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Hon'ble Sir, \\ A o
&

Under Rule 222 of the Rules of ?m%m&&ﬁ‘:ﬂunduub of

Buglness in Lok Sabha I would like to ralse through your coneen
the faollowing (uestion involving a breach of privilega of a
large nunber of Members of the House who were present in Lok
Sabha on 29 February ,1992,

That in The Statesunan Calgutta Edition dated 15 hMarch,
1992 4in the Colunn titled "Ag I gae 1t" by dlwdl Minoo bMagani
the following observation hag been made about a section of the
Members present in Lok Sabha on February 29,1992: <

-

“Imagine my horror, therefore, when I tried to listen -
on February 29 to the Finance Minister on TV and was faced
instead by a mob of howlling hooligans who tried to prevent the
Finance Mind ster from speaking by ralsing once again the red
herring of the alleged "leakage" to the World Bank, It wag a
dl sgraceful show of indiscipline and hooliganian on the part
of the Communists and their allies, from which I hope citizens
throughout the country learnt what kind of peopla some
Menbers of Parliament dare.

The Speaker, however, managed the situation very well
and after about 15 or 20 minutes were wasted, order was
restored and the Finance Minister was allowed to proceed, ?m
\/ then on the situation changed completely”.

It 18 apparent that by the akove obsarvation the
oconcerned author and the published, printer and Editor of The
Stategnan huve counmd tted a serlous breach of privilege of a
large pection of Meaibers belonging to the CPI(M) and other

left parties and other allied balonqi‘r‘? to National Front.
Sojnw remarks contained in the obuervation ke " a mob of howli
hooliganse”, "disgraceful show of indliscipline and hooligand em
on the part of the Communists and thelr allies" and "the illega
purposes they have been serving in the name of 'Soclalian' have
cauged imnensa damage to the honour and gtanding of a4 large
nunber of Members of the House as also of the wihole House
itgelf, The above reauarks aleo stand in the way of usual
di gcharge of duties of a Member,

W& would request you to kindly grant me leave to raise
the above question of privilege in the House and refer it to
the Commnittee of Privileges,

With regards, .
Ygursg aincm:aly.
Enclo ¢ A zerox copy of the “ 2 : :
concerned part of the Stateanan, o " LR Q“’
2

Calcutta, 15 March 1992 /;,?/J f‘:;yf JNJ
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ONE of the most mischievous
and misleading Press repons
is the one that caused a flutter in
Pariament over the alleged ac-
tion of the Finance Minister in
“leaking' detuls of the Budget

to l:lh: 'orld Bank.
othing more preposterous
could be alleged. What actually

happened was that as far back as
November 1991, when India des-

lelg needed loans from the
Eorld ank and the Internation-
al Mnncllg Fund, the Finnnce
Minister did his duo?! hi: inform-
ing the banks of the main
measures for liberalizing -the

tion. To call this a “leakage" of
the Budget Is Adiculous. If this
ﬁ!“.'? s right, the Finance

inister would have to observe
grim silence throughout the year!

The DBudget has been, un-
necessarily, dragged Into this
matter by people who have been
-gum:uini1 or the Finance Minlster

| ¢ new  liberalization
policies because they eat into
their authority and the illegal
purposes they have been scrving
in the name of “Socialism",
These frustrated gentlemen got
hold of this mislending report in
the Indian Ixpress when (hey
should have known better.

I must express my disgust at
this mean conspiracy between
the newspaper and these frus-
trated polibcians, They are the
counterpart of thoae who staged
the coup d'¢tat in, Moscow last
Elr hgainst ' Mr Gorbachov.

ike that,other conspiracy, this
100 . has: failed. Thank God for
the World Bank and the IMF
who have been telling us what to
do in our own interest, Mr
Swaminathan Aiyar was quite
right in the point he made in his
article entitled, “Liberalization
through Bankrupicy'.

W

R many when [ was in

the Lok glbm. I had the
privikege of opening the dehate
on :hc';uducl as a spokesman of
the Opposition and | was given
45 mnutes for the purpose.
Though there were many Con-!
gress members who probably did
not agree with me, they listencd
In complete sllence and 1 was
never interrupted. When the Fi-
nance Minister introduced the
Budget a few days earlier, he was
listencd to in pin-drop silence
and there was no occasion for

.| controversy that day.

** Imagine my horror, therefore,
when [ tried to listen on Febru-
‘ary 29101he I?mm:e Minisier on
‘llz'mn wis faced (nstend by a
mob of powling hooligans wha
med wy pieveni the Finanee
Ministor from akin ' TAis-
red herming of

World Bank. It was & disgraceful

-] show of indisapline hooli-

ganism on the part of the Com-
munists and thelr allics, from
which I hope aitizens throughout
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the country learmt what kind of
people some Members of Parlia-
ment are.

The Speaker, however, man-

ed the situation very well and
: er ubnu:’ L.'.rdnr =0 minutes

cre Wasted, order was restored
and the Finance Minister was
allowed to proceed. From then
on the situation changed com-
pletely. -

Dr Manmohan Singh's was a
magnificent performance, For
an-hour-and-n-half, without.
allowing time for interruption,
he proceeded to claborate the

economy which had already been | f.'..f’md Bmﬁ“. bl i

announced ahd were in opera- '

most, however, was that
he had not allowed his sense of
humour to be deflected and even
those wha had come 1o Interrupt
him, joined in the gencral la F-
ter at qul& like, "By W.B. I
mean the West Bengal Govern-
ment, not the World Bank".
Once hq started, the floor was
his and he deserved a standing
ovatlon, which, however, is not @'
practice known to this country,
Now about the Budger. | am
not i financial expert and 1 must
confess there are aspects of the
Budget which | siull have to
understand. But from what [ can
gather, it in a beautiful effort st
strlking m balance betwoen the
two scemingly conflicting objec-
tives of stimulating growth on
the one hand and keeping down
prices on the other.
1 welcome, in parficular, the
cutting down of deficit finance
though I, for one, would have

liked 10 see a total refusal to *

accept this deplorable practice
from which we ‘have now
suffered for 40 long years with
resulting inflation.

Also to be welcomed is the
reduction in direct taxation, I lis-
tened to the Budget speech in
the company of a couple of in-
dustrialists and was inicrested lo
hear their enthusiastic responie,
to the anpouncements made by
the Finance Minister.

Among the aspocts which we
all welcomed was the moasure (o
allow limited import of gold in a
legul manner with conscquent
cutting down in smuggling
gold which has been $0 rampant.

The limited convertibility of

“the rupee also appesrs (o me &

s in the right direction, In
l’:‘:'lp. there ls'hnolrlin in the
Budget 1o which I feel [ can tuke
legitimate exception.
W

admire the specd with which

Mr M. R. Pu, lh':ll‘lmk!ltgé
able public gervant, has manag
to rel?d the _volual:sm Gomes
put out by the Ma ll'llllr'rlh‘i
mne Nrfmrl. In e form @
l.hﬂr new |elephone dirsnory.
The suggestions that he has
made in his letter dated ﬁﬁm
27 to the telephone au
mmmclrjt]tin; l;ﬁhtl)e defects and
merits 8[ the new d[rmnr:a fes
tifies to his diligent reading.
Shabash!
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