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 (Q. No.  401) 

SHRIMATI DEEPA DASMUNSI :  Madam Speaker, thank you. I would like to first 

thank all the Opposition Members because today the Question Hour is not being 

interrupted.  I also want to thank the hon. Prime Minister as he has shown deep 

concern for the conservation of wild life, especially of tigers.  Today, my Question is 

not about Tigers.  As we all know, five per cent of the entire habitat of wild life is in 

India. 

 My Question is about deer.  I visited the National Zoo in Delhi, the Zoological 

Park, where I found that in a small enclosure where hardly sixty deer can stay, almost 

200 to 250 deer have been put up. Many a time, it may cause injury to them and it 

may also cause casualty.  On the other hand, there are a few areas where there are no 

animals at all.   

 There are some norms and there are some laws to be followed in this regard.  

The hon. Minister has also said that there are norms for that.  According to those 

norms, more than sixty deer should not be put up, but it is more than that. 

 So, I would like to ask the Minister whether we could provide different areas 

or different enclosures for different species of deer.  There are not many kinds of 

animals in that Zoo.  Can we provide different areas so that visitors and tourists – 

Common Wealth Games is also knocking at our doors and there will be many tourists 

– could see many more animals over there? 

 In Malda there is a deer park called Adina Deer Park where we do not get to 

see any deer at all.  In North Bengal, there are many forests, but deer are hardly seen 

over there.  If we can send some of these deer to that area for the sake of visitors and 

tourists, it would be ideal.   

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, I share the concern of the hon. Member 

on the plight of deer in many of our zoos.  The problem is caused by the fact that deer, 

perhaps like us Indians, are prolific breeders and there is excess of their numbers. We 

have had to adopt very stringent methods.  Particularly in the Delhi Zoo, we have 

introduced norms, we have introduced castration, we have introduced transfer of 
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power to other sanctuaries like the Asola Sanctuary and the A.N. Jha Sanctuary.  So, 

we are trying a variety of ways to ensure that the norms are implemented.  The fact of 

the matter is that the number of deer is very large because they are prolific breeders.    

 But I would like to assure the hon. Member that all efforts will be made to 

ensure that norms are maintained and, to the extent possible we will encourage 

transfer of deer from zoos where there seems to be an over population of deer in small 

enclosure. 

SHRIMATI DEEPA DASMUNSI : There is no adequate infrastructure in the Zoo. 

 There are hardly one or two Medical Officers who are looking after the entire animal 

fraternity.   

 Thirdly, there is scarcity of water in Delhi Zoo and last year in June due to 

drinking water scarcity, many of the animals, six deer, two lions and tigers, and one 

elephant fell sick.  So, this should be taken care of.   

 Madam, my main point is that from the Kolkata Zoo last year, there were two 

rare species of monkeys which have been stolen because of the lapses of the security 

people. So, it should be taken care of.  Though they have got back from Chhattisgarh 

yet these kinds of things are happening in the Zoo because of inadequate staff in the 

zoo itself.  So, is there any provision of filling up the vacancies, especially in Delhi 

Zoo, because the Commonwealth Games are fast approaching?  The Delhi Zoo has 

been given a lot of funds; a sum of Rs. 830.05 lakh has been given to the Delhi Zoo.  

It has not been given for painting or for decoration.  This amount is given so that more 

animals should be taken to this zoo and it will be good for the tourists also.   

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: There are 198 zoos in the country and only one of these 

zoos is run by the Central Government, viz, the Delhi Zoo.  We are trying to ensure 

that the Delhi Zoo comes out as an exemplar for quality.  But I agree with the hon. 

Member that still there is room for improvement, particularly in providing health 

facilities.  We have the Central Zoo Authority which has an agreement with the Indian 

Veterinary Research Institute at Bareilly which provide these referral services.  But I 

would be the first one to accept the fact that perhaps there is always room for 

rbn
ontd. By   B1    
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improvement.  But I do want to bring to the hon. Member’s attention that out of these 

198 zoos, only one zoo is directly under the control of the Central Government and 

197 zoos are run by private agencies, trusts, agricultural universities, municipal 

corporations or by State Governments.   

I would also like to inform the hon. Member that we have asked for the 

perspective plans to be prepared for each of these zoos.  I am glad to say that out of 

198 zoos in the country, 134 zoos have prepared the perspective plans, which is how 

they are going to expand and maintain over the next ten years.  The Central Zoo 

Authority, which was set up some 18 years ago, is being strengthened.  We are 

opening regional offices of the Central Zoo Authority to ensure quality in enforcing 

these laws.    The Wildlife Crime Control Bureau is also very active to control the 

crimes that are committed in these zoos and to ensure security in these zoos. 

gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä <ºÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ |É¶xÉ {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé ¤ÉÉÒBÉEÉxÉä® ®ÉVÉºlÉÉxÉ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä AÉÊ®ªÉÉ àÉå ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

VªÉÉnÉ cè* àÉé ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä FÉäjÉ BÉEä BÉE®ÉÒ¤É ABÉE iÉÉãÉ UÉ{É® cè, VÉcÉÆ ¤ãÉèBÉE ¤ÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ ABÉE ºÉéBÉDSÉÖ+É®ÉÒ cè 

+ÉÉè® àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ àÉå ªÉc AÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ºÉéBÉDSÉÖ+É®ÉÒ cè* ¤ÉÉÒBÉEÉxÉä® BÉEä ÉÊ®ªÉÉºÉiÉBÉEÉãÉ àÉå <ºÉä ºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

lÉÉ*  

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ´É−ÉÇ 2008-09 àÉå ºÉÉè ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ÉÊc®hÉÉå 

BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèiÉ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® +É£ÉÉÒ VÉÉä iÉÚ{ÉEÉxÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ iÉÉãÉ UÉ{É® àÉå ºÉÉè ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèiÉ cÖ<Ç* BÉDªÉÉ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèiÉÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ={ÉÉªÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cè? 

 àÉä®É nÚºÉ®É |É¶xÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE... 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +ÉÉ{É ABÉE cÉÒ |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä*  

gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ : <xcÉåxÉä +É£ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ BÉEÉä ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® BÉE® ®cä cé* àÉé ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ 

cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ ÉÊ¤É¶xÉÉä<Ç ºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä VÉÉÉÊiÉ cè, ´Éc ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®FÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½É BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè* +ÉÉ{É 

càÉÉ®ä AÉÊ®ªÉÉ àÉå ÉÊc®hÉ £ÉäVÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA, =xcå àÉÉ®xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* càÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ ®FÉÉ BÉE® ãÉåMÉä* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ªÉcÉÒ 

BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*  

gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ ®àÉä¶É : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE iÉÉãÉ UÉ{É® ºÉéBÉDSÉÖ+É®ÉÒ àÉå BÉE®ÉÒ¤É iÉÉÒxÉ-SÉÉ® ´É−ÉÉç ºÉå ºÉàÉºªÉÉAÆ +ÉÉ 

®cÉÒ cé* {ÉcãÉä +ÉBÉEÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ºÉàÉºªÉÉ {ÉènÉ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ¤ÉÉÉÊ®¶É BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ´ÉcÉÆ ¤ãÉèBÉE ¤ÉBÉE, 
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AÆ]ÉÒãÉÉä{É àÉÉ®ä VÉÉ ®cä cé* àÉé VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ¤É¶xÉÉä<Ç ºÉàÉÉVÉ VÉÉxÉ´É®Éå BÉEÉ ºÉààÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè* {É®ÆiÉÖ VÉÉä iÉÉãÉ UÉ{É® 

ºÉéBÉDSÉÖ+É®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉAÆ cé, =xÉ {É® càÉxÉä ABÉE +ÉvªÉªÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ABÉE ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç £ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉ<Ç cè* 

<ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEnàÉ ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä uÉ®É =~ÉªÉä VÉÉxÉä cé, àÉéxÉä JÉÖn àÉÖJªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉä JÉiÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉMÉ® ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ´Éä BÉEnàÉ =~ÉªÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä càÉ =xÉBÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®åMÉä* 

gÉÉÒ SÉÆpBÉEÉÆiÉ JÉè®ä : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé <ºÉºÉä c]BÉE® ABÉE BÉD́ Éè¶SÉxÉ ®äVÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ cÚÆ*  

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : <ºÉºÉä c]BÉE® xÉcÉÓ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä, <ºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®ÉÊvÉ àÉå |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä* 

gÉÉÒ SÉÆpBÉEÉÆiÉ JÉè®ä : àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå <xcÉåxÉä =xÉBÉEä àÉÉxÉnÆb ´ÉMÉè®c BÉEä 

¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÉä ÉÊc®hÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉEºÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉÉBÉE® =xcå iÉBÉEãÉÉÒ{ÉE nä ®cä cé*  AäºÉä 

BÉE<Ç ÉÊc®hÉ cé* àÉä®ä FÉäjÉ àÉå ´ÉèVÉÉ{ÉÖ® iÉÉãÉÖBÉEÉ, BÉExxÉb iÉÉãÉÖBÉEÉ, MÉÆMÉÉ{ÉÖ® iÉÉãÉÖBÉEÉ, {Éè~xÉ iÉÉãÉÖBÉEÉ àÉå ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 

¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cè* =xcå àÉÉ® £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´ÉÉ<ãb ãÉÉ<{ÉE ABÉD] cè* càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ ´ÉèVÉÉ{ÉÖ® iÉÉãÉÖBÉEÉ àÉå iÉãÉ´ÉÉ½É 

º´É°ô{É BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEåp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ABÉE |ÉºiÉÉ´É £ÉäVÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉ®ä ÉÊc®hÉÉå BÉEÉä <BÉE]Â~É BÉE®BÉEä, ´ÉcÉÆ =xÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

¤É½É iÉÉÒxÉ cVÉÉ® cèBÉD]ä+É® àÉå ABÉE ¤É½É {ÉÉBÉEÇ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® =xcå ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ nÉÒ VÉÉªÉå* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É iÉãÉ´ÉÉ½É |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] BÉEÉä VÉÉä àÉcÉ®É−]Å BÉEä +ÉÉè®ÆMÉÉ¤ÉÉn ÉÊVÉãÉä àÉå cè, BÉDªÉÉ 

=ºÉä àÉÉxªÉiÉÉ nåMÉä iÉÉÉÊBÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ JÉäiÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä*  

gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ®ÉàÉ ®àÉä¶É : àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉMÉ® ªÉc |ÉºiÉÉ´É +ÉÉªÉÉ cè iÉÉä àÉé =ºÉä VÉ°ô® näJÉÚÆMÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® càÉÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ 

ÉÊnªÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ {É½äMÉÉÒ iÉÉä càÉ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ VÉ°ô® nåMÉä* {É® àÉé ªÉc £ÉÉÒ BÉEc nÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊc®hÉ, cÉlÉÉÒ, xÉÉÒãÉ MÉÉªÉ +ÉÉÉÊn 

ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ BÉE<Ç AäºÉÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉAÆ cé, ÉÊVÉxÉ {É® BÉE<Ç ®ÉVªÉÉå xÉä àÉÖZÉä {ÉjÉ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉèxÉ AxÉÉÒàÉãÉ BÉExÉÉÎ{ÉDãÉBÉD] BÉEÉÒ 

´ÉVÉc ºÉä BÉEÆ{ÉxÉºÉä¶ÉxÉ ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* càÉ =ºÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE® ®cä cé*  

SHRI S. SEMMALAI : Madam, the hon. Minister has stated in his Statement that 

water points and sitting places have been created in the Delhi Zoological Park for the 

safety of deer. Frequently, the deer are straying away from the forest and entering into 

roadside and human habitations in search of drinking water. As a result, the deer are 

getting killed in traffic and hunted by the villagers. To avoid such a situation, 

sufficient drinking water facilities like drinking water ponds and water bodies have to 

be created  in the forest itself. Will the Ministry pay attention to this fact and create as 

many water bodies as possible in the forest areas to avoid the deer moving away from 

their places to risky areas? So, I would like to know about it  from the hon. Minister. 

B.K. Srivastava
cd. by c 1)
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SHRI  JAIRAM RAMESH:  I would like to state that the primary responsibility of 

providing these water bodies in the forest areas lies with the State Forest Departments. 

Where we have direct control, direct responsibility like, for example, in the Project 

Tiger Areas, we can certainly step in and provide all financial and other forms of 

assistance. But I take the hon. Member’s point and I will impress upon the Chief 

Wildlife Wardens that they should pay extra attention to the provision of water bodies 

to enable the deer not to stray out and get killed by the moving traffic. 
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(Q. No. 402) 

SHRI RAVNEET SINGH : Madam, I would like to know from the hon. Minister 

whether the  Government proposes to convert the tiger habitat areas and sanctuaries 

into National Parks so as to protect the remaining tiger population by preventing free 

entry of human population and their livestock there. 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, the Question is very large but I do want 

to inform the hon. Member and the House that Project Tiger, which was launched on 

1st April, 1973 under the leadership and inspiration of the then Prime Minister late 

Shrimati Indira Gandhi, is today acknowledged as one of the success stories in 

conservation across the world. We have had problems on the tiger front in various 

sanctuaries. I admit it. But, overall, I think it is important to appreciate and 

acknowledge the success that India has had in tiger conservation. Over 50 per cent of 

the tigers in the world are in India alone and people are looking to India as a success 

story of tiger conservation. 

  We have 39 Tiger Reserves in the country. We have requests from various 

States like Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh, Karnataka etc. to declare more areas as Tiger 

Reserves and I want to assure the hon. Member that Project Tiger continues to receive 

the highest attention even at the level of the Prime Minister who has written, at 

various points of time, to the Chief Ministers concerned alerting them to the need to 

take action so that we do not repeat the Sariska or the Panna type of calamities that 

overtook the tiger population. 

SHRI RAVNEET SINGH : Madam, I would like to know from the hon. Minister 

whether the Government proposes to include wildlife in the Concurrent List because 

the then Prime Minister Indira Gandhiji wanted to place wildlife sanctuary under the 

Concurrent List as suggested by Dr. Salim Ali and ‘Billy’ Arjan Singh to place 

wildlife under the Concurrent List. 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam, to the best of my knowledge, in 1976, the 42nd 

Amendment to the Constitution brought environment and wildlife on to the 

Concurrent List. 

rjs
Pages 2 to 5 written reply
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gÉÉÒ iÉÚ}ÉEÉxÉÉÒ ºÉ®ÉäVÉ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉä®É àÉÚãÉ |É¶xÉ ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ {ÉFÉÉÒ àÉÉä® ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ lÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉBÉEÉä 

iÉÉä½-àÉ®Éä½ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ ªÉc ´ÉxªÉ VÉÉÒ´É BÉEä |ÉVÉxÉxÉ ºÉä VÉÖ½É cÖ+ÉÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè*  

 ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä àÉÉxÉ´É VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ BÉEä +ÉÉ{ÉºÉÉÒ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉå ºÉä ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉ +ÉÉnÉxÉ-|ÉnÉxÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, ´ÉèºÉä cÉÒ ´ÉxªÉ VÉÉÒ´ÉÉå 

àÉå £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉ +ÉÉnÉxÉ-|ÉnÉxÉ cÉäiÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè* àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ ¶Éä® AbÂWÉ 

BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉä́ ÉÉ<xÉ ]ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEä ®ÉäMÉ ºÉä ´ÉxªÉ VÉÉÒ´É àÉ® ®cä cé? ªÉÉÊn cÉÄ, iÉÉä iÉiºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ ¤ªÉÉè®É BÉDªÉÉ cè? ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

=ºÉBÉEä ®ÉäBÉElÉÉàÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉDªÉÉ ={ÉÉªÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè? ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : ~ÉÒBÉE cè, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ABÉE |É¶xÉ {ÉÚU ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä |É¶xÉ {ÉÚUåMÉä*  

gÉÉÒ iÉÚ}ÉEÉxÉÉÒ ºÉ®ÉäVÉ : ªÉc =ºÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÖ½É cÖ+ÉÉ |É¶xÉ cè*  näc®ÉnÚxÉ ÉÎºlÉiÉ £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ ´ÉxªÉ VÉÉÒ´É ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ xÉä àÉÉä®Éå BÉEÉÒ 

MÉhÉxÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ 2008 àÉå ABÉE ÉÊ´ÉºiÉßiÉ |ÉºiÉÉ´É £ÉäVÉÉ lÉÉ* ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä =ºÉä ºÉèrÉÆÉÊiÉBÉE àÉÆWÉÚ®ÉÒ £ÉÉÒ nÉÒ 

lÉÉÒ* BÉDªÉÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÉxÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉxªÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ àÉÖcèªÉÉ BÉE®É nÉÒ cè?  

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam, I will have to get back to the hon. Member on the 

specific proposal. But I want to inform the hon. Member that there are two issues here. 

One is ensuring the health of the animal population which the Central Zoo Authority 

is doing through the agreement that we have with the Indian Veterinary Research 

Institute at Bareily and the other issue, of course, is the health impact on human 

beings from the animal population. The hon. Member is from Uttar Pradesh. He 

knows that every year, year after year, hundreds of children die due to Japanese 

Encephalitis and Japanese Encephalitis is a zoonotic disease. It is a disease brought 

about by the contact between animals and human beings. This is also a very serious 

issue. But this goes beyond my own Ministry. It gets into issues of health, it gets into 

issues of urban development, it gets into issues or urban development and it gets into 

issues of how people live in the proximity of animal population. But this is a very 

serious issue and I share the hon. Member’s concern that we should also pay attention 

not just to the welfare and health of the animals but the impact of them on the health 

of human beings as well. 

gÉÉÒ iÉÚ}ÉEÉxÉÉÒ ºÉ®ÉäVÉ : àÉéxÉä ¶Éä®Éå àÉå AbÂWÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ |É¶xÉ {ÉÚUÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® ¶Éä®Éå àÉå ¤ÉÉä´ÉÉ<xÉ ]ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ 

àÉå £ÉÉÒ {ÉÚUÉ lÉÉ* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ JÉ¤É®Éå àÉå £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç cè* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä {ÉÚU ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A*   
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SHRIMATI MANEKA GANDHI : Madam Speaker, I would like to say that 

relocation of deer, whether they breed or not, cannot be done because we have 

absolutely no expertise on how to relocate animals from zoos, especially deer. It is a 

fact that many deer die as soon as you dart them with anesthesia. The problem related 

to the second question is that wildlife medicine is not taught in the 33 veterinary 

colleges that we have in India. Therefore, there is not a single wildlife doctor. The 

zoos are run by Forest Officers and the doctors underneath them, who are trained in 

animal husbandry, have no clue on how to treat monkey, deer etc. 

 Recently, the Chief Wildlife Warden of Kerala has written to me saying that 

their Deer Sanctuary is also very crowded and they do not know how to relocate deer 

without causing death. The Maharajbagh Zoo in Nagpur has lost all its deer in the last 

one week because they picked them up to relocate them under the orders of the CZA 

and all of them died. We have had a huge number of death of deer every time deer are 

touched. May I suggest that the answer to both these problems would be to start 

wildlife courses in all the veterinary colleges and make it compulsory? 

 Secondly, he should bring in foreign experts to teach our Vets because we 

have no idea of how to treat wild animals at all. 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, I accept the hon. Member’s suggestion 

in view of her long experience and interest in this area.  I will certainly take measures 

to ensure that the veterinary facilities available in the zoo improve.   

I have seen in many zoos some excellent veterinary scientists but they do not 

belong to Government Department.  They belong to private NGOs or Trusts.  I 

entirely agree with her that this is a specialised branch and we should try to get the 

best expertise possible for wherever it is available.  I would like to assure her that this 

would be a priority issue as far as the Central Zoo Authority is concerned. 

senapati
(Cd. by e1)
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SHRI MOHAN JENA : Madam, I would like to know from the Minister whether the 

Ministry is aware about the fact that 698 elephants died within 19 years, that is 

between 1990 and 2009, due to poaching, accidents and more particularly after 

coming in contact with high tension electric wires in Orissa. 

 I would like to know what steps the Government has taken against the persons 

responsible and what administrative action Government has contemplated to prevent 

this type of incidents in different parts of the country. 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, any action that has to be taken against 

poachers of elephants in Orissa has to be taken by the Orissa Government and not by 

the Government of India.  That is the first response that I would like to have to the 

hon. Member’s question. 

 But we are faced with a serious problem on elephants.  The population of 

elephants is not dwindling substantially.  It is somewhere in the region of 25,000 to 

26,000.  But elephants are being poached, particularly in Simlipal in Orissa, we have 

had a recent instance.  Elephants are being killed by moving rail traffic, particularly in 

Jalpaiguri in North Bengal, in the North-East Frontier Railway operations.  Every 

month there is a mortality of elephants and elephant calves.  So, it is a serious issue.   

 We have set up an expert group bringing about 20 of India’s leading experts on 

the elephants.  They are submitting their report to me by the end of this month.  I will 

make it public thereafter.  We will strengthen Project Elephant.  I think, Project 

Elephant should get the same degree of political attention as Project Tiger.  After all 

elephant is related to our culture.  We propitiate Elephant God as well.  I think 

elephant certainly deserves much greater concern from all of us.  In this, I would also 

include the way the elephants are treated in some of our Temples. 
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SHRI P. KARUNAKARAN : Thank you Madam Speaker.  I fully agree with the 

views expressed by the hon. Minister that wild animals have to be protected and some 

more stringent action has to be initiated in order to punish the guilty. 

 In this connection, I would like to bring to the notice of the House that there 

are instances where wild animals also attack humans or destroy the crops and 

agricultural products, especially in the border areas of States.  Madam, in the border 

of areas of Kerala and Karnataka a good number of people are tribals.  The hon. 

Minister has stated that we have to worship the elephants.  I have my own experience 

that in the monsoon season the same elephants cross the borders and the fencing areas 

and destroy the crops and agricultural products.   They even destroy the houses and 

even there are deaths. 

 Madam, it is really unfortunate for the tribals to go to the court.  When they go 

to the Karnataka court, they say that this happened in Kerala and when we approach 

the Kerala court, they say that the elephant is from Karnataka.  It is really sad to say 

that the innocent tribal people, even in the case of death, are not compensated. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please ask the question. 

SHRI P. KARUNAKARAN : Madam, I would like to know from the hon. Minister 

what measures the Government can take; and while strengthening the protective 

measures for the wild animals, will there be any intention to protect these tribal 

people when such incidents take place.  

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, if you do not mind my saying so, with 

greatest respect to the hon. Member, I have told him earlier and I would like to repeat 

it, that the Indian elephant is like the Malayali; it is highly migratory in nature.  You 

cannot keep it controlled in one area.  So, we are trying our best.  This is an issue on 

the Karnataka-Kerala border.  We have problems in Tamil Nadu.  We have problems 

in Karnataka as well in Hassan district.  The former Prime Minister writes to me very 

frequently about the damage that is being caused by elephants to the human 

population, particularly the tribals.  Certainly, we are looking at hiking the 

compensation.  But that is not an answer to this situation.  The answer to this situation 

Ravinder Singh
d by f 
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is only possible if we allow natural elephant corridors to be maintained.  

Unfortunately, with the phenomenal growth in economy and new projects coming up, 

traditional elephant corridors have been disturbed.  We are trying to restore some of 

the traditional elephant corridors.  But it is very difficult to restore traditional elephant 

corridors simply because factories have come up; housing complexes have come up 

and we cannot; we have to live with people as well.  They are a reality.  So, the only 

answer that I can give to the hon. Member is that we are aware of this problem.  We 

will certainly provide adequate compensation.  We will try to ensure that corridors are 

maintained so that this type of conflict does not intensify in future. 

SHRI PABAN SINGH GHATOWAR : I would like to congratulate the Government 

for taking the World Heritage Biodiversity Programme for India building partnership 

and support by UNESCO and including two of the National Parks from Assam, 

namely, Kaziranga and Manas.  Also, I would like to congratulate the Minister for 

Rhino 2010 Vision because rhino is one of the most endangered species of our 

country.   

 I would like to draw the attention of the hon. Minister that in Assam – it is our 

experience – at the time of flood, poaching increases and a lot of accidents take place.  

It is because, the National Highway goes through the National Park and when the 

whole forest is flooded, the wild animals shift their habitat to other places and while 

crossing the road, many of the wild animals lose their lives.  I personally feel that 

without the support of the communities, who live around the forest, poaching cannot 

be stopped.  I think, there has to be some programme.  At the same time, there has to 

be protection by the forest guards.  But without sensitization of the community, 

despite good intention of the Government and the amendment of the Wildlife 

Protection Act, that is not giving the desired result.  So, I would like to request the 

Minister to look into it and take appropriate step in this regard. 

SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH: Madam Speaker, it is true that Manas and Kaziranga are 

the two success stories in revival and rehabilitation.  Both Kaziranga and Manas have 

come onto the UNESCO Heritage World Sites.  The State Government has also 
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played a very important role in this revival.  I want to congratulate the hon. Member 

and the State Government for allowing this effort to continue.  Today, rhinoceros is a 

success story.  Today the population of rhinos is over 2000.  It is a good success story 

of conservation and I think that we can all take pride in this.   

 Insofar as the specific question that the hon. Member has raised about 

involving local communities in protection of sanctuaries and national parks, I think 

this is a very important issue.  I happen to believe that without local community 

involvement, we cannot protect the sanctuaries or tiger reserves or national parks.  We 

cannot do it by CRPF or para-military forces or by police; we have to involve the 

local communities.  That is why, we have, in the last couple of months, begun a 

systematic programme of involving local communities.  I will give you a couple of 

examples.   

 In the Nagarjunasagar-Srisailam Tiger Reserve which has now been open to 

public after many years of being closed because of Naxalite violence, the local 

Chenchu youths, the local tribal youths, over 400 of them, have been recruited as 

forest guards and conservation guards and they are increasing their role in protection 

of this Tiger Reserve.   

