ wfeEt
3 W qWAT TAT. wFED ATOATE
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FAET AT § AT 9T AF AT
TF S WS BT AR g 6wl
g W off Werd St ¥ Fay fa
HE & HEIrQ ¥ s FHAS
Fr & foafad o o diw @
g1 W A Werd S igT S W
@ T gaF ¥ JNET & AarHl
I ey F FHA A qAF GO &<
fomimesTT 1 @ver 99 @ 91
Al gEed F TR A FTIET
T w1 o=t s famr st omw
g% faars ¥ a9 @ g

st wes fagy Tt | Asw,
qElT &1 W dasgfE™ g A
R S & oA g s
g W IW FT HT AT IC GATAT AGY
fagqr s Awar 21

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don’t
say anything about 1t.

g wWER (&g gwgend
# ogos &@ Tl g fF =
Figedi w1 ot o= femr war 4r
frad SmET & FEF 1 Taed o |
I3 AT 9T & § AR qHIAT AN
@l ¥ Twa @ A ¥ @
gr#y s fF fag 0% § &
= wrfaat # S9mr T S @
aTaF ¥ oTEy & .,

ot wear  fagrd e c Ay
#y wgr o1 gwar g fF fRm oW
ST YSH, Ug A9 WA g |
qeitga ® fawa & AW #1 Sr
Ty a7 g W [/ g

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Don't
refer to it. That case is sub judice.

[ 17 NOV. 1966 ]

demonstration near
Parliament House on
Novw. 7, 1966

1768

q@ER WA feg dwme
TAET & add w1 AR fFar T
g WEawm ar &

At wee fagy aravd @ g 9
AR I T

qER wER fag  dagent
S F F faafod § sAww *F
9 Y firga frar T §)

St wew fegrd gt S a%
THAT q TG QAT @ dF aF
T T wE o gEr g fF oS
g S

TR AR fog dwgwer o
FH 9 F geww A e
foqr T & g A FHAOW
a1 Wt far s @y wfaw
SEY &1 4 | ggF AR SWEY qrar
#r 7g W wifaw g f& =l a0
¥ Fm Aefa ¥ o7 gwen fear
IF AW weg @ oA faw W
I A agw feur oar AR ww
Q@7 & a1 WA CEEer & qm
T A oA g g fAw wmar
ar, fowr smm faar mr fw
/g aw T fegmm ¥ STA
[T & Q¥ §

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Now foreign embassies are being in-
volved. This is not a simple matter.

Madam, let him name the foreign
embassy. 1 challenge him,

SARDAR RAGHBIR SINGH PANJ-
HAZARI: I accept the challenge and I
request the Home Ministry to enquire
into the matter and inform the House.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Which foreign embassy is financing
this demonstration? Let him name
that Embassy.
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
' continue and please finish soon.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
He is maligning his own Government.

AR AR fig dwzemd
S g, w9 A Gar A E, S ¥ E
FE )

ot e fagrdt awady : awaTE
Aag s A afxg afa fw
gy Bt @ dar faar 2

awa T gae fay damnd
F4T)

ot mEa fagrt xiardr . am
wfag & ? = Mg 9 {, g
& oF WAt A ATQY wnar ar B
JEg A ¥ fawm ¥ tw faa
Y AT AT T F ATRY _A ) g
rafed 1 A w9 @

T WA fag aawd
g afag w0F ar gw W |y
AT AT

ot w27 fay awadt . w arfea
Llicl

A waiw fag dwgad o
g gifaq #FA & 7@ figar

st wea fapd @eedt oo
afeg sf@ f5 g fem wvn 3 o
LAl

qER WEAR fag 9sEad

iy gifed s F =T 197 ad
AT ) 9EY FW AT W 2

Parliament House on
Novw. 7, 1966

§ Q@ qg A9 AW ARAT A
fF o5t oET F1 TR /W W
ferg Tor = FTaw FAT ) SEW
FA9 F 3 fAq wel Fogar
HIT TATRE T AGIST Fq & AR
T & faafewr & A &1 g%
B FF JFGHET H TS T
W ITH qwE 9t fod IJudm,
Wl SqET TR AE FAT AR §
g goari ¥ e qard, W e
T W ¥ oag W odewr {5 oag
T gy, ag g Hifgd 1 i
frm AR A F@ w1 @ &)

