- [ i
. ) o \

: )
tr. L.C. Desel, 1.2,, Secretary of the Swataptra Party in Ffarliavent
has yritten the fcllowing letter in regard to the Irco=e tax return
on certéir Ministers of the Union Cabinet to the rrime I'inister,

Mrs, incire Gandhbi‘
5

U

" that you are aware of the fact that sore eleven
mzr%::: ﬂ; :g:hEOuncilyof IFinisters had failed to subrit iccore
tay returrs and yet no punitive action lLad been taker egainst them
until the matter was brought to the notice of Gove: nment through

a questios in Aajya Sabha where a statement was placed by the then
Finance Minister on 12th May, 1969, I wrote to the Finarce
iiinister two letters on the subject, dated 20th May, 1969 ang

18t July, 19€9, copies herewith attached. Ultimetely I received

a resly from lir. 2.C. Sethi, copy of his letter dated 19th July,
1969, herewith attached. Mr. Sethi agreed with me thﬂ? law is no
respector or persors and went on to assure me that ro distinetion
would be made in this respect between a Linister and an ordinary
citizen of India. We were therefore very nmuch concerned when we
found that no less a person than ldorarji himself made a statement
ir Bombay on 11th September in which he is reported to have stated

as follows:-

"To a specific question, he said Iir. Jagjivan XHem,
Food -vivister had not filed his income-tax returns for
10 or 11 years and his wealth tax returns for four
years.

"What peralty have you imposed?" asked sone

menbers of the audience.

Mr. Desai replied that he had left ipstructions
with the tax authorities to imnose maxitum peralty.
Sirce he was no longer it the Government, Mr,

Desai said, furt er guestions should be directec
at the Price lirvister," :

Mey I therefore request for clarification as to exact puritive
action teken against each of the defaulting members of the courcil
of Ministers separately for incore tax and separately for wealth
tax. Would you also pl ase say whether the gction takep in these
cases i8 po less severe then hes been dorne in similar caeses of
private individuels. A categorical assurance is necessary for the
people to aspreciate and accent the position of Government that
law is, koth ir theory and in fact, no resnector of persons,

As the matter is of creet nublic imoortance, I request that a very
early reply ray be sent to this letter."

Mr, Les§i hac earlier addressed letters to the forrer Deputy
Prime Minister, lir. Morarji Desai and had receivec the following
reply from the lLinister of State Shri >.C. Sethi on 19th July ,'€9:

"Necessary action to complete the assessments in the above cases
has been taken by the Income-tax Lepart-ert =nd while in some
cases the assessments have already sceh COHDivloe, ;. 4hn othar
cases they are likely to bhe finalised very shortly.

Law is no respecter of persons ard I car assure you thet no
distinction would be nade in this respect between a Minister ard
an ordirary citizer of India. In fact, nenal interest has already
been charged wherever cdue and peralty notices, too have beer
issued in suitsable cases.”

September 16, 1969 [V, o
(& P Jatn}
ecutive Secretary

Swetentra Party Parliamentery Office
New Delhti.
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