 In Corbett National Park, we have recruited over 40 to 51 Gujjars, who are the 

local communities so that we can increase their stake in production.  In Tamil Nadu 

and in Tadoba Reserve near Nagpur, wherever we have local tribal population, we are 

doing it.  In Manas itself we are trying to involve the local Bodo population in the 

protection of the National Park.     

 So, I think, this is a very important point that the hon. Member has raised, and I 

would like to inform him that this is the priority of our Government.  Conservation 

must come through people’s participation.  Conservation must come from the 

involvement of local communities.  Conservation cannot come if it is imposed from 

outside. 

           

RCP
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 (Q. No. 403) 

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ :  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® 

{É® VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉÉä |É£ÉÉ´É cè, +ÉÉVÉ {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É àÉå OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉ A´ÉÆ ¶Éc®ÉÒ 

<ãÉÉBÉEÉå àÉå <ºÉBÉEä |É£ÉÉ´É àÉå VÉxÉ VÉÉMÉßiÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +É£ÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉÆBÉE½Éå BÉEä iÉciÉ ªÉc ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉÉjÉ 

13 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ àÉå VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ¶Éc®ÉÒ <ãÉÉBÉEÉå àÉå àÉÉjÉ 33 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä cè* 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ àÉÉiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ +ÉÉè® àÉÉÊcãÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä, {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä nÉä-iÉÉÒxÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ºÉä VªÉÉnÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ 

xÉcÉÓ cè* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉMÉÚ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä VÉxÉ VÉÉMÉâóBÉE +ÉÉÊ£ÉªÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ 

SÉãÉÉiÉä cé* MÉÉÆ´É BÉEä |ÉiªÉäBÉE BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä =ºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉEèºÉä cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè? 

ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ãÉÉMÉÚ VÉ°ô® cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉBÉEÉ ãÉÉ£É +ÉÉàÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä BÉEèºÉä ÉÊàÉãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè? VÉ¤É iÉBÉE |ÉiªÉäBÉE 

BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä <ºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ, iÉ¤É iÉBÉE <ºÉBÉEÉ ãÉÉ£É +ÉÉàÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ, <ºÉÉÊãÉA VÉxÉ 

VÉÉMÉ°ôBÉEiÉÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉªÉÉxÉ SÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*  +ÉÉVÉ VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉ cè, àÉé ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ xÉcÉÓ 

ÉÊàÉãÉ {ÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* àÉé =kÉ® |Énä¶É BÉEÉ ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ cÚÆ, àÉéxÉä JÉÖn +É{ÉxÉä |É¶xÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® bÉãÉä* =kÉ® |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä 

§É−]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉÆ +ÉÉè® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉxªÉ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉÆ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE VÉ¤É àÉä®ä 

VÉèºÉä BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ iÉÉä +ÉÉàÉ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE BÉEÉä <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEèºÉä ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé BÉEä´ÉãÉ 

+ÉÉ{ÉºÉä VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ: +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ :  àÉé {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEÉ àÉäà¤É® cÚÆ +ÉÉè® àÉÖZÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ 

ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉÉàÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ cÉÒ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé <ºÉ {É® ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ: +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ :  AäºÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ A´ÉÆ ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä <ºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ MÉÉÆ´É-MÉÉÆ´É iÉBÉE ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä 

cÉä*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉÉÊn BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ näiÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE BÉE½ÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ cÉä iÉÉÉÊBÉE §É−]ÉSÉÉ® âóBÉE 

ºÉBÉEä* ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® <ºÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉÆ¶ÉÉ +ÉSUÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ ~ÉÒBÉE iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* 

àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉciÉ ºÉ¤É BÉEÉä VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ 
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BÉE®É<Ç VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè? +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ A´ÉÆ ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ cé, VÉÉä àÉÖBÉEnàÉå cé, =xÉàÉå ºÉä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä {ÉéÉËbMÉ cé +ÉÉè® VÉÉä {ÉéÉËbMÉ 

cé, =xÉàÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ nÉÒ MÉ<Ç +ÉÉè® xÉ ÉÊnA VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉå {É® BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç? 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: Madam Speaker, the hon. Member has asked many 

questions. 

MADAM SPEAKER: You reply to one.  

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: Madam Speaker, the first part of his question is 

about the awareness of RTI, and what he has stated is correct.   

 The Government instituted a Study by a research organization in 2008.  The 

Report was obtained in June, 2009.  Therefore, the Study pertains to the period of 

2008-09.  Indeed, the Study found that the awareness of RTI in rural areas was 13 per 

cent, as the hon. Member has rightly said; and the awareness level was 33 per cent in 

urban areas.  It is indeed low.  These figures are in respect of 2008, only three years 

after the Act was implemented.  Now, we are talking about it after a period of five 

years of the Act has been working.  That is why, after we got this Report, the 

Government has taken many proactive steps to make sure that the awareness of the 

RTI Act increases but we are not still satisfied with it.   Particularly in the rural areas 

we need to do a lot of work in that.  Later on, if the hon. Member wants, I can explain 

as to what we are doing.  

 Madam, as regards the second part of his question, it is not true.  The second 

part of his question – the hon. Member has said that nobody gets information – is not 

correct.  

  A total of 3,000,63 requests for information under the RTI  was received in 

2008-09. Out of that, 94 per cent people got information.   Only six per cent people 

did not get information for various reasons. Now, if we approximately take the figures 

of this year – we are collecting figures – we are talking about more than 5,00,000 

requests. The RTI Act has become extremely popular. The people who are aware 

about it, are using it extensively; and almost 94 per cent people are getting 

information.  The people who are not satisfied only go to the Information Commission.  

I can also give those figures about the Information Commission. The Information 

LH
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Commission had got requests for 15,000 applications in 2008-09 and they were of 

those people who were not satisfied or did not get information. So, in regard to 

his question, firstly, yes we are working very hard to increase the awareness and there 

are many steps, which have been taken. Secondly, it is not true that the information is 

not obtained. There may be some isolated instances. But this is an extremely popular 

step that the  UPA Government has taken. 

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉVÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä =kÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, <ºÉ =kÉ® ºÉä àÉé 

ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ ºÉcàÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÚÆ* ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® +ÉÉVÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉciÉ +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉiÉÉ 

cè iÉÉä =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® =ºÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ªÉÉ =ºÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉ BÉEä |É£ÉÉ´É¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉxÉä 

´ÉÉãÉä BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÖ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ¤ÉiÉÉÇ´É BÉE®ÉiÉä cé, |ÉiÉÉÉÊ½iÉ BÉE®iÉä cé, ªÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉä ªÉÉiÉxÉÉAÆ näiÉä cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉä VÉäãÉ 

àÉå £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉ {É½iÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä {ÉEVÉÉÔ àÉÖBÉEnàÉÉå àÉå VÉäãÉ ÉÊ£ÉVÉ´ÉÉ näiÉä cé* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +ÉÉ{É |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä, +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉà¤ÉÉÒ £ÉÚÉÊàÉBÉEÉ àÉiÉ ¤ÉÉÆÉÊvÉªÉä*  

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ : àÉé ÉÊVÉºÉ |Énä¶É BÉEÉ ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ cÚÆ, =kÉ® |Énä¶É BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä àÉé VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ, ´ÉcÉÆ +ÉÉVÉ 

<ºÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉÉä BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉiÉÉ cè, àÉÉÆMÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ iÉÉä xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ´Éc 

BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ VÉäãÉ BÉEä +É½MÉ½Éå BÉEä +Éxn® SÉãÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ªÉc {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c =i{ÉÉÒ½xÉ cè, =ºÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ, ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ {ÉÚUxÉä 

´ÉÉãÉä BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ +ÉiªÉÉSÉÉ®, +ÉxªÉÉªÉ +ÉÉè® =i{ÉÉÒ½xÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊ®ªÉÉªÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤É®iÉÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* àÉé 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEä´ÉãÉ ªÉc VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ <ºÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® ºÉä §É−]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEàÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè? 

ªÉÉÊn cÖ+ÉÉ cè iÉÉä càÉå §É−]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEä ºÉà¤ÉxvÉ àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉªÉå ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® BÉEèºÉä BÉEàÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉä 

®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉä ={ÉÉªÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä cé? VÉ¤É ºÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, iÉ¤É ºÉä àÉÖZÉä iÉÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE §É−]ÉSÉÉ® +ÉÉè® ¤ÉfÃÉ cè, §É−]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEàÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ, ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE ¤ÉfÃÉ cè* 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : ~ÉÒBÉE cè* +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä*  

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ : <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, àÉé ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

<ºÉàÉå BÉE½É BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® ABÉE àÉcÉÒxÉä BÉEä +Éxn® ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉ näxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® ºÉVÉÉ 

näxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® =ºÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉäãÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA 

+ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊ®ªÉÉªÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ VÉÉÒ, ABÉE ºÉèÉÊBÉEhb +ÉÉè®...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +É¤É +ÉÉ{É |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä* +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉà¤ÉÉÒ £ÉÚÉÊàÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉÉÆvÉ ®cä cé* 
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gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ : ABÉE BÉD´É¶SÉxÉ =kÉ® |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉéxÉä {ÉÚUÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä £ÉÉÒ =kÉ® xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉ¤É 

àÉéxÉä nÉä¤ÉÉ®É {ÉÚUÉ iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç VÉ´ÉÉ¤É xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉÉ* àÉéxÉä näJÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä VÉèºÉÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ VÉ¤É |É¶xÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® 

=kÉ® àÉÉÆMÉ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ nä ®cÉÒ cè, SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® §É−]ÉSÉÉ® àÉå ÉÊãÉ{iÉ cè...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ{É {ÉcãÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉ SÉÖBÉEä cé* 

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ VÉÉÒ, ABÉE ºÉèÉÊBÉEhb* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É àÉÖZÉä {ÉÚUxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA* càÉ MÉÉÆ´É 

BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉcÉÆ xÉcÉÓ {ÉÚU {ÉÉAÆMÉä iÉÉä BÉEcÉÆ {ÉÚUåMÉä iÉÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÖxÉäMÉÉ, càÉ <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA ªÉcÉÆ 

+ÉÉªÉä cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É ªÉc àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉå ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ SÉÉcä |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ®å cÉå, SÉÉcä 

BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® cÉä, VÉÉä ¤É½ä-¤É½ä ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ cé, VÉèºÉä BÉEÉìàÉxÉ´ÉèãlÉ MÉäàºÉ àÉå ªÉÉÊn ABÉE ºÉÉè âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ UÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä ´Éc 500 

âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ cè iÉÉä <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä §É−]ÉSÉÉ®...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +ÉÉ{É |É¶xÉ {ÉÚÉÊUªÉä, +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ* 

gÉÉÒ PÉxÉ¶ªÉÉàÉ +ÉxÉÖ®ÉMÉÉÒ : iÉÉä àÉé BÉEä´ÉãÉ ªÉc {ÉÚUxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä VÉÉä §É−]ÉSÉÉ® cÉä ®cä cé, <ºÉàÉå ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ 

BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä iÉciÉ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä BÉE<Ç BÉD´É¶SÉxÉ bÉãÉä +ÉÉè® VÉ´ÉÉ¤É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉä iÉÉä <ºÉàÉå àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ §É−]ÉSÉÉ® ®ÉäBÉExÉä 

BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉÉè® {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉè® +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä BÉEnàÉ =~É ®cä cé, BÉEÉä<Ç BÉE½É BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ®cä cé, 

ªÉc àÉé VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ? =xÉ {É® +ÉÆBÉÖE¶É ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉ näxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ºÉàÉªÉ¤Ér iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä 

ºÉä BÉE¤É iÉBÉE BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ, VÉÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® àÉå ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ nåMÉä, =xÉ {É® BÉDªÉÉ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ? 

MADAM SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
 

Rep130-2
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SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: I think the House is aware and I am sure the hon. 

Member is also aware that the Right to Information Act is implemented at the Central 

Government level and is also implemented at State Government level. We are 

providing information which we maintain at the Central level. The information that I 

gave you, I must qualify it in view of the second supplementary, that the five lakh 

applications that we have disposed of with 95 per cent favourable disposal pertain 

only to the Central Government information. Each State Government has to 

implement a law in its own State as per the statute made in the Centre. If the hon. 

Member has a very bad experience of his own State, there is an issue there. But when 

the Central Government has enacted a national legislation, the States have to 

implement it. Apparently, the hon. Member does not have very good experience in his 

State. But you can get information about the disposal in your own State. 

The second important point raised was whether corruption has been reduced. 

There is no specific study that we have carried out to assess the impact of the Right to 

Information Act on reducing corruption because it is very difficult. But, it is a very 

important tool in the hands of the citizens of this country towards a transparent 

Government, which in turn, reduces corruption. Many NGOs have done some 

assessment to say that major cases of fraud have been discovered through information 

obtained under Right to Information Act. But, corruption requires a multi-pronged 

tact. RTI is one tool in the hands of the citizens. We are now also coming forward 

with another Act, namely Whistle Blower Act. There is a Resolution in this regard, 

but Governments wants to bring in a new legislation, which I intend to introduce in 

the House very soon. Among other things, some very positive points have come out 

by the suggestion made by the hon. Member and by the study that we have 

commissioned. We are taking action to strengthen the Act further. 
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gÉÉÒ ®àÉä¶É ¤ÉèºÉ : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, nä¶É àÉå ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ãÉÉäMÉÉå àÉå VÉÉMÉ°ôBÉEiÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉÒ 

cè +ÉÉè® BÉE<Ç ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ AäºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉEÉ<ãÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, VÉÉä BÉEÉx{ÉEÉÒbåÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ cÉä*  ªÉÉÊn BÉEÉä<Ç BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ãÉäxÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè, iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ABÉE ºÉàÉªÉ-ºÉÉÒàÉÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ-ºÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® =ºÉBÉEÉä VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ 

|ÉÉ{iÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè*  ÉÊ{ÉE® ´Éc BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +É{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +É{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn 

£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ´ÉänxÉBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉÒ cè*  <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÉ AäºÉÉ ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä iÉciÉ 

+ÉÉ´ÉänxÉBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEÉä VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ |ÉÉ{iÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä?  

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: Under Section 19 of the Act, there is a provision for 

penalty which may be imposed by either the State Information Commission or the 

Central Information Commission if the information is not given within a particular 

period. This is being implemented, people are being punished if the information is not 

given in time. I beg to differ with the Member. Penalty provisions are there. 

DR. K.S. RAO : This is a very revolutionary Act that has been brought by the Central 

Government. Any Government must have the courage to bring such an Act. All the 

Members are very happy about it.  

 In his reply, the hon. Minister has said that in the survey it is understood that 

the awareness with the people was 33 per cent only, particularly in the rural areas. He 

also said that survey conducted is in regard to the Government of India and not in 

regard to State Governments. If there were not to be criticisms and the purpose of the 

Act were to be implemented to get good name to the Government of India, I wish to 

know from the hon. Minister whether they have conducted any programme of 

awareness for the officers concerned about the punishment that they have to receive in 

case they do not provide the information within the stipulated period. I wish to know, 

how many such officers have been punished for not providing the information. If at 

least a few people were to be punished vigorously, the purpose of the Act would be 

served and we will get the pleasure and happiness and proudly say that we are the 

people who have brought this Act. 
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SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: As I mentioned in the beginning, yes, we are taking 

steps to increase the awareness about this Act by launching a media campaign. 

 We have a large budget for increasing awareness through television and radio. 

We are also trying to create a brand for RTI so that even an illiterate person can look 

at the logo or picture and directly approach the Information Officer, PIO. We are 

increasing the number of APIOs in the village post offices and all that. A big effort is 

being made to make the RTI Act even more user-friendly.  

 Madam, I will not be able to give exact figures of how many officials were 

punished because that is not what was sought, but I can definitely supply the 

information to the hon. Member. This information is not centrally maintained. This 

has to be obtained from the State Governments also. The survey that we carried out 

was a representative survey conducted in five States – Uttar Pradesh, Maharashtra, 

Andhra Pradesh, Orissa and Assam. So, we did get some flavour of what is happening 

in certain States and how the State Information Commission and State Information 

System is working, but I agree that this has been one of the most revolutionary steps 

taken by the Government of India.  

We have the experience of five years and we have been constantly trying to 

make sure that internal systems get strengthened by use of IT, by managing records 

properly, by use of call centres to make it very easy for even an illiterate person. I 

think, I will assure the House that this Act will become an even more pro-active Act 

by pro-active disclosure so that people do not have to go and seek information, and 

information is readily available and most of the information becomes pro-actively 

available, and we move towards the dream of a really transparent and open 

Government. 

KVJagannathan
d. by k1 
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gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ´É ®ÆVÉxÉ ÉËºÉc ={ÉEÇ ãÉãÉxÉ ÉËºÉc :  +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ ´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå §É−]ÉSÉÉ® 

BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä àÉå, BÉEàÉ BÉE®xÉä àÉå +ÉÉè® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä àÉå {ÉÉ®nÉÌ¶ÉiÉÉ ãÉÉxÉä àÉå ABÉE BÉEÉ®MÉ® cÉÊlÉªÉÉ® cÉä 

ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè ¤É¶ÉiÉæ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉ <{ÉEèÉÎBÉD]´É <à{ãÉÉÒàÉé]ä¶ÉxÉ cÉä* BÉE<Ç àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå AäºÉÉ näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, VÉèºÉä ªÉcÉÆ +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ 

iÉÉãÉä BÉEÉÒ SÉÉ¤ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ªÉÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ MÉÉäãÉ-àÉ]ÉäãÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näiÉä cé, ºÉcÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É xÉcÉÓ näiÉä ªÉÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É BÉEÉä 

ãÉà¤Éä ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE ãÉ]BÉEÉiÉä cé* BÉE<Ç àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå MÉÉä{ÉxÉÉÒªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÉxÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉBÉE® VÉ´ÉÉ¤É xÉcÉÓ näiÉä cé* ªÉc ºÉSÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

BÉE<Ç àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ºÉÚSÉxÉÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè iÉÉä ´Éä  ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç xÉ BÉEÉä<Ç 

àÉÖBÉEnàÉÉ BÉE®´ÉÉBÉE® =ºÉä {ÉEÆºÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* <{ÉEèÉÎBÉD]´É <à{ãÉÉÒàÉé]ä¶ÉxÉ àÉå BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ nÉä−É cè* ´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå 

ªÉc BÉEÉ®MÉ® cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <xcÉåxÉä ´É−ÉÇ 2009 àÉå º]bÉÒ BÉE®´ÉÉ<Ç +ÉÉè® º]bÉÒ BÉE®´ÉÉxÉä BÉEä 

¤ÉÉn <xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå <à|ÉÚ´ÉàÉé] <xÉ ABÉEÉ=Æ]äÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ {ÉEÉì® <à{ãÉÉÒàÉé]ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ <xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ £ÉÉÒ 

cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <{ÉEèÉÎBÉD]´É <à{ãÉÉÒàÉé]ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå +É¤É 

iÉBÉE BÉDªÉÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ´ÉèºÉÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä, VÉÉä MÉÉä{ÉxÉÉÒªÉ xÉcÉÓ cé, BÉDªÉÉ {ÉÉÊ®£ÉÉÉÊ−ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉèxÉ-BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÉÒ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉAÆ MÉÉä{ÉxÉÉÒªÉ cé, VÉÉä xÉcÉÓ nÉÒ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÓ?  

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: Hon. Speaker, the Act very clearly defines what 

information cannot be given in public interest, but it is the attempt of the Government 

to expand the scope of the information that is being denied to citizens. When we 

talked about strengthening the RTI Act, that was the intention of the Government. For 

example, there are some intelligence agencies whose information cannot be sought, 

but we questioned it saying whether you could not open up the personal records, and 

the promotion and transfer aspects which have nothing to do with national security. 

You will appreciate that we cannot share the national security details and that is why, 

certain organisations have been kept away from this Act, but we have to see whether 

we can expand the scope to look at how they function, how their administration 

functions and how transfer-postings and administrative matters are being handled. 

Perhaps there is a scope to expand the role of this Act.  

sahani
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 We are constantly trying to make sure of it by strengthening capacity building, 

training, awareness campaign, use of IT, etc. All this is being done. 

 Another important question that he hinted at was this. Are the seekers of the 

RTI or the RTI activists being harassed? Recently, some cases have come to light 

through media reports that there are some people who have been murdered trying to 

be activists or trying to get information. Of course, the law and order will have to be 

handled by the State Governments. We are writing to the Chief Ministers to make 

sure that an RTI activist, who seeks protection, must be given protection under law. 

But I think that these cases are very few. 

 I agree with the Member that there may be certain cases, particularly, in the 

State Governments where some officer may be harassing people who seek 

information, but we all will have to work together to increase awareness and to make 

sure that this Act is implemented in the right spirit. I appeal to the entire House that 

there are certain State Governments, which are run by some other Parties who must 

also cooperate with us to make sure that this law is implemented in the real spirit with 

which we have brought it. 
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 (Q. No.  404) 

 

SHRI ABDUL RAHMAN : Madam, the Supreme Court had given a directive in 2008 

that every State should establish its own Directorate of Radiation Safety (DRS), but it 

seems that only some States have established a DRS so far. I would like to ask this, 

through you, from the hon. Minister. What steps have been taken by the Central 

Government to ensure establishment of DRS in all the States in order to improve 

radiation safety standards in the country? 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN : Madam, the hon. Member has asked about the 

Bhabha Atomic Research Centre (BARC), and specifically asked about the safe 

custody and disposal of radioactive materials. I have clarified in my reply that it is not 

the BARC, but the Atomic Energy Regulatory Board (AERB), which has notified 

certain rules under the Atomic Energy Act regarding radiation protection and also 

regarding safe disposal of radioactive waste. 

 The hon. Member has asked about the position of the States. I do not have the 

information right now. I will give him the information as to which States have 

implemented it.  

SHRI ABDUL RAHMAN : According to the BARC, only 400 X-ray exposures are 

allowed per person every year whereas radiologists even in the Central Government-

run hospitals and institutes are being forced to conduct 50 X-rays daily. This is 

something, which needs urgent attention of the Central Government. All cancer 

hospitals should have a Radiation Safety Officer (RSO) trained by BARC and well-

equipped with necessary staff.  

 I would like to ask this, through you, from the hon. Minister. How many cancer 

hospitals in the country have RSO trained by BARC? Does BARC or AERB keep any 

record of such officers? If the record is not kept by either of these agencies, then I 

would like to know the reasons for the same. What steps the Government propose to 

take in this regard?  
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SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN : Madam, the rules about whole radiation equipment 

including cancer therapeutic equipment was covered by the Atomic Energy (Radiation 

Protection) Rules, 2004. All cancer hospitals and those hospitals, which use radiation 

equipment, have RSOs. All records about these officers are kept here as also the 

records of all the radiation equipment whether it is health-related; whether it is 

industry-related; whether it is research-related or whether it is agriculture-related. All 

the radiation equipment has to be licensed by the AERB. A complete database of all 

equipment is maintained.  

  There are surprise inspections. Wherever the rules specify, the Radiation 

Officers have to be there, and the list of those officers is maintained. There is a 

complete procedure for training these officers on safety issues.  

SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI : Madam, I would like to know from the 

Government whether it is aware that in between 1995 and 2010 about 100 scientists of 

BARC died of exposure to radiation.  

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: No, Madam. I will very flatly refute this allegation. 