¥ s wd wgm fas ad
g Fem f& @F W ogw @Y
ok e wi § swfre wid
AW wET A Y & | ST N
A o war g v omfaal &
Hqadz & @ SAF WA Aq A,
St I S I I C & B
TR A A ey o7 g1 gy s9a ary
Ty 9wy @fs R T Bl aOF
§F @ g g Fg G
§ Y AFEN g ST )

s§erd Wiz ¥ wgr fF o«
AT TRET & faewrfger ¥ gEEsr
fem mar R gwer feam war
g @ Ffr w=sr am g, AfFT @
T F) FHT a@ F fegam
wiee 9 A g9 &9, wfea
w7 & 1 7 @ faar aret
AT gFeel faar § 99 @A aned
IA & T FOE AR A
new &1 S&9T w4 & foy, wfEw
Y I FLT AN ALY g1 AT &Q
AT GF @ HiX gEy FA &
oy &9 F4, a8 T faw g
ey ¥ faafaq & 09 aF A
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wgq fFa) @@ 9, g " ¥
WET =1 g fad AR R, fama
¥ guy Mear &1 wwaws fan
P R g R H a9 W ogEr
¥ go dto F AfA, eI A,
qer w_w &1 Aify, faam oF-mmy
w€e F §g N ug wEer §; e
F ar ¥ fqr @9 W ¥ SO
S oAy g foew 12 @@ &
A LA WA, IART FIA ATAT |
feqdY u<da arfegar, § ag w= F=m
fe og weg & ToFm & fag
qfafesar @z &1 ¥ TReAT & gOA
T AFT TAFF  SOAAT %ng%rél

f& a7 gm fufrex aga & 9"
F AT 2FX F far ar felr #ix
F qg A% S afes w9 T
st fegea & wwR< defded & W
Fam, @t o afaferw o€t feg-
WA F AEA T @TF HAIT IGH!
¥ Il 99 F@& SR AT
Rl

o 3

o A FE A @R fF oy
@udas @9 ar fagge @
a1 FIATZ | AW AT FATAG FAT
¢ x Dfafers W@ &, 98 R
g fF qea & ofd, e & afa
feg@m Y ggaa F qder 07|
ety faae oedl TR @EeaF
g9 @ &7 AT ST AR ANATHRA
FUT faar w3 o fggwE &
fag dgax grm
THE MINISTER OF HOME AF-
FAIRS (SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN):
1298 RS—9.

[ 17 NOV. 1966 ]

demonstration near

1772
Parliament House on
Nov, 7, 1966
Madam Deputy Chairman, I have

heard this debate, a major part of it
yesterday, and today and 1 have tried
to understand the main purpose of thig
debate. I have partly succeeded and I
must say, I must admit, that I have
partly failed too. Some of the points
which the debate raised have been
very ably and authoritatively replied
to by the Prime Minister herself and
1 hope this hon. House does not expect
me to deal with those aspects or touch
those subjects again, particularly about
my predecessor, the hon. Mr. Gulzari-
lal Nanda, who is a very senior worker
of my party. He was my senior
colleague and he is also a very senior
and devoted worker of the country.
I find myself in a very embarrassing
position to discuss my predecessor
which I refuse to do.

SHRI AKBAR ALI KHAN: And
the Prime Minister has done it.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Mr. Chavan will always have to do it.

SHRI Y, B. CHAVAN: Yes; 1
always find myself in that embarrag-
sing position.

Let me say at the beginning that a
demand was raised at the end and
sometimeg in the middle of the debate
for a judicial enquiry.

