Spril 13, 1992
Col/846

.'. !p.- .hlml‘..
Joint Becretary,

Lok Sabha Secretariat,
Parlisment House Annexe,
Parlisment Street,

REW DELEI 110 001.

Dear Sir.,

Your letter of 18th March, 1992, addressed tc me has
been forvarded to me by The Statessan office in
Calcutta and I hasten to reply..

Ry comments are as followa:

1. As you will gee, the remark made by me follows from
the ghock with which I witnessed the unruly conduct
of s few MHembers of Parlissment on 29th Februvary
1992. Ry record as a Nesber of the Lok Sabhs
testifier te the fact that 1 was always »
lav-abiding Member who cbeyed the Hon'ble Speaker,
I was, therefore, eshocked at the unruly behaviocur
of 3 fev Hewmbersa cof Parlisment which I witnessed
on Doordarshan on 29th Februvary. As you will see,
I went on tc refer to the indiscipline with which
thesa Members treated the Hon'ble Spesker of the
Lok Slhhl-

2. It is throughout clear that my reference was to
a handful of Hembers and not to Nembers of the Lok
Sabha a» a whele.

3. There i® nothing abusive of the word, *"hooligsniss®
which aeaccording to the [Longmen Dictionary of
Contesporery English, mesns "@ nolsy rough person
who causes trouble by fighting, breaking things,
etc.”. There is thus, no perscnal aspersicns cast on
any Hember of Parlismsent.
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Bugliness 1n Lok Sabha I would like to ralse through your consgenl
! the following Question involving o breacnh of privilege of a

large nunber of Members of the House who were present in Lok

Sahha on 29 February ,1992,

L That in The Statesnan Calcutta Edition dated 15 March,
1992 in the Column titled "As I see it" by Shri Minoco Masani
the following observation has beeéen niade about a section of the
Memberas present in Lok Sabha on February 29,1992%

"Imagine my horror, therefore, when I tried to listen
on February 29 to the Flnance Minister on TV and waia facad
inustead by o nob of howlling hooligdna who tried to prevent the
Finunce FMinlstaer from spaaking by rul alinyg once agali the red
herring of the alleged “leakage" to the World Hank, It waa a
di sgraceful show of indlscipline and hoeoliganiaun on the pure
of the Communlsets and thelr allies, from which I hope cltizens
throughout the country learnt what kind of people some
Flanvers of Parcliauwcnt uare,

l The Speaker, however, managed the situatlon very wall
and after awlbout 15 or 20 minutes wero wasted, ordor was
rastored and the Flpance Minister wasg dllowed to proceed, b‘.mm
then on the pituation changed complotely".

It ip apparent that by the alove obgervation the
concerned author and the publd shep, printer and Editor of The
Statesnan huve cownltted a sarlous breach of privilege of a
large section of Members belonging to the CPI(M) and other

left parties and other allied belonging to National Front.
Sonw reauarks contained in the observution like " a wob of howli
hooligansg”, "disgraceful show of indiscipline and hooligani am
on the pa.r:t. of the Communists and thelr allies" and "the .tllega_
\ purposes they have been serving in the name of 'Soclalian' have
' caused immense damage to the honour and gtanding of a laryge .
nunbar of Meambers of the louss as alsoc of the viole House
iccelf. The above remarks also scand in the way of ugual
di scharge of duties of a Menber,
|
W& would reguest you to kindly grant me leave to ralse
the uoove question of privilege in the House and refer it to
the Conndttee of Privilegsas.

| With rogurcds,

‘ Y¥qure alncurely,
| Enclo ! A Z2erox copy of the : e
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concerned part of the Stateanan, e P 5 raL i ta'*-

Calcutta, 15 March 1992
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