It is not true at all. There could be some natural deaths, but because of radiation, some 

scientists of BARC died is entirely not true. 
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(Q. No. 405) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÖ£ÉÉ−É ¤ÉÉ{ÉÚ®É´É ´ÉÉxÉJÉäbä : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE +ÉÉè® ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒ £ÉÉMÉÉÒnÉ®ÉÒ 

{ÉrÉÊiÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ nä¶É àÉå 2500 àÉÉvªÉÉÊàÉBÉE ÉẾ ÉtÉÉãÉªÉ JÉÉäãÉä VÉÉAÆMÉä* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <xÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉtÉÉãÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä JÉÉäãÉxÉä àÉå BÉDªÉÉå <iÉxÉÉ ÉÊ´ÉãÉà¤É cÉä ®cÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ cè +ÉÉè® BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ =xcå JÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ 

ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ãÉä {ÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè? 

gÉÉÒ BÉEÉÊ{ÉãÉ ÉÊºÉ¤¤ÉãÉ : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ªÉc ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä càÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¤Éè~BÉE® {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE |ÉÉ<´Éä] {ÉÉ]ÇxÉ®ÉÊ¶É{É BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ, 

ªÉc iÉªÉ BÉE®å* càÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¤Éè~ä +ÉÉè® xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ £ÉÉÒ iÉªÉ cÖ<Ç* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, 

BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉéxÉä +É{ÉxÉä àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ àÉå ABÉE ®É=Æ] ]ä¤ÉãÉ {ÉEÉ® ºBÉÚEãÉ AVÉÖBÉEä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ, ªÉc |ÉºiÉÉ´É =xÉBÉEä 

ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉÉ VÉÉA* <ºÉàÉå |ÉÉ<´Éä] ºÉäBÉD]® £ÉÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌ]ÉÊºÉ{Éä] BÉE® ®cÉ cè <ºÉÉÊãÉA =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ càÉ +ÉÉMÉä 

xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉfÃ ºÉBÉEiÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA ªÉä ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå =xÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉÉÒ VÉÉAÆ +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊºÉãÉÉÊºÉãÉä àÉå SÉÉ®-{ÉÉÆSÉ-U& àÉÉÒÉË]MºÉ cÖ<ÇÆ*  

=ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +É¤É càÉxÉä BÉDªÉÉ àÉÉbãÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éc iÉªÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ªÉc  ¤ÉÉiÉ càÉxÉä <ÇA{ÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉäVÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® 

=ºÉàÉå BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ cÉäMÉÉ, =ºÉä näJÉBÉE® càÉ +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃåMÉä* 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÖ£ÉÉ−É ¤ÉÉ{ÉÚ®É´É ´ÉÉxÉJÉäbä : BÉDªÉÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ {É®ÉàÉ¶ÉÇ näxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ºÉàÉÚc BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, 

ªÉÉÊn cÉÆ iÉÉä ´Éc ºÉàÉÚc BÉE¤É MÉÉÊ~iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉxÉä BÉDªÉÉ {É®ÉàÉ¶ÉÇ ÉÊnªÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ àÉå 

BÉDªÉÉ {É®ÉàÉ¶ÉÇ cè? 

gÉÉÒ BÉEÉÊ{ÉãÉ ÉÊºÉ¤¤ÉãÉ: +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, VÉèºÉÉ àÉéxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä ®É=Æb ]ä¤ÉãÉ {ÉEÉ® ºBÉÚEãÉ AVÉÖBÉEä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* 

=ºÉBÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ ABÉE ºÉ¤É OÉÖ{É ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ* =ºÉàÉå ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ, |ÉÉ<´Éä] ºÉäBÉD]® BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ +ÉÉè® 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ £ÉÉÒ lÉä* ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ càÉxÉä ABÉE àÉÉbãÉ ÉÊ|É{ÉäªÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ªÉc ºÉ¤É <ÇA{ÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä 

cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé +É£ÉÉÒ =ÉÊSÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä àÉé =ºÉBÉEÉ JÉÖãÉÉºÉÉ BÉE°ôÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É iÉBÉE =xÉBÉEÉÒ 

+ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉÒ, ªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* VÉ¤É =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® VÉc càÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ãÉåMÉä, iÉÉä 

càÉ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉåMÉä* 

gÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉµÉEàÉ£ÉÉ<Ç +ÉVÉÇxÉ£ÉÉ<Ç àÉÉnàÉ : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ABÉE +ÉSUÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé* <ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä 

iÉciÉ 6000 ºBÉÚEãºÉ ¤ÉxÉÉA VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ªÉc xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉªÉºÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉDªÉÉ 

cÉäMÉÉÒ* àÉéxÉä |ÉäºÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ãÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE AäºÉä ºBÉÚEãºÉ BÉEÉÒ c® BÉDãÉÉºÉ àÉå 150 ¤ÉSSÉä {ÉfÃÉA VÉÉAÆMÉä* +ÉMÉ® 

<iÉxÉä ¤ÉSSÉä ABÉE BÉDãÉÉºÉ àÉå {ÉfÃÉA VÉÉAÆMÉä, iÉÉä ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉÖhÉ´ÉkÉÉ BÉDªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉÒ näJÉ®äJÉ BÉEÉ ºiÉ® BÉDªÉÉ 
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cÉäMÉÉ? ªÉä ºBÉÚEãºÉ ÉÊ{ÉU½ä <ãÉÉBÉEÉå àÉå JÉÉäãÉä VÉÉxÉä cé +ÉÉè® ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉ +ÉÉ<ÇBÉDªÉÚ ºiÉ® BÉDªÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, ªÉc +ÉÉ{É 

VÉÉxÉiÉä cé* àÉä®É nÚºÉ®É |É¶xÉ cè* 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ: +ÉÉ{É ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉE cÉÒ |É¶xÉ {ÉÚUå, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE |É¶xÉ BÉEÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ JÉiàÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* 

gÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉµÉEàÉ£ÉÉ<Ç +ÉVÉÇxÉ£ÉÉ<Ç àÉÉnàÉ : àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ c® BÉDãÉÉºÉ àÉå 150 ¤ÉSSÉä cÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® 

<xÉ ºBÉÚEãºÉ BÉEÉä JÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉªÉºÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉDªÉÉ cè, BÉE¤É iÉBÉE ªÉä ºBÉÚEãºÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉåMÉä? 

gÉÉÒ BÉEÉÊ{ÉãÉ ÉÊºÉ¤¤ÉãÉ: VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE 2500 ºBÉÚEãºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, càÉ +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÉÊnxÉ VÉÉä BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ ºÉÉäSÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE <ºÉä 

BÉEèºÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉAÆMÉä iÉÉä 2011-2012 àÉå 500 ºBÉÚEãºÉ BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ BÉE®åMÉä*   ´É−ÉÇ 2012-2013 àÉå ABÉE cVÉÉ® ºBÉÚEãÉÉå 

BÉEÉ +ÉÉè® ´É−ÉÇ 2013-2014 àÉå +ÉÉè® ABÉE cVÉÉ® ºBÉÚEãÉÉå BÉEÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÉä ºÉÆJªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ ´Éc 150 xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ, càÉ SÉÉciÉä 

cé ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 2500 |ÉÉÊiÉ ºBÉÚEãÉ cÉä*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 2500 |ÉÉÊiÉ-ºBÉÚEãÉ cÉä iÉÉä 150 |ÉÉÊiÉ-BÉDãÉÉìºÉ iÉÉä cÉä cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ 

ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉä ºBÉÚEãÉ U~ÉÒ ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 12´ÉÉÓ iÉBÉE cÉåMÉä* 
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12.00 hrs. 

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE 

MADAM SPEAKER: Now Papers to be laid. 

THE MINISTER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY (SHRI ANAND SHARMA): I 

beg to lay on the Table a copy of the Foreign Trade Policy and Handbook of 

Procedures Volume I (Hindi and English versions) for the period from 27th August, 

2009 to 31st March, 2014 (updated as on 23rd August, 2010). 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3007/15/10) 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY; MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF EARTH 

SCIENCES; MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE; 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 

GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS; AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 

MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN): I 

beg to lay on the Table: 

(1)   A copy of the Memorandum of Understanding (Hindi and English versions) 

between the Bharat Immunologicals and Biologicals Corporation Limited and 

the Department of Biotechnology, Ministry of Science and Technology for the 

year 2010-11.  

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3008/15/10) 

(2)    A copy each of the following Notifications (Hindi and English versions) under 

sub-section (2) of Section 3 of the All India Services Act, 1951. 

(i) The Indian Administrative Service (Fixation of Cadre Strength) Ninth 

Amendment Regulations, 2010 published in Notification No. G.S.R. 

617(E) in Gazette of India dated 23rd July, 2010. 

(ii) The Indian Administrative Service (Pay) Eleventh Amendment 

Regulations, 2010 published in Notification No. G.S.R. 618(E) in 

Gazette of India dated 23rd July, 2010. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3009/15/10) 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND 

FORESTS (SHRI JAIRAM RAMESH): I beg to lay on the Table: 

(1)  A copy each of the following Notifications (Hindi and English versions) issued 

under various Sections of the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986:- 

(i) S.O. 1111(E) published in Gazette of India dated the 14th May, 2010, 

constituting the Uttarakhand State Ganga River Conservation Authority 

comprising of Chairperson and members, mentioned therein, for 

effective abatement of pollution and conservation of the river Ganga. 

(ii) S.O. 1906(E) published in Gazette of India dated the 4th August, 2010, 

delegating the power vested in it under Section 20 of the Environment 

(Protection) Act, 1986, subject to certain conditions.  

(iii) S.O. 1907(E) published in Gazette of India dated the 4th August, 2010, 

authorizing the Uttarakhand State Ganga River Conservation Authority 

or any other Authority or officer authorized by such Authority for the 

purpose of filing complaint for taking cognizance of any offence under 

the Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3010/15/10) 

(2) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Centre 

of Excellence for Medicinal Plants & Traditional Knowledge, Foundation for 

Revitalisation of Local Health Traditions, Bangalore, for the year 2008-2009, 

alongwith Audited Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Centre of Excellence for Medicinal Plants & Traditional 

Knowledge, Foundation for Revitalisation of Local Health Traditions, 

Bangalore, for the year 2008-2009. 

(3)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (2) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3011/15/10) 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING AND 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS 

(SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY): I beg to lay on the Table: 

(1) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

Allahabad Museum, Allahabad, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited 

Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Allahabad Museum, Allahabad, for the year 2008-2009. 

(2)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (1) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3012/15/10) 

(3) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

National Museum Institute of History of Art, Conservation & Museology, New 

Delhi, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the National Museum Institute of History of Art, 

Conservation & Museology, New Delhi, for the year 2008-2009. 

(4)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (3) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3013/15/10) 

(5) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Indira 

Gandhi Rashtriya Manav Sangrahalaya, Bhopal, for the year 2008-2009, 

alongwith Audited Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Indira Gandhi Rashtriya Manav Sangrahalaya, Bhopal, 

for the year 2008-2009. 

(6)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (5) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3014/15/10) 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF HUMAN RESOURCE 

DEVELOPMENT (SHRIMATI D. PURANDESWARI): I beg to lay on the Table: 

(1) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Indian 

Institute of Science Education and Research, Thiruvananthapuram, for the year 

2008-2009 alongwith Audited Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Indian Institute of Science Education and Research, 

Thiruvananthapuram, for the year 2008-2009. 

(2)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (1) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3015/15/10) 

(3) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Indian 

Institute of Science Education and Research, Kolkata, for the year 2008-2009, 

alongwith Audited Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Indian Institute of Science Education and Research, 

Kolkata, for the year 2008-2009. 

(4)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (3) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3016/15/10) 

(5) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Indian 

Institute of Science, Bangalore, for the year 2008-2009. 

 (ii) A copy of the Annual Accounts (Hindi and English versions) of the 

Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore, for the year 2008-2009, together with 

Audit Report thereon. 

 (iii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Indian Institute of Science, Bangalore, for the year 2008-

2009.  
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(6) Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (5) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3017/15/10) 

(7) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Indian 

Council for Teacher Education, New Delhi, for the year 2008-2009. 

 (ii) A copy of the Annual Accounts (Hindi and English versions) of the 

Indian Council for Teacher Education, New Delhi, for the year 2008-2009, 

together with Audit Report thereon. 

 (iii) Statement regarding Review (Hindi and English versions) by the 

Government of the working of the Indian Council for Teacher Education, New 

Delhi, for the year 2008-2009.  

(8) Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (7) above. 

 (9) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

National Institute of Technology, Patna, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith 

Audited Accounts.  

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the National Institute of Technology, Patna, for the year 

2008-2009. 

(10)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (9) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3018/15/10) 

(11) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

National Institute of Technology, Raipur, for the year 2006-2007, alongwith 

Audited Accounts.  

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the National Institute of Technology, Raipur, for the year 

2006-2007. 
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(12)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (11) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3019/15/10) 

(13) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

National Institute of Technology, Calicut, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith 

Audited Accounts.  

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the National Institute of Technology, Calicut, for the year 

2008-2009. 

(14)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (13) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3020/15/10) 

(15) A copy of the UGC (Institutions Deemed to be Universities Regulations, 2010 

(Hindi and English versions) published in the Notification No. 146 in Gazette 

of India dated the 26th May, 2010 under sub-section (1) of Section 26 of the 

University Grants Commission Act, 1956, containing Addendum/Corrigendum 

thereto published in Notification No. F. No. F. 6-1(11)/2006(CPP.I) dated 2nd 

August, 2010.  

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3021/15/10) 

(16) A copy of the Annual Accounts (Hindi and English versions) of the Visva-

Bharati, Santiniketan, for the year 2008-2009, together with Audit Report 

thereon.  

(17)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (16) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3022/15/10)
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(18) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi, for the year 2008-2009.  

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi, for the year 

2008-2009. 

(19)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (18) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3023/15/10)  

(20) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

University of Allahabad, Allahabad, New Delhi, for the year 2008-2009.  

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the University of Allahabad, Allahabad, New Delhi, for the 

year 2008-2009. 

(21)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (20) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3024/15/10) 

(22) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Indian 

Institute of Advanced Study, Shimla, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith 

Audited Accounts.  

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Indian Institute of Advanced Study, Shimla, for the year 

2008-2009.  

(23)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (22) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3025/15/10) 

(24) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the 

Rajasthan Council of Elementary Education (Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan 

Programme), Jaipur, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited Accounts.  
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 (ii) Statement regarding Review (Hindi and English versions) by the 

Government of the working of the Rajasthan Council of Elementary Education 

(Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan Programme), Jaipur, for the year 2008-2009.  

(25)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (24) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3026/15/10) 

(26) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Rajiv 

Gandhi Shiksha Mission (Madhya Pradesh Rajya Shiksha Kendra, Sarva 

Shiksha Abhiyan), Bhopal, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited 

Accounts.  

 (ii) Statement regarding Review (Hindi and English versions) by the 

Government of the working of the Rajiv Gandhi Shiksha Mission (Madhya 

Pradesh Rajya Shiksha Kendra, Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan), Bhopal, for the year 

2008-2009.  

(27)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (26) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3027/15/10) 

(28) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Gujarat 

Council of Elementary Education (Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan Mission), 

Gandhinagar, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited Accounts.  

 (ii) Statement regarding Review (Hindi and English versions) by the 

Government of the working of the Gujarat Council of Elementary Education 

(Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan Mission), Gandhinagar, for the year 2008-2009.  

(29)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (28) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3028/15/10) 
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS AND 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (SHRI SACHIN PILOT): I beg to lay on the 

Table a copy of the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable Services) 

Interconnection (Sixth Amendment) Regulations, 2010 (Hindi and English versions) 

published in the Notification No. F. No. 6-7/2010-B&CS in Gazette of India dated the 

2nd August, 2010 under Section 37 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act, 

1997. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3029/15/10) 

THE MINISTER OF YOUTH AFFAIRS AND SPORTS (DR. M.S. GILL): On 

behalf of Shri Pratik Prakashbapu Patil, I beg to lay on the Table: 

(1) (i) A copy of the Annual Report (Hindi and English versions) of the Sports 

Authority of India, New Delhi, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited 

Accounts. 

 (ii) A copy of the Review (Hindi and English versions) by the Government 

of the working of the Sports Authority of India, New Delhi, for the year 2008-

2009. 

(2)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (1) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3030/15/10) 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF WATER RESOURCES (SHRI 

VINCENT H. PALA): I beg to lay on the Table: 

(1)   A copy each of the following papers (Hindi and English versions) under Section 

619A of the Companies Act, 1956:- 

 (i) Review by the Government of the working of the Andhra Pradesh State Irrigation 

Development Corporation Limited, Hyderabad, for the year 2008-2009.  

 (ii) Annual Report of the Andhra Pradesh State Irrigation Development Corporation 

Limited, Hyderabad, for the year 2008-2009, alongwith Audited Accounts and 

comments of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon. 
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(2)  Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for delay in laying the 

papers mentioned at (1) above. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3031/15/10) 
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12.01 hrs. 
MESSAGE FROM RAJYA SABHA 

AND 
BILL AS PASSED BY RAJYA SABHA ∗ 

 

SECRETARY-GENERAL: Madam, I have to report the following: 

“In accordance with the provisions of rule 111 of the Rules of Procedure 
and Conduct of Business in the Rajya Sabha, I am directed to enclose a 
copy of the Nalanda University Bill, 2010 which has been passed by the 
Rajya Sabha at its sitting held on the 21st August, 2010.” 

 

2.       Madam, I lay on the Table the Nalanda University Bill, 2010, as passed by 

Rajya Sabha on the 21st August, 2010. 

 

                                                 
∗ Laid on the Table 
 



25.08.2010  
  

47

12.02 hrs. 

COMMITTEE ON PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE 

3rd  Report and Minutes 

SHRI HARIN PATHAK (AHMEDABAD EAST): I beg to present the Third Report 

(Action Taken) (Hindi and English versions) of the Committee on Papers Laid on the 

Table and Minutes relating thereto. 

 



25.08.2010  
  

48

12.03 hrs. 
STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS 

 
(i) (a)  Status of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 205th 

Report of the Standing Committee on Science and Technology, 
Environment and Forests on Demands for Grants (2010-11), pertaining to 
the Department of Biotechnology, Ministry of Science and Technology ∗ 

  
 
THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY; MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF EARTH 

SCIENCES; MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE; 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 

GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS; AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 

MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN): 

Madam, I beg to lay a statement regarding the status of implementation of the 

recommendations contained in the 205th Report of the Standing Committee on 

Science and Technology, Environment and Forests on Demands for Grants (2010-11), 

pertaining to the Department of Biotechnology, Ministry of Science and Technology. 

                                                 
∗ Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 3032/15/10 
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12.03¼ hrs. 
 
(b)  Status of implementation of the recommendations contained in 209th 

Report of the Standing Committee on Science and Technology, 
Environment and Forests, pertaining to the Department of Science and 
Technology, Ministry of Science and Technology.∗ 

 
THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY; MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF EARTH 

SCIENCES; MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE; 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 

GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS; AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 

MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN): 

Madam, I beg to lay a statement regarding the status of implementation of the 

recommendations contained in the 209th Report of the Standing Committee on 

Science and Technology, Environment and Forests, pertaining to the Department of 

Science and Technology, Ministry of Science and Technology. 

 The Standing Committee on Science and Technology, Environment and 

Forests laid their 209th Report on 23rd April, 2010 in the Lok Sabha. In all there were 

21 recommendations in the 209th Report of the Committee. The present status of 

implementation is detailed in the appended Annexure which may be allowed to be 

laid on the Table of the House.  

                                                 
∗  Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 3033/15/10 
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12.03½ hrs. 
 
(ii) Status of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 1st 

Report of the Standing Committee on Coal and Steel on Demands for 
Grants (2009-10), pertaining to the Ministry of Coal ∗ 

 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF COAL AND MINISTER OF 

STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF STATISTICS AND PROGRAMME 

IMPLEMENTATION (SHRI SHRIPRAKASH JAISWAL): Madam, I beg to lay a 

statement regarding status of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 

1st Report of Parliamentary Standing Committee on Coal and Steel on Demands for 

Grants (2009-10), pertaining to the Ministry of Coal.  

 The 1st Report of the Standing Committee on Coal and Steel (15th Lok Sabha) 

was presented to the Lok Sabha on 18/12/2009. Action taken statements on the 

recommendations /observations contained in the report of the Committee had been 

sent to the Standing Committee on Coal and Steel on 12TH March, 2010. 

 There are 23 recommendations made by the Committee in the said report 

where action is called for on the part of the Government. 

 The present status of implementation of the various recommendations made by 

the Committee is indicated in the annexure to my statement which is laid on the Table 

of the House. I would not like to take the valuable time of the House to read out all 

the contents of this Annexure. I would request that this may be considered as read. 

                                                 
∗ Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 3034/15/10 
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12.03¾ hrs. 
 
(iii) Status of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 5th 

Report of the Standing Committee on Information Technology on 
Demands for Grants (2010-11), pertaining to the Department of Posts, 
Ministry of Communications and Information Technology ∗ 

 
ºÉÆSÉÉ® +ÉÉè® ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ |ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ àÉå ®ÉVªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ ºÉÉÊSÉxÉ {ÉÉªÉãÉ]):    àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ 

ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ uÉ®É ÉÊxÉnæ¶É 73(BÉE) BÉEä +ÉxÉÖ¶É®hÉ àÉå ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖàÉÚãªÉ ºÉàÉªÉ xÉ ãÉäiÉä cÖA ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ |ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ 

ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç ºÉÆJªÉÉ {ÉÉÆSÉ àÉå =ÉÎããÉÉÊJÉiÉ bÉBÉE ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉÉÊ®¶ÉÉå {É® BÉEÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç 

ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉºiÉßiÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç ºÉ£ÉÉ-{É]ãÉ {É® ®JÉiÉÉ cÚÆ*  

                                                 
∗  Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 3035/15/10 
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 12.04 hrs. 
 
(iv)  Status of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 3rd 

Report of the Standing Committee on Rural Development on Demands for 
Grants (2009-10), pertaining to the Department of Drinking Water and 
Sanitation, Ministry of Rural Development ∗ 

 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

(KUMARI AGATHA SANGMA): Madam, I beg to lay on the Table of the House a 

statement on the status of implementation of the recommendations contained in the 3rd 

Report of the Standing Committee on Rural Development on Demands for Grants for 

2009-10, pertaining to the Department of Drinking Water and Sanitation, Ministry of 

Rural Development.  

The Standing Committee on Rural Development (Department of Drinking 

Water & Sanitation (15th Lok Sabha) examined the Demands for Grants of the 

Department of Drinking Water & Sanitation for the financial year 2009-10 and laid its 

3rd report to the Lok Sabha on 17th December 2009. The report contained 34 

recommendations. 

The Department considered the report and submitted the Action Taken Replies 

on the comments/observations of the Committee contained in the 3rd Report to the 

Standing Committee on Rural Development of Ministry of Rural Development, 

Department of Drinking Water & Sanitation on 24.2.2010. The Committee accepted 

the ATR in respect of 29 recommendations. The Committee decided not to pursue 2 

recommendations. In respect of 1 recommendation, the Committee has not accepted 

the reply furnished by the Department. For 2 recommendations, final reply is awaited 

from the Department. 

The present status of implementation of the various recommendations made by 

the Committee is indicated in the Annexure to my statement, which is laid on the 

                                                 
∗ Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 3036/15/10 
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Table of the House. To avoid wasting the valuable time of the House, I would request 

that the contents of the Annexure may be considered as read. 
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12.04½ hrs. 

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF 
URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE 

 

Rehabilitation of Sri Lankan Tamil Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) and 
steps taken by the   Government in regard thereto 

MADAM SPEAKER: Calling Attention. Shri T.R. Baalu.  

gÉÉÒ xÉÉàÉÉ xÉÉMÉä¶´É® ®É´É (JÉààÉÉàÉ): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®äVÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +É£ÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå ®äVÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, BÉEÉìÉËãÉMÉ-+É]å¶ÉxÉ cÉä VÉÉxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA* +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<ªÉä, +É£ÉÉÒ ºÉàÉªÉ 

xÉcÉÓ cè <ºÉä =~ÉxÉä BÉEÉ* +ÉÉ{É {ãÉÉÒVÉ ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<ªÉä* 

SHRI T.R. BAALU (SRIPERUMBUDUR): With your kind permission, Madam,  I 

call the attention of the Minister of External Affairs to the following matter of urgent 

public importance and request that he may make a statement thereon: 

“Rehabilitation of Sri Lankan  Tamil Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) 
and steps taken by the Government in regard thereto.” 

 

THE MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRI S.M. KRISHNA): I rise to 

respond to the House on the Calling Attention Notice regarding the rehabilitation of 

Sri Lankan Tamil Internally Displaced Persons and steps taken by the Government in 

regard thereto. 

After the cessation of conflict in northern Sri Lanka in May 2009, nearly 3 lakh 

Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) emerged out of the conflict zone. They were 

housed in camps by the Government of Sri Lanka. It is understood that currently, 

around 30,000-35,000 IDPs remain in these camps. India has constantly held the view 

that the cessation of the conflict in Sri Lanka in May 2009 and the 2010 elections 

provided a historic opportunity to address all outstanding issues in a spirit of 

understanding and mutual accommodation and to work towards genuine national 

reconciliation. The expeditious resettlement and rehabilitation of IDPs is integral to that 

process. 

loksabha
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During the recent visit of President Mahindra Rajapaksa to India in June this 

year, we underlined on the urgent need for the resettlement of remaining IDPs along 

with speedy rehabilitation, reconstruction and development in the north and the east of 

Sri Lanka. The President of Sri Lanka indicated that he would endeavour to resettle all 

remaining IDPs by end-December this year. 

I would like to remind the hon. Members that, even before the hostilities 

concluded, India had been assisting the IDPs inside and outside the conflict zone. 

Subsequently, India spontaneously stepped forward to assist Sri Lanka in the 

rehabilitation of the IDPs. Prime Minister immediately announced a package of Rs.500 

crore for Sri Lanka. 

In the initial stages, since the immediate focus was on humanitarian assistance, 

Government supplied 2,50,000 family packs to IDPs provided by the Government of 

Tamil Nadu. These family packs consisted of a variety of daily-use items including 

food, clothing and medicine and provided the much-needed succour to the IDPs. We 

also dispatched an emergency medical hospital to treat the injured IDPs emerging out 

of the conflict zone. From March to August 2009, more than 50,000 patients were 

treated, including those requiring major surgical operations. Our field hospital did 

exemplary work under very trying conditions. We had also provided medical supplies. 

Given the challenges arising out of the conflict, Government also arranged for an 

artificial limb fitment camp, better known as Jaipur Foot, in March-April this year. 

The team of experts did commendable work to fit artificial limbs and other devices to 

nearly 1400 beneficiaries. 

In addition to the humanitarian assistance, we simultaneously took up 

assistance to help resettle the IDPs. Seven of our demining teams are now currently 

working in Sri Lanka. The work of these demining teams has undoubtedly helped 

speed up the resettlement of the IDPs, particularly in the districts of Vavunia and 

Mannar where large tracks of land have been made fit for habitation and agricultural 

and other activities have resumed.  

rjs
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In order to ensure that the IDPs have a roof over their heads, India has supplied 

more than 7900 tonnes of roofing and shelter material. Our roofing sheets have been 

distributed in all five districts of the Northern Province and helped thousands of 

families resettle in their villages. We also supplied 4 lakhs cement bags to be 

distributed among the resettling IDPs to help them renovate their houses. 