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: May
I request the hon. Minister to move a
little nearer the mike?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: A demand for
a judicial enquiry was raised and 1
think 1t is much better that at the
outset T explain our attitude on that
point. I personally feel that it is
neither practicable nor desirable to
have a judicial enquiry into an entire
complex event that has taken place.
Naturally certain violent activities
have been done and those special
events are being investigated and
those who are found responsible will
certainly face the consequenres of it.
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[Shri Y, B, Chavan.]

But the major point that was rais-
ed was— I heard the hon. Mr, Vaj-
payee’s speech very carefully and
read the hon. Mr. Bhupesh Gupta's
speech and naturally I heard with
respect some of the speeches of hon.
Members on this side as well—which
party was responsible for it and
which party was not responsible for
it. This point was specifically raised
and I do not want to go into the
details of this question but, Madam,
there are certain basic facts which
are undeniable and those basic facts
are, firstly, who applied for permis-
sion to hold the demonstration. Who
was the individual who sought the
permission is a different matter.
There was some sort of Sarva Daliya
Sangatan, which approached techni-
cally for it but the point is, who
were the persons who took initiative
in these matters? Who were the
persons who were organising the
whole thing? Who were the persons
who were going round the city and
talking about it? It is important.
It does not happen that somebody
who signs the application and puts
it up before the Deputy Commis-
sioner will be personally responsible
for organising the whole thing. It
was such a big demonstration; it
cannot be undertaken by one person.
There must have been many persons,
organisations, their goodwill, their
strength and their aid and it is their
entire collective effort that really
speaking can undertake a very huge
demonstration of this type. Then
out of the parties mentioned here,
Jana Sangh was certainly one of the
major participants in this. Madam,
I was not personally present here
during that event and naturally 1
had to go by certain statements
made in this House and other docu-
ments that I could lay my hands on.
And one fact that stands out is that
the demonstration was going on very
peacefully till 1.30 and at that point
Swami Rameshwaranand got up and
made a speech which I think the

[ RAJYA SABHA ]

demonstration near 1774
Parliament House on
Nov, 7, 1966
hon. Mr. Vajpayee himself heard.
And what did he say? One thing

stands undisputed that the Swamiji
said, ‘why are you sitting here? 1
am driven out of this Parliament?

Why don’t you go and force this
Parliament to close down? Why are
you merely sitting here? Better go

and surround this Parliament and
see that Members and Ministers do
not come out of the Parliament
House’ and so on. And it cannot he
denied that he is a representative of
the Jana Sangh in Parliament. I
am only referring to the minimum
facts. That was the beginning of
the whole trouble.

SHRI ATAIL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
But he did not speak as a represen-
tative of the Jana Sangh, I spoke
after him and 1 dissociated myself
from the statement made by him.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Maybe; 1
am not contradicting Mr. Vajpayee.
But at the same time yesterday he
said that he was not allowed to
speak. He merely added two or
three sentences and the mike was
snatched away from his hand. That
also he concedes. But he did notl
say yesterday that he contradicted
what Swamtii said. If he says it
even now I am prepared to accept it.
If he says so, I am prepared to
accept his bong fides. You announc-
ed yesterday that you do not believe
in non-violence .

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Violence.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: T mean
violence. Because I am all along
a believer in non-violence, that word
has come {from me. I certainly
accept that with all seriousness. He
said that if it is proved that his
Party is doing violence, he will not
only leave that Party but he will
also go out of public life. 1 certain-
ly believe in Mr. Vajpayee's state-
ment, but on going into the facts of
the event certain facts stand out and
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atand out very eloquently. Now,
naturally when such a thing happens,
people will try to hold responsible
those who led the movement, who
participated in it, who organised it,
who gave all support, moral, mate-
rial and manpower support. Can
the Jan Sangh deny that they did
not do that?