Hand in hand with resettlement, we had tried to address the issue of livelihood 

for those being resettled. A delegation of agricultural experts led by the Indian Council 

for Agricultural Research visited Sri Lanka last year. We have already supplied 70,000 

agriculture starter packs. We have also agreed to supply seeds, tractors and other 

agricultural implements. The samples of the seeds requested have already been sent to 

Sri Lanka and are awaiting phyto-sanitary certification. We hope that our timely 

assistance will help the IDPs in the forthcoming Maha season itself. During the visit of 

President Rajapaksa, we have agreed to take up the rehabilitation of war widows in 

Batticaloa in Eastern Sri Lanka with the involvement of Self-Employed Women's 

Association (SEWA). 

As Sri Lanka transitions from the humanitarian to the rehabilitation and 

reconstruction stage, India has come forward with substantial and generous assistance 

to help rebuild Northern and Eastern Sri Lanka. 

During the recent visit of President Rajapaksa to India, we announced a major 

initiative to support a programme for construction of 50,000 houses. We will soon 

launch a pilot project of 1000 houses. We have set aside an amount of nearly US$ 800 

million as Lines of Credit for undertaking the reconstruction of railway infrastructure 

in northern Sri Lanka. Contracts for three of these railways lines have already been 

signed. Just as the work on the Indian-assisted railway project between Galle and 

Matara in South Sri Lanka is ahead of schedule, I am confident that these railway 

projects will also be completed expeditiously. 
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Developments of human resources in Sri Lanka have always received the 

priority attention by Government. Apart from the two vocational training centres 

established earlier at Hatton and Puttalam, Government has decided to assist Sri 

Lanka in setting up vocational training centres in Northern, Eastern and Central Sri 

Lanka in tune with their requirements. India would extend assistance for the 

rehabilitation of Kankesanthurai harbour as well as renovate the Duraiappah stadium 

and construct a Cultural Centre in Jaffna to revive cultural activities in that city. As a 

part of our assistance for an integrated development, we would also assist in repairing 

schools, hospitals and other community facilities in the region. I would also like to add 

that our traditional assistance to the Indian-origin Tamils in Sri Lanka will not only 

continue but also be expanded. 

I would like to assure this august House that India is doing all it can to assist 

the Government of Sri Lanka to rehabilitate the Sri Lankan IDPs. The establishment of 

the Consulate General of India in Jaffna will also help in this process. I have no doubt 

that our contribution has been crucial in their humanitarian and resettlement efforts 

and will continue to play a significant role in the future as well for restoring normalcy 

in the lives of these IDPs in Northern and Eastern Sri Lanka. 

 

 

parthasarathy
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SHRI T.R. BAALU : Madam, with great anguish and mental agony I would like to 

draw the attention of the Government of India, through the august House, about the 

sad plight of Sri Lankan Tamils. 

 Madam, this Calling Attention is not only intended to demand from the 

Government of India to extend more help but also to request the Government to 

prevail upon the Government of Sri Lanka to see to it that the money sent to them, or 

any such help that is being extended, is spent properly.   The Government of Sri 

Lanka should be held accountable.  The money that has already been sent has not 

been utilized properly. 

 The sad plight of the Sri Lankan Tamils living in the Northern and Eastern 

provinces of Sri Lanka is unheard of in the entire history of the world. The Tamilians 

living in Northern and Eastern provinces of Sri Lanka have suffered a lot.  They were 

subjected to devastating miseries during the civil war that long lasted for more than 25 

years.  This arms struggle started because of the large scale discrimination against the 

Sri Lankan Tamils who were deprived of education and the employment opportunities.  

The Tamilians living there were considered as the second-rate citizens in their own 

country. 

 Madam, Indian Tamils, led by my beloved leader, Dr. Kalaignar Karunanidhi, 

had been conducting agitations like dharnas, Hunger Strikes, Rail Roko and Road 

Roko to draw the attention of the Government of India and the world – but it has not 

been able to catch the attention of the Sri Lankan administration.  He wanted to draw 

the attention of the United Nations to this effect.  He collected one crore signatures 

which along with a Memorandum were submitted to the Secretary-General of United 

Nations but all this has not prevailed upon the Sri Lankan administration. 

 Madam, though the civil war has ended the reasons that led to the war still 

exist.  The poor children of Sri Lankan Tamils are not yet given the right of education 

or the employment opportunities.  Tamil language itself is being considered as the 

second-rate language.  For the information of this House, the Tamilians are being 

treated as the second-class citizens.  They are not bestowed with the normal life.  
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About 52,000 Sri Lankan Tamils are still behind the barbed wire fencing.  They are 

yet to recover from the trauma of war.  The state of emergency still exists in Sri Lanka.  

The security forces of Sri Lanka say that the threat of LTTE still exists.  They are 

saying this to keep surveillanceblanket  on Sri Lankan Tamils; to keep on deploying 

the armed personnel in Northern and Eastern provinces of Sri Lanka.  

 On July 29, 1987, our great and a beloved leader, Shri Rajiv Gandhi, had 

brought Mr. Jayawardhane to the negotiation table to see that Indo-Sri Lanka Accord 

is made.  What has happened to the Indo-Sri Lanka Accord?  We have lost one of the 

giant and the most beloved leaders of this country who sacrificed his life for the same 

cause.  The Indo-Sri Lanka Accord has not materialised.   What has happened to the 

13th amendment which the Sri Lankan Parliament had made?  It has not been 

implemented.  The political solution has not been achieved.  They are fooling and ...∗ 

not only India but also the other world countries. 

 In a recent interview, Mr. Rajapaksa has said that there is no hurry to formulate 

a political solution.  If there is a solution at all, it will be home grown.  It will be home 

grown and not according to the Indian wisdom or the world wisdom or the US 

wisdom but it would be home grown.  In the same interview, he has also said that they 

will take their own time to find a solution and that we cannot ask for an instant 

solution like instant noodles.  This is what he has expressed in an interview.  It means 

he is very much clear.  He is not intending to go for a full political solution.  The Sri 

Lankan President is not only ... India but also the whole world. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please expunge that word. 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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SHRI T.R. BAALU : India could not prevail upon the Sri Lankan Government to 

restore normalcy in spite of all their help of Rs.500 crore initially and of Rs.800 

million US dollars for the construction of infrastructural facilities in the North-East 

region.  Nothing is happening.   

 I would like to submit that on 15.4.2010, 1,94,590 persons were resettled 

which means they came out of the camps but not yet settled.  They have not yet gone 

to their home towns where they want to go.  They came out of the barbed wire fencing.  

On the request of my Leader, Dr. Kalaignar Karunanidhi, hon. Prime Minister and 

Madam Soniaji, a delegation visited Sri Lanka.  The Indian Government permitted us 

to go there to have an on the spot study.  The Congress MPs and MPs belonging to 

DMK and VCK of Tamil Nadu went there.  We had seen the torn out plastic sheet 

tents there.  They were leaking.  Children and old people were lying on the ground 

and they were subjected to health hazards.  Even after that, things have not improved.  

You said that 30,000 to 35,000 people are there.  I do not want to contest the figure 

but even today more than 52,000 people are stranded there in the barbed wire fencing.  

I would like to draw the attention of the august House and the Government of India 

that when we, all the ten Members visited there, we were taken to the camps but not 

to the 14 camps wherein children aging 10 to 14 years, were kept in duress under the 

military custody.  We were not taken to that particular areas.  They say that these 

young children have been trained by the LTTE.  Even if they were trained by LTTE, 

they should be treated humanly.    

They should not be subjected to any coercive methods. The Government of 

India should supervise that. Now, if there is any real truth in that; if realistically such 

things are going on, then the Government of India should come forward and see to it 

that these people are taken care of.  

 Madam, the Sri Lankan Government shall be prevailed upon by Government of 

India to have a political solution at least now as per the 13th Amendment. The 

innocent children kept in duress in military camps should be released immediately. 

There should be rehabilitation of the IDPs. Around 52,000 people living behind the 
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barbed wire fencing and should be sent back to their destinations. There were around 

30,000 Muslims kept separately, in the district of Puttalam during the struggle. They 

now want to return to their homes. Those people should be sent back to their homes 

safely and their re-settlement should be done properly. The Government of India 

should send an Emissary so that he can go and see as to what is happening there and 

also assess the ground reality and report to the Government of India so that proper 

action can be taken.  

 Madam, it is now the monsoon season and there are torrential rains especially 

in the northern end of Sri Lanka. So, I would like the Government of India to see that 

these people are settled quickly; settlement means not shifting the people from one 

camp to another camp. The re-settlement as is being said by the Sri Lankan people is 

not actually re-settlement in the true sense. People are being shifted from `x’ camp to 

`y’ camp. The same kind of conditions as prevailed in the `x’ camp is there in the `y’ 

camp as well.  

 Madam, I would like to thank the Government of India for having done so 

much. The pragmatic approach of the Government of India is appreciated. But at the 

same time the Government of India should prevail upon the Sri Lankan Government 

to see that normalcy is restored immediately for a better life of Sri Lankan Tamils.   
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∗SHRI A. GANESHAMURTHI (ERODE): Madam Speaker, While thanking you for 

this opportunity I would like to put forth certain points to call the attention of the 

Government and to know whether the displaced and distressed Sri Lankan Tamils 

have been sent back to their homeland areas inhabited by them prior to their being put 

in the makeshift camps within the confines of barbed wires. 

 Both the Minister and Baalu came out with certain statistical figures. It has 

been stated that the Sri Lankan Tamils have been sent back from the refugee camps to 

their traditional areas where they were residing for long, but it is far from truth. The 

Minister has also come out with a list of help and assistance from our end and 

information about the fund allocations made, amount spent and rehabilitation 

measures taken by our Government to Sri Lanka. Our Foreign Minister’s statement is 

like claiming to have tasted sweetness after tasting with the tongue a piece of paper 

having written on it the word ‘sugar’. The fact remains that the displaced Sri Lankan 

Tamils who were forced to live in the inhuman makeshift camps have not been shifted 

back to the areas in which they were originally residing and leading their lives.  

             We get to know of this from the world media. Press freedom has been 

curtailed and not much is known to the outside world about the real situation 

prevailing over there in Eelam. Journalists are prevented from going near the camps. 

Even a team of our MPs who went there were not taken to places beyond a point. The 

facts about the real situation could not be gathered easily because there is a kind of 

iron curtain. Theirs is now a world beyond the iron curtain. This is the situation of 

Tamils in Sri Lanka. NGOs from several parts of the world are spreading information 

from what they have heard and seen in bits and pieces. 

 Tamils who are the sons of the soil Eelam have been made to live like 

secondary citizens in Sri Lanka. The Sri Lankan Tamils will not have an area of their 

own to live in. Justice and rehabilitation cannot be expected from Rajapakse who has 

stated that there will not be Tamil homeland any more. 

                                                 
∗ English translation of the speech originally delivered in Tamil 
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 MADAM SPEAKER: Please come up with your question. 

SHRI A. GANESHAMURTHI : I am coming to it, Madam. Before that, there is a 

point to make. I would like to see for yourself as to how they can rehabilitate and how 

they will restore the lives of Tamils and how they will send them back to their 

traditional areas where they have been living all along. Tamils are denied of their 

rights. The Sinhalese Army is occupying the areas where Tamils used to live down 

the years. Sinhalese people are being settled to live there in the Tamil-dominated 

areas. I would like to know from the Government what supervisory or monitory 

mechanism was evolved to watch the way in which our relief and rehabilitation 

assistance were spent. We know that they have not been spent on Tamils for whom 

we had sent help. It is gathered that it is being spent on Sinhalese who are being 

settled in the places from which Tamils have been displaced. I urge upon the 

Government to understand the ground reality that our rehabilitation measures are not 

really rehabilitating the Tamils but only the Sinhalese people who are being settled 

there with the patronage of their Government. So, I urge upon the Government to 

immediately stop sending the relief materials and extending assistance.  

 The Government in Sri Lanka has resorted to genocide and is busy in wiping 

out the Tamil race displacing them from their birth places and traditional areas where 

they used to live. The Sri Lankan Government doesn’t have a mind to help the Tamils 

to get back their life and livelihood again. There is a Government in Sri Lanka that 

denies permission even to a UNHCR team to visit those refugee camps. The fact 

remains that even UN teams are not allowed to ascertain the truth and the ground 

reality. We need to assess the human rights violations inflicted against the Tamils.   

At a time when even the UN teams are refused to monitor, how can the Government 

of India monitor and review the way in which our assistance is spent on the needy 

Tamils who continue to remain as Internally Displaced Persons still? What are the 

efforts you have taken so far to ascertain facts? They are out to see that there is no 

race as Tamil race in the Sri Lankan soil. They are being systematically wiped out to 

perish once and for all.  
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 The Government there is being charged as a Government of war criminals. 

Even the Government of India has been notified of this, but still our Government is 

extending assistance which is not really reaching the Tamils. Why do we hesitate to 

extend assistance to ascertain war crimes and human rights violations there? Our 

assistance, in fact, will be used against the Tamils and how can we continue to extend 

assistance? Will the Government of India realize that they have a responsibility go put 

an end to the elimination of a race in the neighbourhoold? What is the yardstick you 

have with you to measure and ascertain the extent to which the assistance extended by 

us have been spent by the Sri Lankan Government? Will the Government of India 

take steps to send a fact finding team along with a Special Emissary to Sri Lanka? I 

would like to know whether the Government would include the representatives of 

various political parties, NGOs and human rights organizations.  
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 SHRI P.R. NATARAJAN (COIMBATORE):  Madam Speaker, I thank you for the 

opportunity which you have given to me to draw the attention of the House towards 

the fate of the Sri Lankan Tamils who are Internally Displaced Persons.   

 As mentioned in the statement of the hon. Minister, the team of experts did 

commendable work to fit artificial limbs to nearly 1400 persons and rehabilitation for 

war widows. Regarding infrastructure, railway work has been undertaken and India 

would extend assistance for the rehabilitation of Kankesanthurai harbour as well as 

renovate the Duraiappah Stadium and construct a Cultural Centre, new schools and 

hospitals.  These are the things which have been assured towards the infrastructure of 

the Sri Lankans.  

 I would like to ask a question through you, Madam, to the hon. Minister.  A 

nation is part and parcel of the United Nations Organisation.  The UNO has decided to 

have an inquiry on the war crimes committed by the Sri Lankan Army during the civil 

war whereas the Sri Lankan Government is not prepared to accept that inquiry. Will 

the Minister tell the House whether he believes the statement given by the Sri Lankan 

Government regarding the figures like 35,000 and so on?  Do you believe that the 

figures are correct?   

 According to us, figures are honestly disclosed by our hon. Member, Shri T.R. 

Baalu. Even after six months,  a team has visited Sri Lanka but they have not 

disclosed the facts before us.  Now, our friend, Shri Baalu, has disclosed some figures 

honestly. Being second largest ally in the UPA-II, they have given some figures in the 

august House and I thank Shri Baalu for it.  

 Before I conclude, Madam, I request the Government through you that a team 

of Members of Parliament belonging to all political parties should be formed to 

monitor the rehabilitation work done by the Sri Lankan Government with the 

monetary help of the Indian Government.  We request the hon. Minister through you 

for a formation of a Delegation consisting of Members of all parties to be sent to Sri 

Lanka to monitor the rehabilitation work there. 

Usha
Fd. By u
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DR. M. THAMBIDURAI (KARUR): Madam Speaker, thank you for giving me an 

opportunity to express my Party’s views about the rehabilitation of the Sri Lankan 

Tamils in Sri Lanka.    

 Everybody knows that lakhs of Sri Lankan Tamils are suffering there.  During 

and after the civil war, most of the people disposed of their properties and they are 

suffering a lot.  But the Sri Lankan Government is not giving any importance to the 

rehabilitation of the Sri Lankan Tamils. The human rights organisations, the Red 

Cross and even the United Nations have not been allowed to see them.   

 I heard the Minister and I also read his Statement.  I am disappointed with his 

Statement.  It looks like a Statement not of a Minister, but of a Governor of Rotary 

Club, Lions Club, etc.  

 What exactly we want? This was made clear by my leader Hon. Amma Ms. J. 

Jayalalithaa when she said that “rights of Tamils living in Sri Lanka should be 

honoured, their rights should be respected and they should get equal status as that of 

the Sinhalese majority. The Government should ensure that the Tamils in the Island 

lead a peaceful life.”  This is our demand.   

 Towards this end, our beloved leader Rajiv Gandhi took a lot of efforts.  In 

1987, Rajiv Gandhi-Jayewardene Accord was signed.  What happened to that Accord? 

What is the Government doing in that regard? Rajiv Gandhi lost his life because of his 

efforts to settle this Tamil issue.   

 The present Government must take some initiative to see that this problem is 

solved.  Extending an assistance of Rs. 500 crore would not solve this problem.  We 

have to see that Sri Lankan Tamils get equal rights and we have to see that they are 

properly settled there.  Then only the problem will be solved. 

 Then, regarding the Army camps, what is now going on there?  Now-a-days 

the Sri Lankan Government is doing it in a different way.  In the name of defence, etc. 

they are occupying the Tamil areas and are setting the Army camps there.  The Sri 

Lankan Tamils are opposing that.  But the Sri Lankan Government is not at all 

bothered.   
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Regarding the Rajiv Gandhi-Jayewardene Accord, they are not doing anything.  

Rajapaksa is ridiculing that.  This is an insult to the Indian Government.  Therefore, 

the Indian Government must become serious about this. 

The United Nations’ Secretary-General constituted a Tribunal and sent a team 

to Sri Lanka to see what is happening to the Sri Lankan Tamils and also to inquire 

into the killings of the innocent Tamils.  But the Sinhala forces obstructed that.  They 

have not allowed the Tribunal to go and see them.   

Therefore, what I am requesting is that the Government must insist upon the 

Sri Lankan Government to allow the UN team to go and see what is happening there.  

Some kinds of doubts are persisting in our minds and a sort of impression is 

being created in our minds.  For example, the Indian Government gives an impression 

that it wants to promote bilateral relations with Sri Lanka bypassing the settlement of 

this issue.  It appears that it wants to see this issue die a natural death. This is what I 

feel.  Therefore, we have to see that the interest of Sri Lankan Tamil is is safeguarded.  

That is more important.  For that we have to take steps. An impression is being 

created that India is pursuing a strategy towards Sri Lanka at the cost of Tamils.  That 

is the impression we are getting.   

Our hon. Member said that a delegation of Tamil MPs had gone to Sri Lanka.  

Who were the Members of that so called delegation? Did it include Members from 

other parties? … (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please let him speak. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. M. THAMBIDURAI : You are telling that it was a delegation. … (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

MADAM SPEAKER: Let us have the Calling Attention. 

… (Interruptions) 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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MADAM SPEAKER: Hon. Members, please sit down. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. M. THAMBIDURAI : Please listen to me. … (Interruptions) Give me a 

chance. … (Interruptions)  There was no Member from the Opposition parties; there 

was no journalist; and there was no representative from the human rights 

organizations in that delegation.  

The hon. Prime Minister has not responded to that.  … (Interruptions)  They 

never mentioned as to what has happened there and whether any solution was found 

to this problem. … (Interruptions)  The delegation went there.  They got some 

rewards and mementoes. That is all.  They have not solved any problem. … 

(Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

MADAM SPEAKER: Shri P, Lingam. 

… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please take your seat. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. M. THAMBIDURAI : India should take into consideration the aspirations of 6-7 

crores of Tamil population.  It will be counter-productive if we do not respect their 

hopes and aspirations.  Sri Lankan Tamil issue should not be allowed to die a natural 

death. India should necessarily take up the matter with the Sri Lanka Government and 

find an amicable political solution to the Sri Lankan problems, and to rehabilitate the 

suffering Tamils living in refugee camps in that Island nation.… (Interruptions) 

         Madam, as my hon. Leader Hon. Amma J. Jayalalithaa requested, we would 

request the Government to send a delegation, consisting of all the parties, to see the 

suffering of the Tamils there and try to remove them. … (Interruptions) 

  

                                                 
∗ Not  recorded 
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MADAM SPEAKER: Shri P.Lingam.  
∗SHRI P. LINGAM (TENKASI): Madam Speaker, in our neighbouring Sri Lanka, 

Tamils have been rendered as Internally Displaced Persons languishing in refugee 

camps maintained by their army and I would like to draw the attention of this august 

House about the plight of Tamils who have been rendered so in their own country as 

secondary citizens. Through you, I would like to draw the attention of the 

Government and make certain points. 

 Violating international norms meant for refugee camps and subjecting the 

inmates in an inhuman condition ignoring human rights, the Sri Lankan Government 

has put behind the barbed fences in the open their own Tamil citizens. Through this 

august House, we have apportioned funds and sent to Sri Lanka to carry out relief and 

rehabilitation measures much required by the hapless Tamils there. We now find that 

the Minister has come out with a statement mentioning about the works that are going 

on as stated by the Sri Lankan authorities. It is evident that proper supervising or 

monitoring or a review has not been carried out by our Government about the way in 

which the funds sent from here have been spent to benefit the Tamils there. Through 

this Call Attention Motion, we would like to know whether true attention is paid to 

the problems of Sri Lankan Tamils languishing in IDP camps.  

 When we are pointing out that more than three lakhs of Sri Lankan Tamils are 

suffering, the Minister himself accepts that more than 35,000 people are yet to be 

rehabilitated and moved away from the IDP camps which are like concentration 

camps. I would like to know from the Government whether we can remain mute 

spectators to the sorry plight of Tamils there when they are made to remain still as 

displaced persons in their own country even after one year of the end of the war 

waged by their Government.  

 

                                                 
∗ English translation of the speech originally delivered in Tamil 
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 Hon. Speaker, our Foreign Policy to help establish peace in the lives of the 

people of the world, as carved out by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru must guide us. 

Through Non-Aligned Movement, we have strived hard for world peace and harmony. 

When Sri Lankan Tamils are facing hardship and when peace has not been restored in 

their minds, how can we afford to ignore and how and why our Government seems to 

remain not bothered about the conditions prevailing there which does not augur well 

for own political situation in our country? There are people of two races in Sri Lanka 

and the Tamil race has been deprived of all its rights. When such a thing is going on 

in our own neighbourhood, in Sri Lanka, I cannot resist a question to ask of this 

Government as to what is our stand in the international affairs. I urge upon this 

Government to ensure a political settlement there. … (Interruptions) I also urge upon 

the Government to send a Delegation consisting of Members from all the parties to 

visit Sri Lanka and to see the situation prevailing there for themselves. … 

(Interruptions) At least, Madam Speaker can send a Parliamentary Delegation to see 

that our funds are spent properly on the Tamils there. 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please conclude. Nothing will go on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please take your seat. Please conclude.  Thank you so much.  

Please take your seat. 

… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please take your seat.  

 Nothing will go on record.  Hon. Minister. 

(Interruptions) … * 

MADAM SPEAKER: Nothing is going on record. Please take your seat. 

(Interruptions) … * 

MADAM SPEAKER: Nothing is going on record except what the hon. Minister says. 

(Interruptions) … * 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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MADAM SPEAKER: Please take your seat. Nothing is going on record except what 

the hon. Minister says.  Please sit down. It is not going on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA: Madam, Speaker a few concerns, with reference to the well-

being of the Tamil Minorities in Sri Lanka, have been expressed by the hon. Members.  

The Government shares the concern of the hon. Members and it is our endeavour to 

see that a just and fair settlement of all the outstanding issues between the Sri Lankan 

Tamils and the Sri Lankan Government will be arrived at so that there is amity, peace 

and harmony amongst the people of Sri Lanka. 

 Very recently, President Rajapaksa was in Delhi and the Prime Minister did 

take up with President Rajapaksa the need for a meaningful devolution package, 

building further on the 13th Amendment and beyond. We will certainly stay engaged 

with the Government of Sri Lanka. The Government will continuously monitor the 

situation there. Shri Baalu mentioned about the figures, the people who are in the 

camps but the figure, as has been conveyed to us, is around 35,000-40,000.  

 Then, there are other hon. Members who have given a picture saying that still 

there are much more than the figures that I have mentioned here. Well, we will 

continuously monitor whatever is happening on that front. I would like to reiterate 

that the assistance that is given by India reaches to the beneficiaries. Let us not forget 

that we are dealing with a friendly Government. Sri Lanka is a friendly country with 

India with whom we have various generational contacts. 

DR. M. THAMBIDURAI : May I submit one point?… (Interruptions) 

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA : Let me complete and then you can speak. … (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Please take your seat. Let the Minister reply. Thambidurai Ji, 

let the Minister reply. 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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SHRI S.M. KRISHNA : Madam Speaker, I am not yielding.… (Interruptions) Let me 

complete. 

 You can certainly, with the permission of the Chair, ask question. 

 Now, doubts have been expressed whether the beneficiaries have received the 

aid which has been sent by the Government of India. Well, we are heavily depending 

upon the International Red Cross and then the United Nations High Commissioner for 

Refugees to constantly monitor whatever aid that has been given by India to the Sri 

Lankan Tamils. So, they are closely monitoring the aid that has been given by India to 

Sri Lanka and then we depend upon them, and then based on their assessment, which 

is being given to us periodically, we take it up with the Government of Sri Lanka. 

 A mention was made that the Government should keep engaged with the Sri 

Lankan Government. A senior official from the Ministry of External Affairs is 

visiting Sri Lanka very soon and then, I myself am planning to go to Sri Lanka some 

time in the course of the end of the month or certainly next month which will certainly 

give me an opportunity. Perhaps, the senior level officer, who will be going before me 

to Sri Lanka, would be given an opportunity to find out what exactly the facts are, and 

then based on those facts, which will come to our notice, and then depending upon 

whatever information that has been provided to us by the hon. Members in the course 

of their statements made on the floor of this House, I will certainly take it up with the 

Government of Sri Lanka.  

 There was a mention about a delegation of Members of Parliament who went 

to Sri Lanka.  

Let me clarify that the Delegation was sent by the political parties – the 

Congress and the DMK. Nothing prevented the other political parties also from going 

to Sri Lanka.… (Interruptions) When an occasion comes, you do not offer yourself to 

go there but you always try to find fault whenever somebody goes to act in order to 

help the Tamils in Sri Lanka.… (Interruptions) So, as a result of this - my visit there 

and then the senior official from the External Affairs Ministry visiting Sri Lanka - I 

mohan
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do not think the time is ripe for the Parliamentary Delegation to visit Sri Lanka at this 

point of time.… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER:  Now, the House will take up the next item, Item No.17 – Shri 

P.K. Bansal. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI T.R. BAALU : Madam, I want to ask a question.… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: The hon. Minister has replied to that. You have already asked 

the question. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI T.R. BAALU : All that we wanted is to have a political settlement and the 

implementation of the 13th Amendment. What is the reaction of the Central 

Government? I would like to know whether the Government has got any reliable 

information from the Government of Sri Lanka in this regard.… (Interruptions) 

SHRI S.M. KRISHNA:  Madam, I did point out that the hon. Prime Minister made 

particular reference to the 13th Amendment and beyond when President Rajapaksa 

visited India. So, the Government of India’s stand is that a settlement which is 

acceptable to the Tamil minorities of Sri Lanka within the ambit of the 13th 

Amendment and beyond has to be worked out so that peace and tranquility is  restored 

in Sri Lanka.… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: The House will now take up Item No. 17. 

… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: I gave him a chance because he is the one who has raised it. 

… (Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: This will go on endlessly. Everyone will ask a question now. 

You were supposed to ask a question when you were speaking. At that time, you gave 

a long lecture and did not ask a question. 

… (Interruptions) 

DR. M. THAMBIDURAI : Madam, my point is this. The hon. Minister himself has 

stated that the time is not still ripe for the Parliamentary Delegation to visit Sri 
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Lanka. … (Interruptions) It means that still the situation is in a fluid condition and the 

Tamils are not properly treated and have not properly been rehabilitated.… 

(Interruptions) In that case,  I would like to know when the time is going to be ripe to 

take an All-Party Delegation to Sri Lanka to see that the Tamils are rehabilitated.… 

(Interruptions) 

MADAM SPEAKER: All right. In future, I suppose you can take care of that during 

the next visit. Thank you very much. 

(Placed in Library, See No. LT 3037/15/10) 



25.08.2010  
  

75

12.53 hrs. 

MOTION RE: TWENTIETH REPORT OF BUSINESS ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF WATER 

RESOURCES (SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL):  Madam, I beg to move: 

“That this House do agree with the Twentieth Report of the Business 
Advisory Committee presented to the House on 21 August, 2010. ” 

 

MADAM SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That this House do agree with the Twentieth Report of the Business 
Advisory Committee presented to the House on 21 August, 2010.” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

 

 

12.53½ hrs. 

(i) ARMS (AMENDMENT) BILL, 2010∗ 

 

THE MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS (SHRI P. CHIDAMBARAM):  I beg to move 

for leave to introduce a Bill further to amend the Arms Act, 1959. 

MADAM SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That  leave be granted to introduce a Bill further to amend the Arms 
Act, 1959.” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

SHRI P. CHIDAMBARAM:  I introduce the Bill 

… (Interruptions) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ  : +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A*  

                                                 
∗ Published in the Gazette of Indian, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section-2 dated 25.8.2010 
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gÉÉÒ SÉÆpBÉEÉÆiÉ JÉè®ä (+ÉÉè®ÆMÉÉ¤ÉÉn): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉä ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ 

VÉÉA* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® BÉEÉÊ®A*  ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <Æº{ÉäBÉD]® ´ÉcÉÆ §É−]ÉSÉÉ® 

{ÉEèãÉÉAMÉÉ ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : ªÉc VÉÉAMÉÉ* 

...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

SHRI P. CHIDAMBARAM:  It will go to the Standing Committee.… (Interruptions) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : VÉÉä +ÉÉ{É SÉÉc ®cä cé, ´Éc cÉä ®cÉ cè, +É¤É +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A* 

 

 

12.54 hrs. 

(ii) CONSTITUTION (ONE HUNDRED AND FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT) 
BILL, 2010  

(Amendment of articles 217 and 224) 

 

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE (SHRI M. VEERAPPA MOILY):  I beg 

to move for leave to introduce a Bill further to amend the Constitution of India. 

MADAM SPEAKER:  The question is: 

“That leave be granted to introduce a Bill further to amend the 
Constitution of India. ” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

SHRI  M. VEERAPPA MOILY: I introduce the Bill.  

                                                 
  Published in the Gazette of Indian, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section-2 dated 25.8.2010 
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MADAM SPEAKER: Now, matters of urgent public importance. 

gÉÉÒ ºÉèªÉn ¶ÉÉcxÉ´ÉÉWÉ cÖºÉèxÉ (£ÉÉMÉãÉ{ÉÖ®): àÉèbàÉ, càÉxÉä ÉÊ´É¶´ÉxÉÉlÉxÉ +ÉÉxÉxn BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉ 

+É{ÉàÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEÉ +É{ÉàÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè? 

gÉÉÒ ºÉèªÉn ¶ÉÉcxÉ´ÉÉWÉ cÖºÉèxÉ : àÉèbàÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉẾ É¶´ÉxÉÉlÉxÉ +ÉÉxÉxn BÉEÉä SÉäªÉ® ºÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç nÉÒ cè*  =xÉBÉEÉ +É{ÉàÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè 

+ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉiÉÉ {É® ¶ÉBÉE VÉÉÉÊc® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè*  àÉéxÉä xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ´Éc ÉÊãÉº]äb £ÉÉÒ cè* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ ªÉcÉÆ cè*  

SHRI PULIN BIHARI BASKE (JHARGRAM): Madam Speaker, I would like to 

raise a matter of urgent national importance regarding the dilapidated condition of 

Kolaghat Bridge, known as Sarat Setu, on the river Rupnarayan between Kharagpur 

and Dankuni in NH-6. It is the only road bridge on this National Highway connecting 

the States of South India and Eastern India. This bridge is now in worst condition. 

Any major accident may happen at any time. This road is a part of the Golden 

Quadrilateral Project the Central Government. One parallel new bridge is urgently 

needed to avoid any accident. A bridge has been constructed by the National Highway 

Authority of India on the side of the old bridge. But it is now incomplete. Thousands 

of vehicles ply on the old bridge from South India to Eastern India, including Kolkata 

everyday. It is also a matter of great concern that this bridge, including the road of the 

Golden Quadrilateral Project, is not completed, but toll tax is collected from all 

vehicles. I would like to draw the attention of the Minister of Road Transport and 

Highways in this regard and request the Government to construct the bridge as early 

as possible. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Madam Speaker, I rise to raise a very important 

matter of urgent public interest. 

 As part of a new strategy called ‘Far East Defence’, the Chinese Military is 

seeking to project its naval powers well beyond the Chinese Coast from the oil ports 

of the West Asia to the ship lanes of the Pacific. The speed with which China is 

building long range capabilities is a strategy which is a sharp break from the 
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traditional narrower doctrine of preparing for war over the self-governing Island of 

Taiwan or defending the Chinese Coast. Chinese Admirals say that they want 

warships to escort commercial vessels that are crucial to their country’s economy 

from as far as the Persian Gulf across the Indian Ocean to the Strait of Malacca to 

help secure Chinese interests in the resource-rich South and East Chinese seas. It no 

longer is content to trust the security of sea lanes. Its definition of its own core 

interests has expanded along with economic clout. Since December, 2008, China has 

maintained three ships in the Gulf of Aden. In late March, two Chinese warships 

docked in Abu Dhabi. For the first time, the modern Chinese Navy made a port visit 

in the Middle East. Seeing this, other countries have begun responding to Chinese 

rising naval ambition. South East Asian nations like Vietnam, Malaysia and 

Singapore have been quietly acquiring more submarines, missiles and other weapons 

in response. What is our response? We have a large coastline exposed in the East and 

the West. When the US has placed Chinese underwater submarine base in Hainan 

Island under close surveillance, what are we doing? We cannot be sitting ducks in 

between these two nations. 

 I would demand from the Government an appropriate answer to this. I would 

like to know what strategic steps have been taken to protect our coast, our sea line and 

our ships. Are we playing an important role in the Indian Ocean or just playing second 

fiddle?  

  

senapati
(Fd. by zza2)
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13.00 hrs. 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆVÉªÉ ÉÊxÉâó{ÉàÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç =kÉ®): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ¶ÉÚxªÉ |Éc® àÉå àÉÖà¤É<Ç BÉEä 

ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ BÉEÉä ºÉnxÉ àÉå ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ nÉÒ* ªÉc àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉàÉÉxÉ 

iÉãÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå cè* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä BÉE<Ç ´É−ÉÉç ºÉä àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå AäºÉÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ àÉcºÉÚºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ 

AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç cè, ´Éc ¤ÉcÖiÉ UÉä]É {É½ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉ ¤É½ä {ÉèàÉÉxÉä {É® <xÉµÉEÉäSÉàÉé] cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* 

<ºÉÉÊãÉA ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE +ÉÉè® AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä {Éxpc ´É−ÉÉç ºÉä ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

+ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå BÉEÉä ªÉc |ÉºiÉÉ´É £ÉäVÉiÉÉÒ ®cÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ  BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä BÉE£ÉÉÒ cÉÆ +ÉÉè® 

BÉE£ÉÉÒ xÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ ®cÉÒ cè* 

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÖZÉä +ÉSUÉÒ iÉ®c ªÉÉn cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ bÉ. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉÉãÉ 

+É{ÉxÉÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä ABÉE àÉÆVÉÚ®ÉÒ nÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE cÉÆ, xÉ´ÉÉÒ àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå VÉÉä |ÉºiÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç cè, ´Éc ¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ nºÉ cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ |ÉºiÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® ºÉä +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ +É´É®ÉävÉÉå 

BÉEä nÉè® ºÉä MÉÖVÉ® ®cÉ cè* AäºÉä àÉå, àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ VÉãnÉÒ cÉä, {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEä ºÉÆiÉÖãÉxÉ 

BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉiÉä cÖA, àÉäxÉ]äxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA <ºÉ AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® {É®àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ nä* càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ VÉÉä ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç cè, 

´ÉcÉÆ ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 300 ºÉä 400 {ãÉäxÉ bäãÉÉÒ =iÉ®iÉä cé* ´ÉcÉÆ <ºÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ {ãÉäxÉ =iÉ®xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc xÉcÉÓ cè* +É£ÉÉÒ ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 

500 {ãÉäxÉ +ÉÉè® =iÉÉ®xÉä BÉEÉ ABÉE |ÉºiÉÉ´É cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉå ºÉÉ®ä {ãÉäxÉ ¤ÉÆn ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉ ®cä cé ªÉÉxÉÉÒ =xcå 

{É®àÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE-ABÉE {ãÉäxÉ BÉEÉÒ ãÉéÉËbMÉ àÉå ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ +ÉÉvÉä PÉÆ]ä iÉBÉE =xcå 

>ó{É® PÉÚàÉxÉÉ {É½iÉÉ cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ :  +É¤É +ÉÉ{É BÉExÉBÉDãÉÚb BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆVÉªÉ ÉÊxÉâó{ÉàÉ : +ÉÉvÉä PÉÆ]ä iÉBÉE PÉÚàÉxÉÉ àÉiÉãÉ¤É ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ ABÉE ºÉä bäfÃ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ {ãÉäxÉ JÉSÉÇ cÉä ®cÉ 

cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé ABÉE ÉÊàÉxÉ] àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ c® {ãÉäxÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä bäãÉÉÒ 

>ó{É® VÉÉä cÉä´ÉÉË®MÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä càÉ ABÉE ºÉÉãÉ àÉå ABÉE cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ {ÉDªÉÚãÉ ¤É¤ÉÉÇn BÉE® ®cä 

cé +ÉÉè® ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 3,900 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäOÉÉàÉ BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ bÉ<Ç +ÉÉìBÉDºÉÉ<b càÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊnxÉ +É{ÉxÉä ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®hÉ àÉå VÉc® BÉEä iÉÉè® {É® PÉÉäãÉ 

®cä cé* AäºÉä àÉå xÉ´ÉÉÒ àÉÖà¤É<Ç cÉä ªÉÉ BÉEãªÉÉhÉ cÉä, VÉcÉÆ BÉEcÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉ cÉä, BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä iÉiBÉEÉãÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ 

ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉÖà¤É<Ç {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ¶Éc® cè +ÉÉè® {ÉEÉ<xÉéÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ ÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) AäºÉä 

¶Éc® àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ VÉãnÉÒ cÉä, xÉA AªÉ®{ÉÉä]Ç ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä |ÉºiÉÉ´É BÉEÉä àÉÆVÉÚ®ÉÒ näiÉä cÖA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ãÉä, AäºÉÉ àÉé ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ 

BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  
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gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ºÉÖ¶ÉÉÒãÉÉ ºÉ®ÉäVÉ (àÉÉäcxÉãÉÉãÉMÉÆVÉ):  +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ÉÊnxÉÉÆBÉE 21 +ÉMÉºiÉ, 2010 BÉEÉä =kÉ® |Énä¶É BÉEÉÒ 

®ÉVÉvÉÉxÉÉÒ ãÉJÉxÉ>ó ºÉä ºÉ]ä cÖA iÉÉÒxÉ OÉÉàÉ {ÉnÉÊàÉxÉJÉä½É, ®ÉàÉ{ÉÖ®MÉfÃ +ÉÉè® ÉË¤ÉnÉè+ÉÉ MÉÉÆ´É àÉä®ä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ 

àÉÉäcxÉãÉÉãÉMÉÆVÉ BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ +ÉÉiÉä cé* ªÉcÉÆ ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ ¤Éè~ÉÒ cÖ<Ç cé* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉä FÉäjÉ 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä FÉäjÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ ºÉä ãÉMÉä cÖA cé* ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE MÉÉÆ´É àÉå JÉºÉ®ä BÉEä ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉä cÖA iÉÉÒxÉ ¤ÉSSÉä àÉ®ä +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®ä MÉÉÆ´É 

àÉå nÉä ¤ÉSSÉä àÉ®ä*  

 +ÉvªÉFÉÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÆYÉÉxÉ àÉå ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É <xÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉSSÉÉ-¤ÉSSÉÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉªÉÉxÉ BÉEä 

+ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ JÉºÉ®ä BÉEÉ ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ, iÉÉä =xÉBÉEä àÉÖÆc ºÉä iÉiBÉEÉãÉ ZÉÉMÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ´Éä àÉÉÆ BÉEÉÒ MÉÉän àÉå ºÉnÉ 

BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉÉä MÉA* ªÉcÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, nÚºÉ®ä MÉÉÆ´É {ÉnÉÊàÉxÉJÉä½É àÉå ABÉE ]ÉÒàÉ ¤Éè~ÉÒ lÉÉÒ, VÉÉä bÉÒ{ÉÉÒºÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® JÉºÉ®ä BÉEÉ ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉ 

®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ* ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉä àÉÉÆ BÉEÉÒ MÉÉän àÉå cÉÒ àÉ® MÉA* VÉ¤É ºÉÉ®ä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÉàÉÖnÉÉÊªÉBÉE BÉEäxp àÉå ãÉä VÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä 

´ÉcÉÆ àÉÉiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉãÉÉ{É +ÉÉè® FÉäjÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ BÉEÉäc®ÉàÉ àÉSÉ MÉªÉÉ* ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉä<Ç ¶ÉÉºÉBÉEÉÒªÉ ãÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉcÖÆSÉä* 

 àÉé ¤ÉcÖiÉ ´ÉänxÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ àÉÉÊcãÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉÉÆ cé* ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ £ÉÉÒ àÉÉÊcãÉÉ 

+ÉÉè® àÉÉÆ cé +ÉÉè® àÉé £ÉÉÒ ABÉE àÉÉÊcãÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉÉÆ cÚÆ* àÉé àÉÉÊcãÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå {ÉEÉÊ®ªÉÉn ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉ<Ç cÚÆ* 

+ÉÉVÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä nÉä ¤ÉÚÆn ÉÊ{ÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè, =ºÉàÉå ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉÉèiÉ nÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* ªÉc 

bÉBÉD]®Éå BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ{É®´ÉÉcÉÒ cè* àÉé ¤É½ä nÖJÉ, ´ÉänxÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉµÉEÉä¶É BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉÒ 

ãÉÉ{É®´ÉÉcÉÒ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ nnÇxÉÉBÉE PÉ]xÉÉ PÉ] MÉ<Ç, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèiÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç* ªÉc BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉè® 

®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ PÉÉä® ãÉÉ{É®´ÉÉcÉÒ cè* <´É ´ÉBÉDiÉ àÉÉäcxÉãÉÉãÉMÉÆVÉ ºÉÉàÉÖnÉÉÊªÉBÉE BÉEäxp àÉå ABÉE VÉÉÆSÉ ]ÉÒàÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè* 

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ºÉÖxÉÉÒãÉ xÉÉàÉ BÉEÉ ÉẾ ÉBÉEãÉÉÆMÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉ àÉ® MÉªÉÉ cè* ´Éc BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ 

SÉãÉ-ÉÊ{ÉE® xÉcÉÓ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, =ºÉä MÉÉän àÉå =~ÉBÉE® {ÉÚUiÉÉU BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ãÉä VÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ´Éc BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ ´ÉcÉÆ ¤ÉäcÉä¶É cÉä 

VÉÉiÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ABÉE ãÉ½BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä =xxÉÉ´É BÉEÉÒ ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc àÉÉjÉ 19 ºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* =ºÉBÉEÉÒ U& àÉcÉÒxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉSSÉÉÒ MÉÉän àÉå JÉäãÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ* ´Éc ´ÉcÉÆ +É{ÉxÉä £ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉä ®ÉJÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÆvÉxÉä +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ* ´ÉcÉÆ {É® VÉ¤É ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ 

+ÉÉÊ£ÉªÉÉxÉ SÉãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEä £ÉÉ<Ç xÉä =ºÉä £ÉÉÒ ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉäVÉÉ* =ºÉ ãÉ½BÉEÉÒ xÉä VÉ¤É +É{ÉxÉÉÒ 

UÉä]ÉÒ ºÉÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉ´ÉÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä ]ÉÒBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉä cÉÒ =ºÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉÒ BÉEä àÉÖÆc ºÉä {ÉEäxÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ cÉä 

MÉ<Ç* <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn =ºÉxÉä ´ÉcÉÆ +ÉÉ¶ÉÉ ºÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA, àÉä®ä ¤ÉSSÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ cÉãÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä 

BÉEcÉ BÉEÉ ªÉc ¤ÉSSÉÉ ¤ÉäcÉä¶É cè, <ºÉä ºÉÉàÉÖnÉÉÊªÉBÉE BÉEäxp àÉå ãÉä SÉãÉÉä* VÉ¤É =ºÉä ºÉÉàÉÖnÉÉÊªÉBÉE BÉEäxp àÉå ãÉä VÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä 

VÉÉä xÉºÉÇ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ¶ÉÉ =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ MÉ<Ç lÉÉÓ, =ºÉ àÉßiÉ ¤ÉSSÉä BÉEÉä +ÉBÉEäãÉÉ UÉä½BÉE® ´Éä +Éº{ÉiÉÉãÉ ºÉä £ÉÉMÉ MÉ<ÇÆ*  

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ {É® <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ nnÇxÉÉBÉE +ÉÉè® ØnªÉÉÊ´ÉnÉ®BÉE ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ {ÉènÉ cÉä 

MÉ<Ç cè* {ÉÖÉÊãÉºÉ ´ÉÉãÉä £ÉÉÒ ãÉÉ¶ÉÉå BÉEÉä näJÉBÉE® {ÉÆSÉxÉÉàÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉÉ ®cä lÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä {ÉÉäº]àÉÉ]ÇàÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <xÉ ãÉÉ¶ÉÉå BÉEÉä 

rjs
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£ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉA* àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉè® =kÉ® |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É <ºÉ àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå VÉÉä PÉÉä® ãÉÉ{É®´ÉÉcÉÒ 

cÖ<Ç cè, AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ xÉBÉEãÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ABÉDºÉ{ÉÉªÉ®ÉÒ n´ÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé ºÉnxÉ àÉå BÉEäxp 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ, ªÉcÉÆ {É® ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ SÉäªÉ®{ÉºÉÇxÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤Éè~ÉÒ cÖ<Ç cé, ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É àÉßiÉBÉEÉå BÉEä 

{ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ-{ÉÉÆSÉ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉA* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É £ÉÉÒ <xÉ 

àÉßiÉBÉEÉå BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ-{ÉÉÆSÉ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEä iÉÉè® {É® ÉÊnA VÉÉAÆ* ´Éä {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É cé, 

ZÉÉå{ÉÉÊ½ªÉÉå àÉå ®ciÉä cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEä BÉE{ÉExÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ {ÉèºÉä xÉcÉÓ lÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA ´ÉcÉÆ VÉÉä {ÉÆSÉÉªÉiÉ 

BÉEÉÒ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ ¤ÉSÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè, =ºÉàÉå ºÉä BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ iÉÉÒxÉ-iÉÉÒxÉ ABÉE½ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ =xÉ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä JÉäiÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA nÉÒ 

VÉÉA*  

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +É£ÉÉÒ ªÉc àÉÉàÉãÉÉ ~ÆbÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ãÉÉcÉ¤ÉÉn àÉå £ÉÉÒ ABÉE ¤ÉSSÉä BÉEÉä ]ÉÒBÉEÉ 

ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä 12 PÉÆ]ä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn àÉßiªÉÖ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè* ªÉc PÉÉä® ãÉÉ{É®´ÉÉcÉÒ cè* <ºÉ {É® ABÉE ]ÉÒàÉ ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉäVÉÉÒ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® nÉä−ÉÉÒ 

ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉVÉÉ nÉÒ VÉÉA* VÉÉä {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® cé, =xcå àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉA*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ nÉ®É ÉËºÉc SÉÉècÉxÉ (PÉÉäºÉÉÒ) : ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉà£ÉÉÒ® àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè, <ºÉ {É® =kÉ® |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä MÉà£ÉÉÒ®iÉÉ ºÉä ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ 

ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ ºÉÉ®ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉº{Éåb BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉ 

àÉÉàÉãÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ: VÉÉä ºÉnºªÉ +É{ÉxÉä BÉEÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ ºÉä AºÉÉäÉÊºÉA] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, ´Éä +É{ÉxÉä xÉÉàÉ ]ä¤ÉãÉ {É® £ÉäVÉ nå* 

gÉÉÒ ¶ÉèãÉäxp BÉÖEàÉÉ® +É{ÉxÉä BÉEÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ ºÉä AºÉÉäÉÊºÉA] BÉE®iÉä cé* 

...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Nothing is going on record except what Dr. Ratna De says. 

(Interruptions) …∗ 

DR. RATNA DE (HOOGHLY): Madam Speaker, West Bengal is the second largest 

producer of potato in the country.  Production of potato has increased to 95 lakh 

tonnes in 2010 from 55 lakh tonnes in 2009.  … (Interruptions) 

There has been discrimination in the distribution of potatoes.  Farmers are 

selling their produce at throw away prices.  Persons who buy potatoes from farmers in 

the villages are selling at a good price in the market.  But farmers who put their sweat 

are left in the lurch literally.  This trend of squeezing gullible farmers is going on for a 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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long time.  Farmers are losing heavily.  Corruption is rampant in purchase of produce, 

particularly potatoes in West Bengal.… (Interruptions) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ: àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉÖEU BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, =xcå ºÉÖxÉ ãÉå* 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PLANNING AND 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS 

(SHRI V. NARAYANASAMY): Madam Speaker, the hon. Minister for Health and 

Family Welfare, Shri Ghulam Nabi Azad, sent a team of doctors to go and verify and 

report back to him.  Therefore, the Central Government is also seized of the matter, 

and the State Government is also taking steps.   

As soon as the Minister gets the report, we will come back to the House.… 

(Interruptions) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ: ºÉ®ÉäVÉ VÉÉÒ, +É¤É +ÉÉ{É BÉDªÉÉå JÉ½ä cÖA cé, àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉAÆ* 

Dr. Ratna De, please continue.  

DR. RATNA DE : All this injustice is going on for a long time because there is no 

Government agency to buy directly from farmers their produce by paying an 

honourable price.  The farmers are incurring losses in West Bengal. 

 I would request the hon. Minister of Agriculture to look into this serious 

injustice meted out to the potato farmers of West Bengal and to introduce Minimum 

Support Price for potatoes in West Bengal so that farmers are not taken for a ride by 

anyone.  Thank you, Madam. 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉVÉªÉÉ SÉµÉE´ÉiÉÉÔ (MÉÖ´ÉÉc]ÉÒ):  +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉºÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä <Æ]®xÉãÉ 

¤ÉÉì=Æb®ÉÒ cè, ªÉc +ÉâóhÉÉSÉãÉ |Énä¶É, xÉÉMÉÉãÉéb +ÉÉè® àÉäPÉÉãÉªÉ ºÉä VÉÖ½ÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè* +ÉºÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ {É® BÉE¤VÉÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA, ¤ÉÉbÇÉË®MÉ º]ä] àÉå ´ÉcÉÆ {É® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ]Å¤ÉãÉ <Æº]ÉÒMÉä] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* Nagaland has already snatched 

lots of land in Golaghat, Sibsagar and Jorhat districts.   

Recently, on the 14th of August, in the Charipung area of the Assam Arunachal 

border, the armed local people properly supported by NSCN-IM attacked two villages 

– Ochimbasti and Hathirosa.  These villages are in the border of Assam. 