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
We only deny that we did not
indulge in violence.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: This is
where I am coming to. A very
important and basic lesson we have
to learn from the Tth November
incident is this. People in public
life have to be completely divorced
from violence. I am talking of a

non-controversial proposition. All of
us believe that this country should
make progress and this country

should undertake all activities which
are completely divorced from vio-
lence. Everyone can follow his own
ideological proposition as he likes,
but the idea is that we do so with-
out resorting to violence. If this is
our basic concept and if it is agreed,
then it is the responsibility of those
who are undertaking such big demons-
trations to see whether they can
do that. It is not enough for them
to say that that was their intention.
It is very well known that good
intentions sometimes lead their way
to hell and this is what happened in
this particular case. My hon. friend
Is claiming that this is his philosophy.
Lakhs of people were allowed to
gather and then somebody said yes-
terday in another context that
everybody wanted to participate.
But when it led to certain conse-
quences, everyone wanted to run
away from the consequences  oOr
results. This, really speaking, is the
basic thing that had happened here.
Instead of going into the other things
in this debate, I would certainly
request all hon. Members to know
that T am here, as a representative
of this Government, as the Home

demonstration near 1776
Parliament House on
Nov, 7, 1966
Minister, seeking the co-operation of
all the political Parties and to
eschew all violent acts and agita-

tions which are
violent results.

likely to lead to

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You
ask for our co-operation, but your
people are standing outside to
shadow us.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: If they are
performing their lawful duties . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: 1t is
hypocritical.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: There is no
question of anybody shadowing.
Sometimes some people start sus-
pecting their own shadows.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA:
men are there lively.

Your

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: I am seek-
ing that co-operation.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You
withdraw them, otherwise privilege
will come,

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Regarding
the demonstration that is being
organised for tomorrow, we are not
against it. We are the exponents of
the students’ movement. I am my-
self a product of the student move-
ment. I am grateful to it. My pub-
lic life began as a student leader.
How can we be unsympathetic to the
demands of our students? They are
the masters of our destiny tomorrow.
Why only sympathy? It is our
bounden duty to look into their
demands. But then if some people
are trying to utilise them and use
them for their own political, what
shall I say, exigencies or advant-
ages . . . . .-

COL. B. H. ZAIDI (Uttar Pradesh):
Design.
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SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Well,
‘design’ is a better word and 1 am
prepared to accept it. Then, it is the
duty of those who are responsible for
keeping the peace in the country to
take serious note of it. When I am
seeking the  co-operation of hon.
Members, I do not ask them to
agree with me entirely in my econo-
mic or political thoughts or ideas. But
what is the method to achieve it? We
say agitational approach should be
given up in a particular context and
what is the context of today in the
country? The context is that there
is an atmosphere surcharged with
violence. Therefore, it is the respon-
sibility of the leaders of public life to
see that anything that may start in-
nocently should not ultimately deve-
lop into some sort of violence; because
somebody else may take part in  it.
If that is done, then good causes some-
times get into trouble, That is what
is likely to happen. That is what un-
fortunately happened in the case of
the anti-cow slaughter  movement,
Government’s attitude on this question
has been very authoritatively explain-
ed by our Prime Minister and I do
not want to go into the matter. 1,
therefore, request hon, Members,
who are present here, to consider my
appeal. Our country is passing through
an absolutely critical stage today. We
have gone through one external ag-
gression. The danger and threat of
another external aggression is there.
It is a reality and in the face of
external aggression I have not
yet forgoiten my work as Defence
Minister. Therefore it is that I
find today that this internal situa-
tion is =a very relevant matter
to be taken into consideration by
everybody in this country. So, we
have to prepare ourselves %o face any
external aggression. But if we give
a picture of a divided country, a coun-
try full of violence, any foolish enemy
would be tempted to undertake an
unwise act, I know that our country
would meet any such challenge, if it
were attempted. I am sure about that.
It is not a theoretical proposition.