RCP
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Madam, in 1967, Assam Arunachal border had been constitutionally 

demarcated.  This area is divided by the river Teok.  One side of the river is Assam 

and the other side is Arunachal.  The villages which were attacked by the Arunachal 

people with the support of NSCN-IM fall under Assam. 

On the 24th August, that is, yesterday, when the Assam Minister visited that 

area, again it has been reported that NSCN-IM, supported by the armed local people, 

attacked the people in these villages and resorted to firing.  So, dead and callous 

Assam Government could not do anything.  They could not safeguard the people and 

they could not safeguard the properties of the people.  Even the thana which belongs 

to the Assam area has been destroyed. 

So, I would urge upon the hon. Prime Minister, who is a Member from Assam, 

to take a serious note of the situation, and give protection to all the people.   

Madam, we want peaceful relation and peaceful existence with our brothers 

and sisters of all the bordering areas of our State.  So, I urge upon the Central 

Government to kindly take serious note of the situation.  

I would also urge upon the hon. Home Minister to personally visit this area to 

take stock of the situation and give protection to these people – bitterness is already 

increasing – so that there should not be no more hardships to the people of this area. 

SHRI ANTO ANTONY (PATHANAMATHITTA): Respected Madam, I would 

request the Government to introduce a Bill to establish a Carbon Exchange Market for 

rubber. India has lead the global climate change initiative and benefited from the 

Clean Development Mechanism (CDM) projects but it does not have a single carbon 

exchange market operating in the country. Rubber trees is a unique agro-forestry 

asset with multiple utility contributing tremendously to industry, employment 

besides helping in carbon mitigation in green house gas (GHG) emission and 

conserve the environment. 

Rubber has a tremendous potential to neutralize the carbon footprint of 

industry linked to it besides generating alternative energy. The establishment of 

commodity exchange had helped stabilize prices of agricultural commodities and in a 
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similar manner establishment of carbon exchange market can help in carbon 

mitigation and usher in investment flows in the industry and provide additional 

resources to small and marginal cultivators. Even the Ministry of Environment and 

Forestry is mulling on the issue of national carbon budgeting and establishment of 

carbon exchange market will help valuably to revitalize the rubber plantation to 

withstand fluctuations arising from international trade and contribute to livelihood 

security and rural development. The cost of mitigation is lower at rural level and 

the industry too will be able to reap the benefits of the exchange market and 

contribute in their social responsibility. This initiative will also help India gain 

mileage in the international negotiation on Climate Change and lead the global 

initiative. 

The development of Carbon Exchange Market will help in stabilizing the 

income of rubber farmers' income, help in farmers during the replanting stage for six 

years when there is no income to the farmers. This market will also help 

strengthen rubber co-operative societies providing valuable assistance to the 

small and marginal farmers. It would also help in increasing the asset value of the 

farmers and increase the credit worthiness. Even the crop insurance and the 

commodity market exchanges can be interlinked to revitalize plantation crop and 

offset the increase in the cost of cultivation and the uncertainties of weather. 

The Government needs to introduce a Bill for the establishment of a carbon 

exchange market for in the same pattern as the Commodity Exchange Market with 

base capital support by the Government of India and incentivizing the industry to 

take advantage of these markets besides providing a relief to the small and 

marginal farmers for their contribution in sequestrating the carbon from the 

environment. So far India has been trading carbon through the International 

markets and does not have a domestic carbon exchange market.  

LH
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 Therefore, I would plead to the Government to introduce a Bill to establish a 

Carbon Exchange Market for rubber using its forward industrial linkage and provide 

safeguards to the income of the small and marginal farmers besides removing the 

carbon from the atmosphere and contribute to global mitigation.  This would be a 

pioneering initiative and help the country to lead the global initiative on climate 

change. 

gÉÉÒ ºÉèªÉn ¶ÉÉcxÉ´ÉÉWÉ cÖºÉèxÉ (£ÉÉMÉãÉ{ÉÖ®): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¶ÉÖÉÊµÉEªÉÉ +ÉnÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉcÖiÉ nÖJÉ BÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ ABÉE ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ÉÊ´É¶´ÉxÉÉlÉxÉ +ÉÉxÉÆn VÉÉä nä¶É BÉEä ABÉE AäºÉä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ½ÉÒ cé ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ÉÊiÉ®ÆMÉä 

BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÉxÉ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉfÃÉ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É¶´ÉxÉÉlÉxÉ +ÉÉxÉÆn BÉEÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä {ÉnÂàÉ gÉÉÒ, {ÉnÂàÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÚ−ÉhÉ, +ÉÉè® {ÉnÂàÉ 

£ÉÚ−ÉhÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, =xÉBÉEÉä {ÉcãÉÉ +É´ÉÉbÇ ®ÉVÉÉÒ´É MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ JÉäãÉ ®ixÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ* ¶ÉiÉ®ÆVÉ àÉå {ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå =xcÉåxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä {É®SÉàÉ 

BÉEÉä ãÉc®ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ nÖJÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉÖZÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ BÉEÉä =~ÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´É¶´ÉxÉÉlÉxÉ +ÉÉxÉÆn 

ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ®Éè¶ÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉEiÉÉ BÉEä àÉÖqä {É® àÉÉxÉ´É ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE 

´Éä BÉEcÉÆ ®ciÉä cé, ªÉc {ÉEÉì®äxÉ +É{ÉEäªÉºÉÇ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ ºÉä {ÉÚUÉ VÉÉA*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉºÉä ¤É½É +É{ÉàÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä 

ºÉBÉEiÉÉ*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉVÉªÉÉ SÉµÉE´ÉiÉÉÔ :  àÉèbàÉ, ªÉc +ÉxªÉÉªÉ cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A* 

gÉÉÒ ºÉèªÉn ¶ÉÉcxÉ´ÉÉWÉ cÖºÉèxÉ : bÉìBÉD]Åä] BÉEÉÒ ÉÊbOÉÉÒ ºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ÉÊbOÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉä {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè* =xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

+ÉÉäxÉ® BÉEÉ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ lÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä àÉn® ]ä®äºÉÉ ¤ÉÉc® ºÉä +ÉÉ<ÇÆ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ nä¶É xÉä 

ºÉààÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* nãÉÉ<Ç ãÉÉàÉÉ +ÉÉA, =xÉBÉEÉ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉààÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä <ºÉ nä¶É 

BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ®Éè¶ÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ABÉE àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉEiÉÉ BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É® |É¶xÉ =~ÉA, ªÉc 

=xÉBÉEÉ +É{ÉàÉÉxÉ cè* àÉèbàÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä SÉäªÉ® ºÉä BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® ÉÊJÉãÉÉÉÊ½ªÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç nÉÒ cè*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ : ¤ÉºÉ +É¤É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ cÉä MÉ<Ç* +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

MADAM SPEAKER: Shri Arjun Meghwal and Dr. Rajan Sushant are also 

associating on this issue. Nothing else will go on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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13.17 hrs. 
 

(iii) SALARY, ALLOWANCES AND PENSION OF MEMBERS OF 
PARLIAMENT (AMENDMENT) BILL, 2010  

  

MADAM SPEAKER: Now, Item No. 19A. Mr. Pawan Kumar Bansal. 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF WATER 

RESOURCES (SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL):  Madam, I beg to move for 

leave to introduce a Bill further to amend the Salary, Allowances and Pension of 

Members of Parliament Act, 1954. 

MADAM SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That leave be granted to introduce a Bill further to amend the Salary, 
Allowances and Pension of Members of Parliament Act, 1954.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 
 

MADAM SPEAKER: The Minister may now introduce ** the Bill. 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: I introduce the Bill. 

 

 

MADAM SPEAKER: The House stands adjourned to meet again at 2.15 p.m. 

13.18 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned for Lunch till Fifteen minutes 
past Fourteen of the Clock. 

 

 

 

  

 

                                                 
 Published in the Gazette of Indian, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section-2 dated 25.8.2010 

** Introduced with the recommendation of the President 
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14.15 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha re-assembled after Lunch at Fifteen minutes 
 Past Fourteen of the Clock. 

 
(Mr. Deputy-Speaker in the Chair) 

 

MATTERS UNDER RULE 377 ∗ 

 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Hon. Members, the matters under Rule 377 be laid on the 

Table of the House. Those Members who are desirous of laying their matters under 

Rule 377 on the Table of the House may send slips at the Table within 20 minutes. 

Only those matters for which slips have been received at the Table shall form part of 

the proceedings. The rest of the matters shall be treated as lapsed. 

 
 

(i)  Need to resume the construction of Pala Maneri and Vishnugad Pipalkoti 
hydro-electric projects and to continue the construction of Lohari Nagpala 
power project in Uttarakhand 

 

gÉÉÒ ºÉiÉ{ÉÉãÉ àÉcÉ®ÉVÉ (MÉfÃ´ÉÉãÉ): àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ =kÉ®ÉJÉÆb ®ÉVªÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉãÉ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ 

{ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® +ÉÉBÉEÉÌ−ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* |Énä¶É BÉEÉÒ {ÉcãÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉÇÉÊSÉiÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ABÉE n¶ÉBÉE ºÉä ¤ÉÆn {É½ÉÒ 

àÉxÉä®ÉÒ£ÉÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊuiÉÉÒªÉ VÉãÉ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä +É¤É 304 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =kÉ®ÉJÉÆb BÉEÉä nä ®cÉÒ cè* 

iÉi{É¶SÉÉiÉ 480 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉãÉÉ àÉxÉä®ÉÒ VÉãÉ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç, ÉÊVÉºÉä +É¤É ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ |Énä¶É 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É ¤ÉÆn BÉE®´ÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* 

 +É¤É ®ÉVªÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä AxÉ.]ÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.ºÉÉÒ. uÉ®É ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉ ®cÉÒ 600 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉäcÉ®ÉÒ xÉÉMÉ{ÉÉãÉÉ 

{ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÆn BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉÉÊ®¶É |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉÒ cè* VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ {É® 

ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 600 BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉA JÉSÉÇ cÉä SÉÖBÉEä cé iÉlÉÉ <ºÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉä {É® cVÉÉ®Éå BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉA +ÉÉè® JÉSÉÇ 

cÉåMÉä* <ºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® 444 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´É−hÉÖMÉÉn {ÉÉÒ{ÉãÉBÉEÉäÉÊ] VÉãÉ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ +É]BÉEÉÒ {É½ÉÒ cè* <ºÉ 

{ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ +É¤É iÉBÉE 100 BÉE®Éä½ JÉSÉÇ cÉä SÉÖBÉEä cé* =kÉ®ÉJÉÆb BÉEÉä nä¶É BÉEä {ÉÉì´É® cÉ=ºÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå |ÉSÉÉÉÊ®iÉ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ´ÉcÉÆ =tÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ iÉÉÆiÉÉ ãÉMÉ MÉªÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +É¤É, VÉ¤É xÉ<Ç {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉAÆ ¤ÉÆn cÉäxÉä ãÉMÉÉÒ cé iÉÉä >óVÉÉÇ 

                                                 
∗ Treated as laid on the Table 
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®ÉVªÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ ºÉÆBÉE] àÉå {ÉEÆºÉxÉä ãÉMÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =tÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ {ÉãÉÉªÉxÉ cÉäxÉä ãÉMÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉAÆ ¤ÉÆn 

cÉäiÉÉÒ ®cÉÓ iÉÉä =kÉ®ÉJÉÆb cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE ºÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå BÉEcÉÓ £ÉÉÒ xÉªÉÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ +ÉºÉÆ£É´É cÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉxÉÂ 

2012 iÉBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ c® PÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ näxÉä BÉEÉ ºÉ{ÉxÉÉ +ÉvÉÚ®É cÉÒ ®c VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ* 

 ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <xÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉºlÉÉ{ÉxÉ, {ÉÖxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉ A´ÉÆ àÉÚãÉ£ÉÚiÉ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ {É® {ÉÖxÉÉÌ´ÉSÉÉ® 

BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè {É®xiÉÖ càÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ xÉèºÉÉÌMÉBÉE >óVÉÉÇ {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ FÉàÉiÉÉ JÉÉäxÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉä®É º{É−] àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

{ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ {É® +É´É¶ªÉ xÉVÉ® ®JÉä ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ªÉc +ÉxÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE °ô{É ºÉä =kÉ®ÉJÉÆb VÉèºÉä ÉÊ{ÉU½ä ®ÉVªÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉvÉBÉE 

xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

 +ÉiÉ& àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ®É−]ÅÉÊciÉ BÉEÉä ºÉ´ÉÉæ{ÉÉÊ® àÉÉxÉiÉä cÖA iÉlÉÉ nä¶É 

BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA MÉÆMÉÉ ºÉä >óVÉÉÇ (ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ)  {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉiBÉEÉãÉ {ÉÉãÉÉ àÉxÉä®ÉÒ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É−hÉÖMÉÉn {ÉÉÒ{ÉãÉBÉEÉäÉÊ] 

{ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä ¶ÉÖ°ô ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäcÉ®ÉÒ xÉÉMÉ{ÉÉãÉÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉÉÊ®¶É BÉEÉä xÉ àÉÉxÉä* 

àÉä®ÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ cä ÉÊBÉE ®É−]ÅÉÊciÉ àÉå <xÉ {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ iÉiBÉEÉãÉ {ÉÚ®É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä* 
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(ii)  Need to introduce passenger trains on Secunderabad-Bangalore, 
Hyderabad/Secunderabad-Goa and Hyderabad/ Secunderabad-
Mahaboob Nagar routes in Andhra Pradesh 

 

DR. MANDA JAGANNATH (NAGARKURNOOL): The Government of Andhra 

Pradesh has sent proposals for introduction of following trains:- 

(1) Daily Express train between Secunderabad – Bangalore. 

(2) Daily Super fast train between twin cities of Hyderabad/Secunderabad 

to Goa. 

(3) Diesel Multiple Unit (DEMU) services between 

Hyderabad/Secunderabad to Mahabubnagar. 

 Introduction of above trains will facilitate the south-bound passengers, timely 

connectivity and relieve the congestion on already existing trains.  Now all the trains 

on the routes of Hyederabad/Secunderabad to Bangalore via Mahabubnagar – 

Kurnool –Dronachalam–Gunthakal are running with full capacity. 

Though the request has been made by the State Government for introduction of 

above trains, it has not been materialized.  

I request the Ministry of Railways to take necessary action to introduce the 

above trains between the destinations mentioned with a stop at Gadwal railway station 

in respect of the trains between Hyderabad/Secunderabad to Bangalore and 

Hyderabad/Secunderabad to Goa. 
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(iii)  Need to construct barrages over river Yamuna to meet the shortage of 
drinking water in Delhi 

 

gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É +ÉOÉ´ÉÉãÉ (=kÉ® {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ÉÊnããÉÉÒ):   àÉcÉänªÉ, ®ÉVÉvÉÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå ¤ÉÉfÃ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, 

ªÉÉÊn =ºÉä ABÉEjÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä ºÉÉãÉ£É® ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå {ÉÉÒxÉä BÉEä {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* ÉÊnããÉÉÒ 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ BÉEä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ {ãÉÉxÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉªÉ {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ABÉE ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ nÉÒ lÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ BÉEÉä 

MÉc®É BÉE®BÉEä =ºÉä {ÉBÉDBÉEÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ lÉÉ* ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå {ÉããÉÉ ºÉä +ÉÉäJÉãÉÉ iÉBÉE ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 50 ÉÊBÉE0àÉÉÒ0 ãÉÆ¤ÉÉÒ ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ cè, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 21 ÉÊBÉEàÉÉÒ0 àÉå cÉÒ ¤ÉciÉÉ cè* ¶Éä−É ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ ºÉÚJÉÉÒ ®ciÉÉÒ cè, BÉEcÉÓ ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉÉè½É<Ç bäfÃ ÉÊBÉE0àÉÉÒ0 cè 

iÉÉä BÉEcÉÓ ºÉÉfÃä iÉÉÒxÉ ÉÊBÉE0àÉÉÒ0* <ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ BÉEä nÉäxÉÉå iÉ®{ÉE ¤ÉÉÆvÉ ¤ÉxÉÉBÉE® =ºÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ SÉÉè½É<Ç iÉBÉE {ÉBÉDBÉEÉ 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ lÉÉÒ* <ºÉ ¤ÉÉÆvÉ BÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ VÉãÉÉ¶ÉªÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå cÉäiÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊnããÉÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ä ´É−ÉÇ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ* <ºÉ 

ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ {É® ´É−ÉÇ 1993 àÉå BÉEÉàÉ £ÉÉÒ |ÉÉ®Æ£É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉBÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉ <ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÆn BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ 

MÉªÉÉ* 

 ABÉE +ÉxªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ´É−ÉÇ 1997 àÉå ={É®ÉVªÉ{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉä nÉÒ MÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉºÉä ºÉèrÉÆÉÊiÉBÉE °ô{É àÉå º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® £ÉÉÒ BÉE® 

ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* <ºÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå ´ÉVÉÉÒ®É¤ÉÉn ¤Éè®ÉVÉ BÉEä =kÉ® àÉå nºÉ ÉÊBÉE0àÉÉÒ0 {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ VÉãÉÉ¶ÉªÉ +ÉÉè® ´ÉcÉÓ {É® xÉªÉÉ 

¤Éè®ÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ lÉÉ* ÉÊ´É¶Éä−ÉYÉÉå BÉEÉ ªÉc £ÉÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉÉÊn +ÉÉäJÉãÉÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ xÉA ¤Éè®ÉVÉ ¤ÉxÉÉA 

VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ºÉcäVÉBÉE® ®JÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* 

 àÉä®É BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ®ÉVÉvÉÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊnããÉÉÒ àÉå {ÉÉÒxÉä BÉEä {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊxÉnÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

={ÉªÉÇÖBÉDiÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ÉÊµÉEªÉÉx´ÉªÉxÉ {É® ¶ÉÉÒQÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®BÉE =ºÉBÉEÉä +ÉÆÉÊiÉàÉ °ô{É ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä* 
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(iv)  Need to start construction of proposed Thermal Power Project in Kathua 
district, Jammu & Kashmir 
 

CHAUDHARY LAL SINGH (UDHAMPUR):  The Jammu and Kashmir Power 

Development Corporation Limited (JKPDC) identified three locations for 

establishment of Thermal Power Projects each one in Kashmir, Rajouri & Kathua 

District in the State of Jammu & Kashmir.  The proposal has been sent to the Central 

Government.  The NTPC examined the proposal in detail and found only one project 

feasible, which was proposed to be established along River Ujh, at Kathua District.  

The NTPC also prepared the pre-feasibility Report of the project  in the year 2004 and 

submitted the same to Jammu and Kashmir State Power Development Corporation 

Limited (JKSPDC) for further action and to initiate the tendering process, for 

preparing Detailed Project Report (DPR).  One Thousand  Kanals of land for the said 

project has also been identified and if necessary, more land can be made available.   

More than 6 years have been elapsed, the JKPDC could not initiate the tendering 

process till date and may be, not in a position to prepare the same.   The establishment 

of Thermal Power Project at Kathua District, is essential in the larger interest of the 

people of Jammu & Kashmir.  Further delay in commissioning,   may jeopardize the 

interest of the people of the State, where the growth rate of educated  unemployed 

youths is increasing day by day.  

I, therefore, urge the Government to direct the concerned authorities to get the 

DPR of Ujh 1000 M.W. Thermal Power Project, prepared by NTPC so that the  

pre-construction activities, at the proposed site, could be started, at the earliest.  This 

will indeed also pacify a section of youths of the state, who will be employed in the 

proposed project. 
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(v)  Need to ensure effective implementation of various schemes meant for 
upliftment of Pahari Korba people in Chhattisgarh 

 
 

bÉì. SÉ®hÉ nÉºÉ àÉcxiÉ (BÉEÉä®¤ÉÉ): {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ BÉEÉä®´ÉÉ ABÉE +ÉÉÉÊnàÉ +ÉÉÉÊn´ÉÉºÉÉÒ ºÉàÉÖnÉªÉ cè* UkÉÉÒºÉMÉfÃ àÉå {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ BÉEÉä®´ÉÉ 

A´ÉÆ ÉÊ¤É®cÉä® ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉBÉE®hÉ xÉä MÉ~xÉ {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ +É¤É +É{ÉxÉä 30 ´É−ÉÉç BÉEÉ BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEÉãÉ {ÉÚ®É BÉE® ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* ªÉc 

+ÉÉÊ£ÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉÉºÉ{ÉÖ®, ºÉ®MÉÖVÉÉ A´ÉÆ ®ÉªÉMÉfÃ, VÉ¶É{ÉÖ® ÉÊVÉãÉÉ àÉå 1996 ºÉä ºÉÆSÉÉÉÊãÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* ABÉE ºÉ´ÉæFÉhÉ BÉEä 

+ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® +ÉÆSÉãÉ BÉEä BÉÖEãÉ 27109 {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ BÉEÉä®´ÉÉ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®Éå àÉå ºÉä ®ÉªÉMÉf-VÉ¶É{ÉÖ® ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉBÉE®hÉ +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ àÉÉjÉ 

2469 {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® cÉÒ ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ®iÉ cé A´ÉÆ ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉÒ BÉÖEãÉ VÉxÉºÉÆJªÉÉ 10852 cè* ªÉä VÉ¶É{ÉÖ® ÉÊVÉãÉä BÉEä ¤ÉMÉÉÒSÉÉ ´É àÉxÉÉäc® 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉJÉÆb BÉEä 88 OÉÉàÉÉå àÉå ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ®iÉ cé* ¤ÉMÉÉÒSÉÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉJÉÆb BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉÉÉÊ®àÉÉ MÉÉÆ´É {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ BÉEÉä®´ÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É 

OÉÉàÉ àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* VÉcÉÆ 195 {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®Éå BÉEä 793 ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* <xÉBÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ A´ÉÆ {ÉÖxÉ®ÉÒFÉhÉ BÉEä =qä¶ªÉ ºÉä 

+ÉÉÊ£ÉBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉBÉE®hÉ uÉ®É fä®Éå ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉAÆ SÉãÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç, ÉËBÉEiÉÖ =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉÉ®à{ÉÉÊ®BÉE VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ 

¶ÉèãÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊ´É{É®ÉÒiÉ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉAÆ +É{ÉxÉä ãÉFªÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉÚÉÌiÉ àÉå +ÉºÉ{ÉEãÉ ÉÊºÉr cÉäiÉÉÒ |ÉiÉÉÒiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cé* ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä ºÉÆn£ÉÇ 

àÉå VÉ¶É{ÉÖ® {ÉÉÊ®ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ BÉEÉä®´ÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ iÉxÉ fBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉE{É½ä £ÉÉÒ xÉºÉÉÒ¤É xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉä, 

JÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ®Éä]ÉÒ BÉEä nÉä ]ÖBÉE½ä £ÉÉÒ xÉºÉÉÒ¤É xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉä* +É¤É iÉBÉE BÉE®Éä½Éå °ô{ÉªÉä JÉSÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ <xÉBÉEä 

VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉºiÉ® {É® BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÖvÉÉ® xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉÉ* +ÉiÉ& BÉEäxp ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ, {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ BÉEÉä®´ÉÉ BÉEä VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ ºÉÖvÉÉ®xÉä àÉå ºÉàÉÖÉÊSÉiÉ {ÉcãÉ BÉE®ä* 
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(vi)  Need to take steps to check recurring floods in Gomti river in Sultanpur 
Parliamentary Constituency, Uttar Pradesh 

 

bÉì. ºÉÆVÉªÉ ÉËºÉc (ºÉÖãiÉÉxÉ{ÉÖ®): àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ ºÉÖãÉiÉÉxÉ{ÉÖ® àÉå MÉÉäàÉiÉÉÒ xÉnÉÒ BÉEÉ nÉªÉ®É 90 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® àÉå {ÉEèãÉÉ 

cÖ+ÉÉ cè* <ºÉ xÉnÉÒ àÉå 1952, 1962, 1975, 1984, 2004 A´ÉÆ 2009 BÉEä ´É−ÉÉç àÉå ¤É®ºÉÉiÉ BÉEä ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉÉfÃ +ÉÉxÉä ºÉä 

xÉnÉÒ BÉEä nÉäxÉÉå ÉÊBÉExÉÉ®Éå {É® ¤ÉºÉä 50 ºÉä 100 MÉÉÆ´É ¤ÉÖ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ cÖA +ÉÉè® BÉE<Ç MÉÉÆ´É ¤Éc MÉªÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ 

xÉnÉÒ àÉå BÉE]É´É BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä BÉE®Éä½Éå BÉEÉÒ {ÉEºÉãÉ +ÉÉÉÊn ¤É¤ÉÉÇn cÉä MÉ<Ç, BÉE<Ç {É¶ÉÖ ¤Éc MÉªÉä +ÉÉè® BÉE£ÉÉÒ-BÉE£ÉÉÒ <xÉ ¤ÉÉfÃÉå ºÉä 

BÉÖEU ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉÉèiÉå £ÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç cé* 

 <ºÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉfÃ {É® ÉÊxÉªÉÆjÉhÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉE]ÉxÉ BÉEä ºlÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´Éæ, +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE 

´ÉßFÉÉ®Éä{ÉhÉ, àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ fÆMÉ ºÉä +ÉxªÉ ={ÉÉªÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä VÉÉªÉå, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ºÉÖãÉiÉÉxÉ{ÉÖ® àÉå MÉÉäàÉiÉÉÒ xÉnÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊBÉExÉÉ®Éå {É® ¤ÉºÉä MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå 

ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ ºÉÖ®ÉÊFÉiÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä* 

 

 

 
(vii)  Need to constitute a separate NCC battalion for  Idukki district, Kerala 
 

SHRI P.T. THOMAS (IDUKKI): I would like to invite the kind attention of the 

government towards the urgent need for constituting a NCC battalion for Idukki 

District. Most of the NCC school units in Idukki district are now clubbed with the 

battalions of adjacent districts. For years, there has been a popular demand for 

constituting a new battalion for Idukki district. A commission headed by NCC deputy 

director in Kerala, Lakshadweep directorate visited Idukki district and submitted its 

report strongly recommending the establishment of a separate battalion for the district. 