[ RAJYA SABHA]
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When the agitational approach is
taken away, it is said that we were
taking away the right ¢t the people.
The Fundamental Rightg are there.
Neither this Government nor anyone
else can take it away. We do not
want to do that We do have the
Fundamental Rights, It is this Party
which was responsible for accepting

these Fundamental Rights. Really
speaking our tradition is built on
these Fundamental Rights. So, it

is not a question of merely theoreti-
cally discussing this question, of Funda-
mental Rights. It is a question
of application of these rights to
the present situation, The present
situation is a very serious one
and, therefore, it is the responsi-
bility of everybody, not only of the
Home Minister, to take care of law
and order in the country. When you
try to defeat it, T wil] be defeated, I
am prepared to accept my defeat in
that case. The main lesson that we
have to learn from the 7th November
incident is that we must eschew all
agitations which ultimately lead to
violence. That is really the basic
thing that has to be taken into consi-~
deration.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Eschew
all agitations?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: I said those
which are likely to lead to violence.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Provid-
ed the police respect our Fundamen-
tal Rights., I say we do not want
violent agitations, but the police give
the provocation.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: In this mat-
ter on Tth November the police did
not give any pravocation.

Having given this background, I
would like to give certain detalils.
‘ Of course, I do not want to go into
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all the details, because it is not neces-
sary to do so. Particularly I was cer-
tainly very seriously concerned when
I heard the hon, Member, Shri Vaj-
payee, yesterday making certain re-
marks or observations about dead
bodies in the Willingdon hospital, He
also gave some photostat copy of a
chit which one doctor wrote. When
I saw this photostat copy, my prima
facie observation was 'this, Having
worked as a criminal lawyer for some
time and also having been the Home
Minister of my State for six long
years, I thought there was something
funny about this photostat copy.

AN HON. MEMBER: It is a fabri-
cated one.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: I was think-
ing whether it was not a fabricated
one.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
It is not a fabricated one. I have got
the original. Why should the hon.
Minister be taken in by what has been
reported by his officers? I have got
the original,

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: 1
certainly like to see it.

would

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
I have got the original.

SHRI Y. B, CHAVAN: 1 just make
the request. The only point is  that
the doctor who made a statement says
that he certainly gave a note to some-
body who came to see him at such
and such time.

“So, I referred them to the Sister
in charge of the Mortuary, who
was in the New Nursing Home”....

I am quoting from his statement;

“as she maintained a register of
all the dead bodies, which are kept
there. 1 gave them a chit on 3
plain paper and this is the photo-

graph of my writing . . ."—
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which he accepts— -
“but the upper portion of the

photograph showing printed portion

‘Willingdon Hospital, New Delhi,
X-Ray Department (X-Ray Re-
quisition)’,

which has been torn from the pres-
cribed form of the hospital and
pasted upon above the chit given
by me.”

(Interruption)

I am not now making my own allega-
tion, I am reading from a statement
of the person concerned, and there-
fore 1 wanted to see the original.

SHRI1 ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
The doctor does not deny that he wrote
the chit.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: That is the
only thing. Even the photostat copy
here just shows the upper portion;
it looks like that, Anybody with his
naked eye can see.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
The photostat copy is not the full

copy.

ot gae fag Werdi: § @@ ag
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SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Then the
other point I am going into is  this.

The Sister to whom the letter was
given says:

“On the morning of 8th instant, 1
was on duty from 7-30 am. to
3-30 p.M"— . v

That means practically the whole
day—

“Nobody brought any chit from

Dr. Pahwal, asking me about the
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dead body of Jhamar Mal From
the record of dead bodies kept 1n
the hospital, which I have seen,
nobody by the name of Jhamar
Mal, was kept 1n the mortuary on
7th or 8th Nov., 1966”

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
The Sister contradicts the Doctor. The
Doctor says he had given the chit

SHRI Y. B CHAVAN: The chit
was given by the Doctor The point is
whether that chit was shown to the
Sister as the chit 1s back to us It
seems the chit was never taken to the
Sister. I am only drawing an infer-
ence. I am only drawing this from
the two statements which are made.
There is a statement from the medi-
cal authorities also There 1s also a
statement from the doctor which
says that that night there were only
four bodies in the Willingdon Hospi-
tal. After he made the statement 1
asked the necessary officers to go and
make further enquiries about it I
have got a statement saying that there
were only four bodies from this 7th
November affair, and there were no
more than four bodies there from
this incident in that hospital, There
1s no question of 17 bodies or any
more being available I am only mak-
ing this statement on authoritative
statements which T am 1n possession
of, from 'the doctor, the police and
other persons, What else can I do?
I can only give the information that
I could get authoritatively

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
The hon. Minister can invite the son
of late Jhamar Mal who saw 17 bodies
lying 1n the hospital, who got the chit,
who went to the sister. We are in-
terested 1n getting the number of those
dead But let him make an enquiry
Let him not go by what the doctor
says. They might be interested 1n
hiding facts

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: I do not
know because I do not want to get
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myself involved in starting an enquiry
of this type because 1t is again a
question of accepling the word of one
man against the other or not accept-
g 1t.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE
Has the register been seen?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: I am advis-
ed that that also has been seen

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Since a
serious allegation has been made, you
can yourself look into it, ask for the
papers and see,

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: When some-
body authoritatively says something
here, how can I ignore it? 1 will cer-
tainly look into the case. This much
I can say. But I do not want to invite
it and start an enquiry myself, I do
not want to get into that position,
that 1s the only point I said

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Mr Vaj-
payee can talk to him and place the
materials.

SHRI Y B CHAVAN: I have heard
that his son approached the doctor
that night and he was told to come
next day. I have heard the hon
Member’s speech very carefully, [
know what statements he has made
That is why I wanted to make further
enquiries about 1t, This i5 the result
of the enquiries that I made so far.
Certainly I will have to look into it
further

SHRI DAHYABHAI V. PATEL: 1
suggest to the hon, Minister to invite
Mr Vajpayee to bring the son of the
person who 1s dead and hear him, It
will solve the problem

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: It will not
solve the problem. I am prepared to
meet him, but I am afraid 1t will not
solve the problem It will p ssibly
start another problem instead of solv-
ing it I am not against meeting any-
body.
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You will
get more problems everyday now,

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: 1 am prepar-
ed to meet anybody that he wants me
to but not with a role of starting an
enquiry of that sort.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
In that case let him appoint a senior
officer of his own Ministry who should
be asked to go into this question.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: T have asked
a senior person to go into this. This
is the result of the enquiry tha't he has
made,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
He has only brought the statements of
the Doctor and the Sister.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Will the
Home Minister kindly consider this?
He may have his own way of enquiry,
but here the hon, Member of the
House on his personal knowledge Thas
made certain staternents. He has pro-
duced certain documents, Therefore,
they should be examined.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: Do not put
him in that difficult position. He has
not made any statement on his personal
knowledge. Certainly he has made
statements on the basis of statements
made to him. Do not put him in a
position which he is not prepared to
take.

1 will go to the other aspects of the
problem, As I said, on the basic issue
of anti-cow-slaughter business Govern-
ment’s position has been explained and
[ do not propose to repeat the same. I
do not want to prolong this reply un-
necessarily any more. The only speci-
fic issue that was raised in the speech
of Mr. Vajpayee was about the general
approach to the whole question, I have
explained my attitude in this matter.

I would certainly like to make a
reference only to one aspect. Some-
body said that special trains were utili-
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sed for this purpose 1 have made en-
quiries, Nobody asked for special

trains nor special trains were provi-
ded.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE:
Is it a fact that the Home Minister
directed the Railway Ministry to cancel
a Yatri train which was at Nasik on the
11th of November, and the Divisional
Superintendent under instructions of
the Home Ministry cancelled that
train? The train consisted 400 women
and not a single Sadhu, and that train
has been cancelled.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN: You are now
referring to 5 separate question for
which I will require notice. (Inter-
ruption) I was talking about any
special traing that were asked for by
anybody on 'the Tth November. I was
only referring to a specific issue, Let
1t not be confused with any other
special train in any other part of
India, Nasik, Bombay, Poona or any
other part, That is one thing certain-
ly that I would like to mention be-
cause specific mention was made about
this point.