I request the concerned ministry to consider this demand on top priority and sanction 

a separate NCC battalion for Idukki district without further delay. 
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(viii)  Need to provide compensation to villagers whose property and crops have 
been damaged by wild elephants in Jashpur, Raigarh and Surguja 
districts of Chhattisgarh 

 

gÉÉÒ ÉÊnãÉÉÒ{É ÉËºÉc VÉÚnä´É (ÉÊ¤ÉãÉÉºÉ{ÉÖ®): àÉé ºÉnxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ VÉ¶É{ÉÖ®, ®ÉªÉMÉfÃ, ºÉ®MÉÖVÉÉ àÉå 

VÉÆMÉãÉÉÒ cÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå uÉ®É ´ÉxÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉÉÒ{É ¤ÉºÉä cÖA MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå BÉEä >ó{É® fÉA BÉEc® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ 

cÚÆ* VÉÆMÉãÉÉÒ cÉlÉÉÒ +ÉBÉDºÉ® ZÉÖhbÉå àÉå MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå PÉÖºÉBÉE® =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉEºÉãÉÉå +ÉÉè® PÉ®Éå BÉEÉä xÉ−] BÉE® näiÉä cé* BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® iÉÉä ´Éä 

+ÉÉnàÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEÉä ºÉÉäªÉä àÉå BÉÖESÉãÉ näiÉä cé* 

 +ÉiÉ& àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉßiÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ nä 

iÉlÉÉ {ÉEºÉãÉ A´ÉÆ PÉ® FÉÉÊiÉOÉºiÉ cÉäxÉä {É® {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ{iÉ ºÉcÉªÉiÉÉ nä A´ÉÆ cÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå ºÉä ¤ÉSÉÉ´É BÉEÉ =ÉÊSÉiÉ 

|É¤ÉÆvÉ BÉE®å* 
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(ix)  Need to take adequate steps for proper maintenance, care and 
beautification of Tanginath Shiva Temple in Gumla district of Jharkhand 

 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÖn¶ÉÇxÉ £ÉMÉiÉ (ãÉÉäc®nMÉÉ):   àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ MÉÖàÉãÉÉ ÉÊVÉãÉÉ àÉÖJªÉÉãÉªÉ ºÉä ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 75 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® 

BÉEÉÒ nÚ®ÉÒ {É® AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE A´ÉÆ {ÉÖ®ÉiÉÉÉÎi´ÉBÉE ¤ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ]ÉÆMÉÉÒxÉÉlÉ BÉEÉ £ÉBªÉ {ÉÉÊ®ºÉ® cè* ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ ÉÊ¶É´É BÉEÉÒ AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE 

A´ÉÆ nÖã£ÉÇ àÉÚÉÌiÉªÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÉlÉ ªÉcÉÆ ABÉE +ÉÉÊiÉ |ÉÉSÉÉÒxÉ A´ÉÆ ÉÊ´É¶ÉÉãÉ ÉÊjÉ¶ÉÚãÉ £ÉÉÒ àÉÉèVÉÚn cè* {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ A´ÉÆ +ÉÉºlÉÉ BÉEä 

oÉÎ−]BÉEÉähÉ ºÉä ªÉc àÉÆÉÊn® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ÉÊSÉiÉ ºÉÖ®FÉÉ A´ÉÆ ®JÉ-®JÉÉ´É BÉEä +É£ÉÉ´É BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ªÉcÉÆ ®JÉÉÒ 

MÉ<Ç àÉÚÉÌiÉªÉÉÆ +ÉÉVÉ JÉÖãÉä +ÉÉºÉàÉÉxÉ BÉEä xÉÉÒSÉä ®JÉÉÒ cé, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä FÉäjÉ +ÉÉè® |Énä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ {É® SÉÉä] {ÉcÖÆSÉiÉÉÒ 

cè* ¤ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ]ÉÆMÉÉÒ xÉÉlÉ BÉEä <ºÉ àÉÆÉÊn® BÉEÉ {ÉÉè®ÉÉÊhÉBÉE àÉci´É cè +ÉÉè® ªÉcÉÆ ºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ àÉÚÉÌiÉªÉÉÆ VÉxÉVÉÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ BÉEãÉÉ BÉEÉ 

ABÉE =iBÉßE−] xÉàÉÚxÉÉ cè* ªÉcÉÆ {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ BÉEÉÒ +É{ÉÉ® ºÉÆ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉAÆ cé* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ÉÊSÉiÉ ®JÉ-®JÉÉ´É, ºÉÖ®FÉÉ A´ÉÆ =ÉÊSÉiÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ 

xÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ àÉÆÉÊn® BÉEÉÒ ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® ={ÉäFÉÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* ´É−ÉÉç {ÉÚ´ÉÇ {ÉÖ®ÉiÉi´É ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ BÉEä uÉ®É bÖàÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉäãÉ {ÉcÉ½ÉÒ 

{É® JÉÖnÉ<Ç BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ ªÉc |ÉÉBÉE AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE BÉEÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉÚÉÌiÉªÉÉÆ ÉÊ´ÉãÉÖ{iÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEMÉÉ® {É® cé* ªÉcÉÆ ´É−ÉÇ £É® 

gÉrÉãÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ iÉÉÆiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè, JÉÉºÉBÉE BÉE® ÉÊ¶É´É®ÉÉÊjÉ BÉEä ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå* 

 àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉOÉc cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ àÉÆÉÊn® BÉEÉÒ £ÉBªÉiÉÉ A´ÉÆ gÉrÉãÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉºlÉÉ 

A´ÉÆ ºÉÆJªÉÉ BÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉiÉä cÖA àÉÆÉÊn® {ÉÉÊ®ºÉ® àÉå ºÉÖ®FÉÉ A´ÉÆ ºÉÉèxnªÉÉÔBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå =ÉÊSÉiÉ ÉÊxÉnæ¶É näxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®å, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ÉÊBÉE FÉäjÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ ºÉÉÊciÉ nä¶É£É® ºÉä +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä gÉrÉãÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ ºÉBÉEä iÉlÉÉ {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ 

BÉEÉÒ oÉÎ−] ºÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ àÉÆÉÊn® BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä* 

 

  

 



25.08.2010  
  

96

(x)  Need to accord priority in providing Naptha produced from Barauni Oil 
Refinery, Bihar to small and medium scale industries in the State 

 

bÉì. £ÉÉäãÉÉ ÉËºÉc (xÉ´ÉÉnÉ): ¤É®ÉèxÉÉÒ àÉå VÉ¤É iÉäãÉ¶ÉÉävÉBÉE BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ iÉ¤É ªÉc ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉºÉä =i{ÉÉÉÊniÉ xÉä{lÉÉ ºÉä ºlÉÉxÉÉÒªÉ ãÉPÉÖ A´ÉÆ àÉvªÉàÉ =tÉÉäMÉ SÉãÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉiÉä cÖA ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 

60 àÉÉäàÉ BÉEä ãÉPÉÖ =tÉÉäMÉ +ÉÉ®Æ£É cÖA iÉlÉÉ 17-18 BÉEÉ¤ÉÇxÉ BÉEÉäBÉE BÉEä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä JÉÖãÉä* ªÉc £ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉcãÉä 

ºlÉÉxÉÉÒªÉ =tÉÉäMÉÉå A´ÉÆ BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉä{lÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn cÉÒ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ nÚºÉ®ä ®ÉVªÉÉå A´ÉÆ 

ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn cÉÒ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ nÚºÉ®ä ®ÉVªÉÉå A´ÉÆ ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* ÉÊ´ÉbÆ¤ÉxÉÉ ªÉc cä ÉÊBÉE 

¤É®ÉèxÉÉÒ iÉäãÉ¶ÉÉävÉBÉE BÉEä |É¤ÉÆvÉxÉ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊxÉnæ¶É BÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, <ºÉºÉä A´ÉÆ ¤É®ÉèxÉÉÒ àÉå àÉÉäàÉ =tÉÉäMÉ A´ÉÆ +ÉxªÉ ãÉPÉÖ 

àÉvªÉ =tÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉÆn cÉä ®cä cé A´ÉÆ VÉÉä SÉãÉ ®cä cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÆn cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ àÉå cé* ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® ÉÊ{ÉU½ä{ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉ® cè, 

VÉ¤É iÉBÉE =tÉÉäMÉ vÉÆvÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® iÉ¤É iÉBÉE ABÉE ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ ®ÉVªÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå xÉcÉÓ =£É®äMÉÉ* 

 +ÉiÉ& BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ¤É®ÉèxÉÉÒ iÉäãÉ¶ÉÉävÉBÉE BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä BÉEä |É¤ÉÆvÉxÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊcnÉªÉiÉ nä ÉÊBÉE ´Éc BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É 

ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉE®ä iÉlÉÉ xÉä{lÉÉ BÉEÉä ºlÉÉxÉÉÒªÉ =tÉÉäMÉ vÉÆvÉÉå BÉEÉä |ÉÉlÉÉÊàÉBÉEiÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ BÉE®ÉªÉä* 

àÉé <ºÉ +ÉÉä® BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉßE−] BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ1 
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(xi)  Need to provide a permanent gate at railway crossing near Potahi railway 
station in Pataliputra Parliamentary Constituency, Bihar 

 

 

|ÉÉä. ®ÆVÉxÉ |ÉºÉÉn ªÉÉn´É ({ÉÉ]ÉÊãÉ{ÉÖjÉ): àÉé ®äãÉ´Éä àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ àÉä®ä ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉÇSÉxÉ FÉäjÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÊãÉ{ÉÖjÉ àÉå {ÉÉä~cÉÒ º]ä¶ÉxÉ {É® 

MÉÖàÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ xÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ªÉc º]ä¶ÉxÉ {ÉÖxÉ{ÉÖxÉ |ÉJÉÆb BÉEä 

BÉEä´É®É {ÉÆSÉÉªÉiÉ BÉEä 30 ºÉä 40 MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ uÉ®É ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* VÉxÉiÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ´ÉÉcxÉÉå BÉEÉä º]ä¶ÉxÉ {ÉÉ® 

BÉE®iÉä ºÉàÉªÉ VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ-àÉßiªÉÖ BÉEÉ JÉiÉ®É ¤ÉxÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè* ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ MÉÖàÉ]ÉÒ xÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ ªÉcÉÆ {É® BÉE<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉAÆ cÉä 

SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cé* +ÉiÉ& àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ àÉcÉänªÉÉ ºÉä +ÉÉOÉc BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉä~cÉÒ º]ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEä nÉÊFÉhÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ iÉÉè® {É® MÉÖàÉ]ÉÒ 

BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE BÉEÉªÉḈ ÉÉcÉÒ BÉE®xÉä cäiÉÖ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉnæ¶É nä, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä 

JÉänVÉxÉBÉE nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉEÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEä iÉlÉÉ ¤ÉcÖàÉÚãªÉ ÉËVÉnÉÊMÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉSÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* 
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(xii)  Need to provide stoppage of trains in Jalpaiguri Parliamentary 
Constituency, West Bengal to prevent the incidents of elephants and 
rhinoceros being killed by running trains 

 

SHRI MAHENDRA KUMAR ROY (JALPAIGURI): Rampant killings of Rhinoceros 

and Elephants by the running trains in the forested area of my Constituency Jalpaiguri 

in West Bengal have become a great concern for the people of this area.  During the 

last one year Rhinoceros and Elephants have been killed on the railway tracks. 

  If adequate stoppages could have been given at all the stations located in the 

dense forest sanctuaries, the problem could have been solved.   

I urge upon the Minister of Railways to provide adequate stoppages at all the 

stations in the forest sanctuary area so that the lives of Rhinoceros and Elephants 

could be saved.   This would also preserve the sanctity of the sanctuaries.  
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(xiii)  Need to repair the damaged canals and spillways of Nagarjunasagar Dam 
in Andhra Pradesh 

 
SHRI M. VENUGOPALA REDDY (NARASARAOPET): Nagarjunsagar Dam 

Project in Andhra Pradesh comprises dam and two main canals.  For the last five 

decades, the project has been providing irrigation facility to 3 million acres of 

agricultural land located in Guntur, Praskasam, Nalgonda, Khammam, Krishna and 

West Godavari districts and also generating hydropower of 960 MW.  During October, 

2009 floods in Krishna river took place in Andhra Pradesh and Nagarjunasagar Dam 

flood gates were opened to release the flood water of over 25 lakhs cusecs.  A 

whopping 946 TMC flood water has been discharged from 1 October to 6 October, 

2009 from Srisailam Dam to Prakasam Barrage through Nagarjunsagar Dam which 

received unprecedented rain water in last 100 years. 

At present, the Masonry dam is in a dangerous, unsecured position and major 

damages have been caused to spillways.  In certain places damages have also occurred 

in surface concrete lining and also in lower portion.  Even after 10 months little work 

has been done to repair the damaged portion. 

For the last two months heavy rains are pouring in catchment area of Krishna 

basin in the states of Karnataka and Maharashtra.  Srisailam dam can take input of 60 

TMC of water and Nagarjunasagar dam input could be 120 TMC and it  totals to 180 

TMC.   Now the people of my constituency and experts are worried that the safety of 

the dam may be in  jeopardy  if flood occurs before the spillway is repaired. 

 I urge the Central Government to impress upon the State Government of 

Andhra Pradesh to repair the damaged canal system of Nagarjunsagar dam. 
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14.16 hrs. 
CIVIL LIABILITY FOR NUCLEAR  

DAMAGE BILL, 2010 
 

 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, the House will take up Item No.21, Civil Liability 

for Nuclear Damage Bill. 

 Shri Prithviraj Chavan. 

 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY; MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF EARTH 

SCIENCES;  MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE; 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 

GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS; AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 

MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN): I 

beg to move: 

“That the Bill to provide for civil liability for nuclear damage, 
appointment of Claims Commissioner, establishment of Nuclear 
Damage Claims Commission and for matters connected therewith or 
incidental thereto, be taken into consideration. ” 

 

 I am very happy to take the indulgence of the House to consider the Civil 

Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill which really culminates the journey which the 

Prime Minister, Dr. Manmohan Singh undertook in July of 2005 to Washington to 

end the nuclear isolation of India, which we suffered after the first Pokhran’s Test. A 

special regime to stop India from developing nuclear technology was put in place, the 

wholly architecture, by the name of Nuclear Suppliers Group, was put in place and we 

were completely denied elite high technology in the field of nuclear energy. 
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We, therefore, developed our own technology with whatever sources of 

uranium that we had in the country. We mastered the complete fuel cycle, right from 

mining, processing uranium, fabricating fuel, designing our reactors and generating 

electricity, and even after generating, the management of waste and reprocessing of 

the waste. The complete fuel cycle was mastered by our engineers and scientists.  

Today, India boasts of a modest nuclear power programme, roughly, 4,500 

MW in a total electricity generation capacity of 1,60,000 MW. It may not appear to be 

great but it is a very important option which we cannot afford to ignore, we cannot 

afford to ignore developing it further. The energy component of atomic energy is 

important. Even if you do not consider the strategic importance of our atomic energy, 

the medical benefit, the agriculture benefit, the benefit for our energy security in the 

future is far too important. 

Dr. Bhabha set down a three phase programme. We completed the first phase. 

We mastered the pressurized heavy water reactor phase. We have gone to a capacity 

level of 500 MW. The second phase of fast breeder reactor, which will generate 

plutonium, is underway.  Next year, we will start our first fast breeder reactor at 

Kalpakkam, and then on we hope to go on to the third phase where we start using our 

thorium resources of which we have the second largest reserve in the world. When we 

reach the thorium stage, we can really dream of energy security in the true sense. 

 From more sense than one, nuclear energy is important and we have decided 

when the Prime Minister undertook that historic journey to Washington in July of 

2005 that we must work hard to end our nuclear apartheid and nuclear isolation. We 

are a different country, post 1991 economic reforms. We are in a position to spend 

money for building nuclear reactors. But we did not have technology beyond what we 

have got. We did not have uranium beyond what have got today.  

 That is why, after years of hard work, years of debate in this House, we were 

able to conclude in 2008 an agreement with the international community which has 

allowed us to participate in international civil nuclear commerce. The next logical 

step was to introduce a Civil Nuclear Liability Regime, a Regime which is present in 

mohan
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28 out of 30 countries which produce nuclear power. Only two countries – India and 

Pakistan – did not have a Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Law and that is 

precisely what we are bringing now. 

 It is this country which suffered the worst industrial accident in history in 

Bhopal. Taking all those concerns on board the Government has continued to work. It 

was started in 2002, even before that, when we set up the Kudankulam Plant with the 

Russian collaboration. I would like to acknowledge here the work done by the then 

Government in 2002 to start thinking about enacting a Civil Nuclear Liability Regime. 

The then Government could not complete its task, which fell to our domain to take 

that task further. But before that, the International Civil Nuclear Cooperation 

Agreement had to be signed. That having been done, we are carrying the work further 

and we have come before the House to pass the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage 

Bill, 2010.  

 What does this Bill seek to achieve? This Bill is for prompt payment of 

compensation to victims who are really third parties in the case of an unforeseen 

nuclear accident. We have seen what happened in Bhopal. We did not have a prompt 

compensation payment system in place and that is why the victims of Bhopal Gas 

Tragedy had to run from pillar to post. The Government had to take the responsibility 

of getting payments from the operator. That is why, it is very important that we follow 

what happens in the rest of the world. 28 countries have a domestic legislation, which 

defines clearly the responsibility of each actor - the operators, the vendors, the sellers, 

the designers, consumers and the Government. The role of each actor in the nuclear 

energy production programme has to be codified and responsibility has to be fixed on 

each of them. This is precisely what this Bill seeks to achieve. 

 The Bill was referred to the Standing Committee on Science and Technology 

consisting of Members from all political parties. They took efforts to understand this 

complex legislation. It has got a technical dimension, an economic dimension, and an 

important legal dimension. I must thank the Members of the Standing Committee on 

Science and Technology who really took the pains. The number of meetings that they 
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had I think was unprecedented. After discussing, consulting, taking evidence of 

experts in all these fields, the Standing Committee has made some valuable 

suggestions. The Government consulted Opposition leaders, the Government also 

consulted experts while the Standing Committee was considering the Bill. I am happy 

that the Government has tried to take on board the concerns of the Standing 

Committee, the suggestions of the Standing Committee, suggestions of the leaders of 

political parties, suggestions of the civil society groups and the media. We have come 

to the House with 18 amendments which strengthen the Bill, which bring in features, 

which originally we had not thought of.  

  Sir, I come before the House and say with all humility that there is an 

unprecedented political consensus across the political stream, including the civil 

society or whatever people we could bring on board. There was a slight contention 

about a few items. We explained them the logic of why we brought in some of the 

amendments, particularly the amendment to clause 71 and why the Government took 

the responsibility of taking on the insurance load. We explained to the leaders. 

Personally my leader, the Leader of the House, Shri Pranab Mukherjee, convened 

many meetings of the senior leaders and we bridged our differences. I am grateful to 

all important political parties that have, by and large, accepted our concerns. We have 

accepted their concerns.  

I have today brought a new amendment to clause 17, for which there was a lot 

of political debate and public debate, which is a consensual amendment as agreed to 

by the principal Opposition Party, as agreed to by the Left Parties. But Left Parties 

still have some concerns. We have tried to address all their concerns. We have tried to 

tell them that this is not to help any country and this is not aimed at pleasing any 

particular leader. We are a large country and we will have a large programme. We are 

thinking of something like 40,000 plus megawatts expansion from the current 

capacity of 4,500 megawatts. Therefore, we are talking to four major suppliers of 

large nuclear reactors. We are talking to France’s Areva. We are talking to Russia. 

We are also talking to two other companies – GE Hitachi and Westinghouse. These 

KVJagannathan
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companies are Japanese-American companies. We will continue to talk to other 

countries which have advance nuclear technology, and the talks are going on. We 

want to expand our choice so that we get the best deal. 

 We have identified locations where these plants or these nuclear parks will 

come up. These parks will start off initially with two reactors each and expand to four, 

six and eight reactors, wherever possible. Therefore, it is certainly not aimed to please 

any one country. Of course, we are buyers and we have large amount of commitment 

on nuclear programme.  Therefore, the countries, who hope to sell equipment to us, 

are all coming to us, whether it is France, Russia, US or Japan with which we are 

having interactions. All these countries, which have high technology, are talking to us.  

 Sir, without taking much of the time, I just would thank everyone who has 

worked very hard to build a political consensus, and made us accept some 

amendments. We were not very happy, but we have accepted amendments moved by 

BJP that the operator’s liability limit should be increased from Rs. 500 crore to Rs. 

1,500 crore. Today, the limit of Rs. 1,500 crore of the operator is exactly the same as 

US has for its industry. It is a very old, 60 year old industry in the US. They also 

started with a very low figure and gradually they have reached to the figure of US $ 

300 million. Today we have matched the figure that the US has for its operator.  

 We have brought in some new amendments beyond what the Standing 

Committee had recommended. We accepted the concerns of my friends in the 

Samajwatdi Party. The Samajwadi Party, along with the Left Parties and the BJP, was 

very insistent that this Bill must say upfront that only public sector companies will be 

allowed in the field of nuclear power. This is precisely what we have accepted and put 

upfront in the Bill. The preamble has been strengthened to say that it is a prompt 

payment compensation limit. There will be no litigation allowed and the victim will 

get prompt compensation straightaway.   

 I want to allay one more fear. Initially fears were expressed that maybe you are 

cutting short the jurisdiction of Indian courts. We have very specifically said that 

nothing, which exists today, is taken out. Whatever laws are existing today, like 
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criminal law going after wrong-doers and evil-doers and the people who cause 

accident and all those laws which we are using to prosecute the perpetuity of Bhopal 

crime, remain intact. None of those laws have been abridged in whatsoever capacity. 

With all humility, I would like to submit to the House that this law is only for 

protecting the victims who might suffer from an unfortunate accident. They should 

get prompt payment without having to knock at the doors of the court, going from 

High Court to Supreme Court. It is for them and only for them. It is only in the 

interest of the victims who might suffer in an unfortunate accident that this Bill is 

being brought to the House. 

 I will say one more point and conclude. There are concerns about safety. Let 

me tell you that the world has about 14,000 reactor years of experience. There are 430 

reactors working in the world and we have got 19 of them working in India. India has 

an experience of 400 reactor-years, and I am proud to say that there was not a single 

accident in India’s nuclear programmes.  

  There have been two accidents in the world, namely, one in Ukraine and one in 

America. In the accident in Ukraine, two people died and 28 firemen -- who went to 

douse the fire -- died and there was radiation leakage, which was because of faulty 

design as it did not have a double containment. As regards the Three Mile Island 

(TMI) accident of US, there was a leakage and a meltdown, but not a single fatality. 

There was no leakage at all whatsoever. If you bar these two accidents and a few 

accidents in the research facility, nuclear energy programme is extremely safe. 

Particularly, after the Chernobyl accident and the TMI accident, everybody has only 

worked very hard at making the nuclear programme secure.  

 I am proud to say that NPCIL, our flagship company, which produces nuclear 

energy in the country, has an impeccable safety record. The second public company, 

namely, Bharatiya Nabhikiya Vidyut Nigam Limited (BHAVINI) -- which has started 

its first plant in Kalpakkam, Chennai -- is building a Fast Breeder Reactor (FBR) and 

it will be the second public sector corporation. We have already signed an agreement 

sahani
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with NTPC, a large public sector company, which is a 15 per cent privately held 

company and NPCIL.  

 We will welcome any investment, but in a minority role and not in a majority 

role. We will not permit any private sector, whether Indian or foreign, to come and 

operate nuclear power energy. We welcome Indian industry, which has completely 

built the Indian nuclear power programme and many of them have done outstanding 

work. We welcome the Indian industry to join this programme. They need not have 

any fear and apprehension that anything, which did not exist today, is being brought 

in through this Bill. I also welcome the foreign suppliers who may have fears that this 

law may be too stringent against them. No, it is not at all so. It has exactly the same 

provisions of the Criminal Liability Law that is there, and we cannot move away from 

our Constitutional provisions and statutory provisions. 

 In an imported large reactor like the one we want to build in Ratnagiri, it will 

eventually be a 10,000 MW site. Six reactors of 16,500 MW will be built in Ratnagiri. 

It will be 10,000 MW at one location when the project gets completed. 

 What is the advantage of nuclear energy? People ask this question. I will just 

give one comparison in my opening remarks. If we are to build a solar power plant of 

the capacity of 10,000 MW, then imagine the amount of land that is required for it. A 

nuclear power plant will require 600 hectares of land and 2/3rd of it will be a green 

park around the nuclear island. It will be an eco-park, but the 10,000 MW solar power 

plant will take 20,000 hectares of land, of course, at today’s technology. The 

Uranium-based nuclear power plant of 10,000 MW will require 350 tonnes of 

Uranium. But what will be the coal requirement for a 10,000 MW coal plant? One 

would require one shipload of coal every day, and, of course, the ash that comes out 

of it and the carbon-di-oxide that comes out of it … (Interruptions) 

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA : You are talking about the present technology. Read 

it in the advancement of science and technology. 
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SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN : The advancement of science and technology will 

happen in the nuclear energy also. Please do not forget this. Therefore, from the 

environmental concerns and from the global warming concerns for India’s need and 

quest for clean energy, a nuclear energy is very important. I urge the House to support 

the legislation that we have brought to the House after huge amount of consensus 

across political spectrum and the civil society. I commend the Bill to the House. 