Another small point to which re-
ference was made by my hon. friend,
Shri Dahyabhai Patel—I think it was
a very unfortunate remark about the
Chief Minister of the Maharashtra
State, Sir, certainly some unfortunate
incidents did take place which were
undertaken by some an'ti-social ele-
ments, which were condemned by the
Chiet Minister of Maharashtra. I had
my own opportunity to express my
own views and condemned what has
happened. There is no question, of
any Maharashtrians or non-Maharash-
trains or anti-Maharashtrians. This
country belongs to everyone and every
one is rightfully doing his normal
work in every part of the country.
There is no gquestion about it. I did
not want to reply to him in that spirit
in which he raised that question. But
I thought, when a question was raised
in the debate to which I am giving a
reply, that I should just make a reply.
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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I want to
put a question. Strangely enough.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You
have spoken for so long. You cannot
go on endlessly. Please take your
seat. ... (Interruptions).

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: You
allow us . . .

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We

have had a full debate... (Interrup-
tions)
Mr. Gupta, you have had suffi-

cient . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: I want to
know about the Home Minister. On g3
point of order.

THE. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: He has
referred to that.

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Madam
Deputy Chairman . .

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is
not the way. I think points of order
also should not be . . . (Interrup-
tions.)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Remem-
ber it when the Congress Members
raise it. Kindly allow us this time.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I will
not allow you more than two minutes,
You have taken a very long time.
You must not take the indulgence of
the Chair.... (Interruption)

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: * * *
(Interruptions) 1 only wan'ted to say
a non-controversial thing, You do not
allow that. The only thing . . .

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: No, I
am calling Mr. Mani. Mr, ‘Gupta, you
have reflected on the Chair. That will
not go on record. That has fo be ex-
punged. b

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: * * *
1 wanted to ask a simple thing.
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SHRI JAIRAMDAS DAULATRAM:
Do we, Members, have the right to
challenge you, to challenge the House
and give these threats?

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Not at all,
I wanted to ask a simple question.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr
Mani will reply.

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR (Uttar
Pradesh): Madam

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I am
not allowing anybody, I have had
enough.

SHRI CHANDRA SHEKHAR: I rise
on a point of order.... (Interrup-
tions).

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr.
Chandra Shekhar, he also rose, Please.
I want Mr. Mani to give a reply. He
is the mover of the motion,

1786

SHRI A, D, MANI (Madhya Pra-
desh): I am much obliged to
all the Members who 'tock part
in the debate and made very
useful suggestions about the man-
ner in which such situations as had
been created on November 7 should be
handled in future. I wish the Minister
of Home Affairs had been a little
more detailed in answering . . .

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: Madam,
as Opposition, we feel aggrieved. There
fore, the only way in which we can
lodge our protest is by walking out of
the House, and let the couniry know
that we are not allowed to say some-
thing on a matter like this. Well, if
that enhances the prestige of the
Chair, have it. I fell sorry, Mr. Mam,
I cannot hear you because we, of the
Opposition, are treated in this
manner,

(Shri Bhupesh Gupta, followed by
some other Opposition Members, then
left the House.)

SHRI A. D. MANI: I think the
Minister of Home Affairs should have
been a little more detailed in answer-
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img the varlous points which were
raised in the debate I wish he also
mentioned about what the attitude of
the Government of India is going to
be 1n regard to demonstrations before
Parliament House in future, because
this 15 one of the points which have
figured in this debate, The Prime
Minister 1n 3 speech mentioned that
she had spoken on devaluation at a
number of places at meetings, She
spoke to me ahoutl this matter person-
ally and informally and 1 know that
she has delivered ong or two spe-ches,
perhaps more 'than that, on the various
aspects of devaluation. But what I
peinted out to her was that the
Finance Minister has not addressed
one single public meeting on devalua-
tion. He has beer. addressing through
Przss conferences.

I would like to say further that a
reference has been made by my hon.
friend, Mr. Dahyabhai Patel, to a state-
ment made by the Chief Minister of
Maharashtra to which a reference was
made in reply by the hon. Minister for
Home Affairs, I would like to men-
tion that the hon. Minister for Home
Affairs in a public statement has com-
pletely dissociated himself from what
happened at Matunga and other places
in which demonstrations were staged
against non-Maharashtrians, The
Home Minister may recall that when
he was the Chief Minister of Bombay
I had spoken to him about the future
of the linguistic minorities in the State
of Bombay ang he said at that ‘time
that Bombay would continue to be a
cosmopolitan city.

SHRI ARJUN ARORA: Soft re-
mains.

SHR™ A. D. MANI: No. Unfortuna-
tely, various trends have developedin
the State of Maharashtra and a good
deal of pressure is being put on em-
plovers to see that only persons of
Maharashirian origin are employed. I
would like more and more Maharasht.
rians to get chances. But the Govern-
ment :
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THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do

not know what you aie replying to.

SHRI A. D. MANI: . should
1ssue* a definite circular to the State of
Maharashtra that such a policy should
be actively and publicly disccuraged
oy them.

I want to thank all the Members. 1
domot want to take up the {ime of the
House, as there are a number of
amendments to be put to vole., I want
10 thank once again all the Members
fo- taking part in the debate and
offering solutions for what happened
cn November 7 and wha! is likely to
happen in future if such demonstra-
fions are staged

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
question is:

1. “That, at the end of the motion,
the following be added, namely:—

‘and having considerej the
same, this House is of opinion that
Government should forthwith—

(1) institute a judicial inquiry
by a Supreme Court Judge into
the jncidents of November 7,
1966;

(ii) impose ban on cow-
slaughter, and to meet the con-
sequent economic losses nation-
alise all religious funds and
suitable tax on cows;

(il1) pay full compensation to
affected persons and organisa-
tions.”

The motion wes negatived,

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN- The
question is:

2. “That at the end of the motion,
the following be added, namely:—

‘and having considereqd the same,
this House is of opinion that
immediate steps must be taken to
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tu nstitute 3 judicial enguury into
the 1ncidents of November 7, 1966,
with a view to determine—

(i) whether the incidents ol
arson and violence were the re-
sult of sporadic mob fury or
whether they were pre-plann-
ed;

(ii) whether there was any
failure on the part of the law
and order machinery either to
take gdequale precautions in ad-
vance or to deal with the situa-
tion after the incidents started:

(1ii) whether there was adequate
coordination between the Home
Ministry and the De hi Adminis-
tration in the handling of these
events;

(iv) whether on the apprehen-
sion of the trouble all due steps
were taken lo declare the as-
sembly as illegal and allow the
gathering a ppportunity of dis-
persing peacefully before tear-
gas shells were thrown on the
rostrum and- microphone com-
munications disrupted:

(v) whether the amount of
force used by Po'ice was justi-
fled;

(vi) whether ';he actual num-
ber of casualties rorresponds
with the number officially given
out;

(vil) whether al] necessary
steps were taken to inform the
relatives of those killej in the
firing in regard to their geath
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and whether there was any su~-
reptitious  disposal of dcau
bodies.” ”

The motion was negatived.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:
question is: —

Th:

3. "That at the end of the motion.
the following be added, namely:—

‘and having considered the same,
this House is of opinion that dur-
ing the time of the holding of a
Parliament session, no pub ic pro-
cession or demonstration should
be permitted to be held within a
two-mile radius of Parliament
House'” i

The motion was negatived.

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The
guestion is:

4. “That at the end of the motion,
the following be added. namely:—

‘and having considered the samc,
this Honu<e is of opinion that steps
should he taken tp hold a com-
prehensive public enquiry into all
matters connected with the anti-
cow-slaughter demonstration of
November 7, 1966, and the hap-
penings thereafter’'”

The motion was negatived.

THZ DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Tro
House stands adjourned til' 11.00 a.m.
tomorrow.

The House then adjourned
at thirty-seven minut-s past
five of the clock till eleven of
the clock on Friday, the 18th
November 1966.