Thank you, Sir.  

          

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Motion moved : 

“That the Bill to provide for civil liability for nuclear damage, 
appointment of Claims Commissioner, establishment of Nuclear 
Damage Claims Commission and for matters connected therewith or 
incidental thereto, be taken into consideration. ” 
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SHRI JASWANT SINGH (DARJEELING): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, first of all, I 

must sincerely commend the hon. Minister of State, Shri Prithviraj Chavan, for the 

energy, application and assiduity with which he has worked towards achieving a 

consensus. I have known him for quite a few years, and I have always commended 

and complimented him on his commitment.  

  I am grateful also to the Leader of the House Shri Pranab Mukherjee who did 

us the courtesy of consulting with us, without which consultations, the Bill under 

consideration would perhaps have not reached the stage of a consensus that it has. I 

feel that I must also mention, Sir, that this is my first intervention in the House after a 

gap of over 15 months. 

THE MINISTER OF FINANCE (SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE): It is your first 

maiden speech. 

SHRIMATI SUSHMA SWARAJ (VIDISHA): It is not his maiden speech; he spoke 

on the Finance Bill. 

SHRI JASWANT SINGH : Still it makes me feel energized; it is after all a long 

sabbatical that I have had. Anyway, life is a new-old thing, so we take it as it comes: 

“®ÉÊcàÉxÉ  ~ÉfÃä ¤ÉèÉÊ~A näJÉ ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉ {ÉEä®.................”. 

 Sir, I must come to the Bill proper. It is a very serious issue that we are 

discussing because every thing nuclear is a very serious issue. We cannot take it with 

any degree of flippancy. It is also an issue which does not lend itself to oratorical 

flourishes or  any kind of rhetorical invectives, etc.  The hon. Minister of State spoke 

eloquently on the relevance of nuclear energy. The essence of the nuclear energy is 

nuclear power. I accept the statistics that he has cited that of the so many hundreds of 

plants, there have been only two major incidents or accidents. I think that does not 

lend itself the kind of commitment that is needed or conviction about the safety of this 

energy, or casualness in approaching it and because it cannot be done.   I do want to  

very briefly cite to you that even Albert Einstein who in 1939 wrote to the then 

President of the United States of America – he wrote really to President Roosevolt, a 

fellow scientist – to say “one of the great mistakes in my life I made was to 
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recommend the conversion of the nuclear energy into destructive energy.” Now, this 

potential for destruction always being there, the approach of anybody who use this 

energy for peaceful purposes has to be extremely mindful of the consequences should 

a mischance happen.  

 Sir, this legislation has generated much comment. It has also generated the 

kind of activity by the Treasury Benches, particularly the able Minister of State, to try 

and achieve a consensus. I must also commend the media because I found that the 

watchdog role of the media in this particular legislation has really been commendable. 

I would like to cite particularly Siddharth Varadarajan, I think you have also 

mentioned his name, and also others like Brahma Chellaney who have commented 

very well. 

 Why do we need such a Bill? You, Mr. Minister, tried to explain it at great 

length. The aim was, Mr. Prime Minister, Sir, was to achieve 10,000 MW by A.D. 

2000. I do not wish to repeat as to what stood in our way to actually achieve that 

because that aim or target of 10,000 MW was cited by late Mrs. Gandhi as a possible 

objective to be achieved long way back. 

  The previous Government, thereafter, chose the path of foreign intervention. 

And you chose the path of getting others involved so that we could purchase more 

nuclear plants, open ourselves to uranium imports, etc. I do not have to go through all 

that. But there were any number of reports, I am sure the hon. Minister knows, that, 

have addressed this question. The very first in 1999 we had Dr. JIRO KONDO Report. 

It is with some degree of some hesitation that I say that the MEA, in which I had the 

honour of serving, initiated the progress of preparation of such a Bill. I did not want to 

speak in first person singular but it is also a fact that as the Chairman of the Estimates 

Committee I had initiated an examination of nuclear plant safety, which report was 

subsequently cited very favourably even in the international quarters.  

 The parentage, the origin, the genesis of this particular legislation, as the hon. 

Minister of State himself said, lies in the nuclear agreement of 2005. The Bill, 

therefore, has its roots in that particular first step. Thereafter, the difficulty that has 
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arisen subsequently in the management of the piloting of this Bill has arisen because, 

amongst various other factors there has been some hesitation, from the very beginning, 

on the part of the Government to accept the parentage of the Bill. The genesis lies in 

2005. Thereafter, there is a further decision that acted as a kind of, if I might put it to 

you in idiomatic terms, an IOU. That IOU was signed on 10th of September, 2008 by 

the then Foreign Secretary, upon the instructions of the hon. Prime Minister. That 

became an IOU through which we committed ourselves to the United States of 

America, to purchasing a certain number of power plants and of a certain 

megawattage that was then cited. That IOU of 10th September, 2008 thereafter 

became the impulse which, suddenly, now in 2010, has been activated because we 

anticipate, or we expect, or we read reports of the visit to India of the President of the 

United States of America.  

 I say that while one could discuss and repeatedly examine the question of the 

relevance and role of nuclear plants in the total energy sector, as to whether the 

impulse of the urgency or the kind of hustling almost which the Government has 

engaged in in recent weeks, I should say, would have been absent if the requirement 

of the encashment of that IOU had not arisen. In simpler terms, 10 ÉÊºÉiÉà¤É® BÉEÉä ABÉE cÖÆbÉÒ {É® 

nºiÉJÉiÉ cÉä MÉªÉä lÉä, ´Éc cÖÆbÉÒ +É¤É càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉ<Ç cè* ãÉÉ<ªÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉºÉÚãÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ =ºÉ cÖÆbÉÒ 

BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, ªÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉckÉÉ BÉEÉä PÉ]ÉiÉÉ cè* And it is not in harmony with the high 

sentiments that otherwise you, Mr. Minister of State, have with such eloquence and 

commitment, given voice to. 

 What are the issues, therefore, that we have to cover? I have to rely, Mr. 

Deputy-Speaker, against normal parliamentary convention to note to read out a 

prepared text because I do not belong to the Treasury Benche, as only the Treasury 

have the liberty to read from prepared texts. I would like also to quote some part and 

to read out such parts as are of a central relevance that lies in the fact that we seek to 

import nuclear power equipment, as the hon. Minister of State said. If we do not wish 

to import and if we wish to continue to pursue only the indigenous, the Bhabha three 

stage route, or whatever else,  then, of course, there is no relevance of  this Bill except 
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I do, personally believe that the country must have a Civil Nuclear Liability Bill even 

for its own internal use, which view I have shared on several occasions with my other 

colleagues.  

 It is also a fact that of the suppliers that today are in a position to provide us 

plants- Russia, France, the United States, South Korea and Japan – they would all 

expect that the buyer has relevant laws that cover provisions of this nature. I wish to 

say, Sir,  and I share with the House that potentially as of today for we, India, is in the 

market to obtain up to almost  40 nuclear power plants. I would like to know from the 

hon. Minister as to how much this 40 would cost. I do also submit to you that there is  

no other country in the world today that is in a position to buy 40 plants. No other 

country wants to. We are, therefore, not in a weak position. It is a buyer’s market and 

in terms of the market, he must, therefore, approach this whole issue, including this 

Bill, with that factor as the central guiding factor. We should not be persuaded.  I do 

not know as to how much 40 nuclear power plants would cost but whatever they cost, 

and I appeal particularly to the Finance Minister, you are so assiduous and careful 

with the finances of the country, may I appeal to you to apply yourself particularly to 

this aspect – we are in a buyer’s market – we do not have to always follow the dictates 

of the sellers and I do get an impression in this that we are being told by the United 

States of America, `do it before President Obama comes’, so that we are able to do 

this. Do not do it. They have to sell to us because they have no other market. If you 

did it, and if you went down this path with care, you would carry the country with you. 

I assure you on this. The whole purpose is to carry a larger community of India with 

you, not a small section of the United States of America. I do not say it with any 

chauvinistic exaggeration, I say it as a common Indian and appeal to you to take this 

into consideration.  

I have to quote here  the Government’s viewpoint, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, and 

what Shri Balachandran has stated with lucidity, it says  “if it is felt that India’s long 

term energy security will require substantial reliance on nuclear power and plans to 

achieve that would be possible in a shorter period, only with imported reactors and 
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equipment, then, this Bill has a relevance, and then, any Bill that goes beyond the 

norms of international convention in  signing  supplier liability will result in denial of 

reactor.”  

That is the substance of the Government’s position; and that is what has initially 

persuaded the Government to come out with drafts that it did. We are objecting it, 

working on the basis that whether it is true that we have an energy programme or not, 

whether it is true that we have a different view on that or not, now that is a matter of 

past; that is a fait accompli; there are going to be nuclear power plants. You are 

thinking in terms of 40; you are committing the country and the future generations to 

a nuclear programme. Please, therefore, consider the future generations of India, not 

simply the present President of the United States of America.  

 I am not and I do not say this with any degree of disrespect or denigration to 

the visiting dignitary. I have personally, in my different capacities, which my Party 

had assigned me to, worked for very close relations with the United States of America, 

but very close relations for an assertive and a resurgent India. So, you do not have to 

bother about that. 

 That is why, the whole question of suppliers’ liability needs to be carefully 

considered and considered with great attention. Now, it has been suggested by some 

that imports from Russia can be obtained without that. If imports from Russia can be 

obtained without such commitments of suppliers’ liability, then why do we do with 

other countries or why do we do this with the United States of America.  

 There are three reasons. Firstly, it would be an over-simplification, I think, 

with whatever information I have, to say that – perhaps you can clarify that; actually 

Russia has some difficulties in agreeing to this. Secondly, when Russia finally, which 

it wants very much to become and enter the WTO as a member, then it would not be 

able to do any specialized deals of this kind. The third and the principal difficulty here 

is again the IOU of 10th September 2008. There is no such IOU with Russia. There are 

agreements; they are now asking for a similar treatment as we gave to the United 

States of America.  
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 So, the Parliamentary Standing Committee – Mr. Minister is right – had spent a 

great deal of time. They examined a range of officials and non-officials. It would not 

be proper on my part to comment on the Standing Committee’s endeavours, except 

perhaps to share with you that at times, it was very difficult to understand what the 

Standing Committee actually means. I am not criticizing; I am simply quoting what 

the Standing Committee had said. This is something that is directly from the Standing 

Committee. It says: 

“So far as the International legislation concerning nuclear liability laws 
is concerned, the Committee was also informed that as far as the 
Convention on Supplementary Compensation, CSC, which has been 
developed under the auspices of International Atomic Energy Agency, 
IAEA, provides for relations among all countries that accept the basic 
principles of nuclear liability law and an international fund to 
compensate for nuclear damage, in the event of nuclear incident.” 

 

I read it 4-5 times and I have read it again. I still cannot make any sense out of it, is 

this what you are trying to do, Mr. Minister? This is very curious use of languae; 

otherwise, it is an unintelligible use of language. I would not pursue this further, but 

because of its origin and the manner in which the Government hustled the Committee 

to finish its work; it created great doubts in our mind – why are you hustling? Why 

are you hustling the Committee, why are you hustling the Parliament and why are you 

hustling the entire issue, which is otherwise a very important issue?  

  

 The Bill makes the operator, essentially, of a nuclear facility absolutely 

responsible for any damage without any means to establish any proof or liability.  

This is done, as in all Nuclear Liability Acts, to make it possible for the victim of any 

nuclear incident, accident to be compensated, as you said, expeditiously within a 

specified time period and without having to establish any liability whether of the 

operator or anybody else before any Court or Authority.  Most such Act further 

enacted to make sure that the operator has adequate resources directly or by way of 

insurance and, therefore, to cover all accidents except the gravest kind of accidents.  
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You have cited Chernobyl.  No insurance activity can possibly cover any incident like 

the Chernobyl.  It is the minor incidents that get the insurance cover.  There are other 

aspects of the insurance and rewarding compensation to which I will come in a 

moment. 

 It is really Clause 17 (b) of the Bill dealing with the operators’ right to recourse, 

or the right of recourse  which then became the bone in our throat.  You have worked 

over time to remove that bone.  I do not know if that bone has been fully removed.  

We will examine carefully the long list of amendments that you have moved. 

 The International Convention gives the operator the right of recourse against 

the supplier.  Firstly, “(a) such a right is expressly provided for in contract in writing; 

(b) or the nuclear incident has resulted from the act of commission or omission of a 

person done with the intent to cause damage”.  This arises from Article 10 of Vienna 

Convention and also Article 6 (f) of Paris Convention.  The original Bill that you 

moved had said that the operators have a right to recourse where the nuclear incident 

has resulted from the wilful act or from gross negligence on the part of the supplier of 

material, equipment or services or of his employees.  This is an exact replication of 

what is contained in the Bill that is relevant in South Korea.  May I submit you, Mr. 

Minister, India is not South Korea and we do not have to follow the example, whether 

of South Korea or any other.  I do not say it again with an exaggerated sense; India is 

uniquely India.  We will bumble along, we will make mistakes, we will do what we 

are doing in Commonwealth Games and yet at the end of it, do all this some sense 

shall have emerged, and that liberty, but that kind of cushion or what is called jugad is 

sadly not available in the realm of the nuclear power plant, for the reasons that I 

shared with you earlier about the enormous damage capacity of the nuclear energy. 

 I do not want to go into the history of what the Committee did and the 

suppliers’ liability etc.  You have cited an example of the United States of America.  

The United States of America, which is commonly cited as permitting suppliers 

liability, does not always operate through the operator.  Whether the supplier is held 

responsible for the liability or not, it has to be paid by the operator.  Nowhere else, in 
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any of the countries that you have cited, in any Nuclear Liability Bill, the supplier is 

held responsible.  I accept that. 



25.08.2010  
  

116

15.00 hrs. 

That is why either of the two conditions that we have tried to submit to you and 

get you to admit should be taken into account.  The kind modification that you have 

agreed, I have not  had the chance to study that.  You seek to bring this Bill, that you 

have moved, in line with the international convention.  The smaller bone of ‘and’ was 

removed, and suddenly ‘intent’ came in; a larger bone which continue to trouble us 

still, till now.  Of course, one is this ‘bone’ proper.  The second thing is that from 

where have these bones emerged because the Committee recommends something; you 

speak with some of my colleagues; they discuss the issue with you; you agree and 

then you go into the labyrinths of bureaucracy or wherever and out of that endeavour 

something emerges and there again is a ‘bone’.  This is what has caused all this delay 

and this is what has persuaded me to say that it seems that all this has been hustled.  I 

accept what my colleague and valued friend said.  He suggested that I must raise an 

objection about the Chairman of the Nuclear Power Corporation going public.  We are 

engaged in this discussion, and whereas he has a right to give his view, but I do not 

think he has a right to question what the Parliament is doing or to comment on it.  It is 

because an entire climate was created that it is a free for all.  When we want, we will 

bring an ‘and’, and if the Parliament says remove ‘and’, then we will bring in ‘intent’.  

Therefore, the questions arose about the real intent of the Government of India.  I 

spent some time, I must say Mr. Minister, and I went to the Oxford compact 

dictionary to learn what is this intent?  I also went to the Rogete’s Thesaurus to see 

what is this intent?  Why does it crop up at the time like King Charle’s head one 

obstacle after another cropped up.  Sir, I do I accept that we will always examine what 

we are going to purchase.  Of course, we already have a Bill which permits the 

Government of 49 per cent private ownership.  Forty-nine per cent is a very large 

percentage of shareholding.  But eventually I will be coming to that in a minute.  Now 

ultimately I accept that it is the operator and the Regulator of India who will firstly, 

judge the effectiveness, the bona fides or what is called due to diligence through 

which you judge the capacity and the capability prudently to see whether the supplier 

Rep133_3
d. by ‘o2’�



25.08.2010  
  

117

is in a position to supply us what we are wanting to buy, and to ensure that the 

supplier provides the right equipment.  Why thereafter, do we still insist on these 

safeguards? Because the possibility of error, because also of the consequences of a 

nuclear  error which are enormous.  There is a second possibility, Mr. Minister you 

tangentially touched it.  But it is very essential in today’s environment in which this 

Bill has been brought and that is Bhopal.  The consequences of Bhopal continue to 

affect us, continue to influence and they continue to seize our sensibility in this entire 

debate.   

 

15.05 hrs. 

(Shri Francisco Cosme Sardinha in the Chair) 

 

What, therefore has happened as I shared with, in a private conversation, the 

Leader of the House the challenge of governance now requires us to meet the shortage, 

meeting the energy shortages through the nuclear route and the public policy in 

question in this regard. 

You have to reconcile these two, which are apparently in conflict. Why are 

they in conflict? Firstly, because the nature of nuclear energy is such that everything 

nuclear is treated with a great degree of caution and scepticism. Secondly, why 

nuclear? It is because we have all along, up till now, treated nuclear as rather a closed 

door activity which is why Pandit Nehru had made it the ‘Atomic Energy 

Commission’, like the ‘Planning Commission’ because he did not want the effort of 

the country to be trapped in bureaucratic rigmarole that otherwise today seizes India 

in its fist. It became a Commission. But the adverse consequences of a Commission 

were that it got removed from public scrutiny, public information and concern, 

everything nuclear became a kind of closed door secret activity. Now, with the kind of 

an effort we are currently making to get the world community involved, when 

legislations are being brought, a contrary demand arises in public mind. What is it? Is 

it dangerous, or not dangerous? It, therefore, becomes incumbent on the Government 
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to work on the foundation of this and to re-educate. It is no longer a question, Mr. 

Minister, of taking Parliament along with you. You have to carry the country with you. 

That is public policy. You have the interest of the State. That, of course, requires 

energy. Who questions that? But how do you reconcile it? Not through secrecy. 

 I submit to you here that there is a great deal of disquiet Mr. Prime Minister 

that we have that there have been initiatives taken by the Government which came to 

Parliament as after thoughts, as a kind of ex post facto discussion. You are right that 

you have often given us assurances in Parliament when in 2005 the journey of nuclear 

co-operation started. I do not want to cover that entire thing again. The same 

questions arise about this. The impression created is that Government has not been 

candid enough, and that the Government has tried to hustle us suddenly. If the IOU 

was of 2008, then why in the eighth month of 2010, are you suddenly in a hurry to get 

it done? That is the question. You do not have to answer to me, but you have to 

answer the question that arises in the minds of our citizens.  

Sir, this is where, I might be over-using the example of the bone, the bone got 

stuck. This is what you are essentially trying to do; to achieve facilitation for suppliers 

of nuclear commerce and reconcile with public perception and policy. You are trying 

to reconcile these two, which is not an easy task. I accept it. But you have gone about 

it in a fashion that raises questions which only you can answer. I do ask these 

questions idly, I do ask these questions but not with any malign intent. I ask these 

questions because I am really concerned. It is an important step that India is taking. 

Candour is essential. In such an important step, you cannot be anything else but 

candid about the whole matter.  

Dr. Manmohan Singh has taken many steps in this regard. I appeal to him to 

take the observations that I have made in the right spirit because along with the kind 

of secretiveness, there is also, if you permit me to say and as some of my friends say, 

a kind of `sleigh of hand’, a trickery. If you agree to one formulation `and’, it goes 

back and returns with ‘intent’ and you agree to remove `intent’ and it comes in again, 

give an impression of repeated and continuous `sleigh of hand’.   
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It is not really a card game of that nature that we are seized with.  It is a very 

serious endeavour.  So, to carry the Parliament with you Candour is a must, your task 

then would relatively be a simpler and an easier way.  

I must very shortly cover some other issues too.  I have covered the rationale 

behind the issue but there are some other difficulties.  There are difficulties with the 

amendments that have already been moved.  I must acknowledge how much I have 

benefited by discussing the amendments which my colleague, Shri Yashwant Sinha.  I 

wish very much that he had intervened because on the amendments he is certainly far 

more able.   

Broadly, there are larger, conceptual and fundamental questions.  There are 

drafting and other procedural difficulties which I have just covered.  We have covered 

the question of why there is this kind of artificial urgency.  In the hierarchy of 

priorities, is this the most important activity?  I am sorry to say it but perhaps, we are 

also guilty and answerable.  I do think this Government has changed the hierarchy of 

priorities.  I would personally wish to spend much more time in what is happening in 

Jammu and Kashmir today, I agree, this is an important piece of legislation, but what 

is happening in Jammu and Kashmir is also the most centrally important issue that 

concerns the country today. The hon. Prime Ministry quite rightly had also pointed 

out that the question of Maoists is a challenge that poses the most serious challenge to 

India’s internal security. I would think that that would rate a higher priority but you 

have made efforts on this. I really think that there is a very able Home Minister for 

whom I have very high regard. He should have been given the freedom to operate, to 

try and arrive at a consensus to sit with us.  He could sit with us and talk about 

Kashmir or about the Maoist or other law and order issue.  But I do not want to 

continue to labour on this point.  

Then there is some conflict and confusion between Foreign Policy, 

international relations and Non-Proliferation.  I have said that India stands apart, India 

is not South Korea or Japan.  We stand apart because we are not an NPT country.  We 

are also not a CTBT country.  Yet, we are a nuclear power and also that we are 
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recognised as standing on the doorsteps of being a nuclear country….  Therefore, we 

have to conduct ourselves in a similar fashion. We do not have to conduct ourselves 

as a kind of a supplicant to the United States of America.  We are in a buyers’ market 

and we have to, therefore, work on the basis of being able to dictate terms as we had 

done earlier when we were discussing in the WTO or elsewhere not dictating terms 

but standing for India.  That is all that is required.  

So, there is a question that arises about private versus public ownership.  49 per 

cent private ownership in any case is permitted at the present moment.   Do you 

intend to go further?  If you do not intend to go further, then some of the provisions 

and amendments really raise questions about it.  You have to answer all of them.  I do 

not want to harp on them all the time.  

There is also a question of technology upgradation.  Of course, it is self-

evident that if we import such plants, it will enable us, through the import itself to 

upgrade our technology.  It is axiomatic. You kindly acknowledge late Homi Bhaba’s 

three steps. I begin to suspect that it is languishing.   

And, we keep on asking about the status of thorium. What is the status of 

thorium? There is no satisfactory answer. We had also dealt with this subject.  It is not 

fault finding. I have been out of circulation for the last six years, thus I am not current 

with the latest developments. If I ask you this question, it is not to assign any blame 

but it is to share a sense of concern. How can you abandon the thorium route?  That, 

ultimately, is the answer for India’s self-reliance. If it is that in the interim you wish to 

do this then calculate cost benefit; I do not know how much a nuclear plant will cost 

us. Would that additionality help us? I recognise the difficulty of the indigenous 

versus the imported debate. I had to deal with the difficulties of the DRDO once. I do 

not want to go into any details. I accept the difficulty of even the Atomic Energy 

Commission. We say more than what we can achieve. It is perhaps not such a bad 

thing. It is an aspiration. The Government needs to encourage them. 

 Sir, I now come to the overhang of uncertainty in the international relations, 

particularly on the question of NPT and the CTBT. The NPT Review is one of the 
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important factors. What would happen if it is agreed, as is entirely likely? We cannot 

be a signatory to the NPT. We cannot, as things stand now, subscribe to the CTBT. As 

things are progressing, I do foresee that the United States of America, which has a 

Democratic Government, will insist upon this because that is their international 

programme then what happens in the case of nuclear holocaust? Which is why, I have 

a different approach to compensation. I shared it with you also, with the hon. Prime 

Minister and the Leader of the Hous; I do not think you can ever compensate for a 

real nuclear holocaust. The concept of compensation is to provide money in lieu of 

loss of land. If people lose land, you pay some money. How do you compensate the 

loss of life? Let me just cite you an example of our immediate Western neighbour. 

How do you compensate the kind of tragedy that has today struck Pakistan? One-fifth 

of the country has been badly devastated. Then, millions and millions of people have 

been uprooted. Villages have gone, have been obliterated in the flood. You know how 

many were killed in Hiroshima in one strike. Nuclear accidents, Heaven forbid, do not 

fall in the category of ordinary compensation. That is why, I have shared it with my 

colleagues when we first discussed this issue. I have some difficulties with 

compensation. I do not have an immediate answer. If you would, perhaps, say and 

justify that what I am saying is from a philosophical point of view rather than an 

executive point of view, I think Governments quite often must and do have to address 

even philosophical questions, particularly about uncertainty when we are talking of an 

issue like a nuclear plant which can really devastate millions. Therefore, it is no good 

saying that you have raised the compensation from Rs.500 crore to Rs.1500 crore.  

My colleagues, perhaps, would find it adequate. 

I have also some difficulty in regard to some of the amendments that you have 

moved. I shall come to them in a moment. But very briefly, I would say that one of 

the technical points is there. You have said that each of the plants is really of 1650 

MW capacity plant. 

 Please correct me if I am wrong. I don’t think 1650 MW nuclear power plants 

are in use anywhere in the world, whether they be French or US. These 1650 MW 
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plants will be used in India for the first time. Are you convinced that these 1650 MW 

plants have been fully tried and tested? 

 Now I wish to move towards the amendments and to my conclusion. You must 

resolve the issue of ‘intent’. I don’t want to read the amendments because that will 

take the time of the House. But the central question remains about ‘intent’. How can 

you prove ‘intent’? Therefore, I believe you will address it. 

 I also wish to refer to a provision made for Special Drawing Rights. I don’t 

understand this because if none of the operators is going to be foreign, this will not be 

necessary. Unless you have a commitment which is behind a cloak – and this 

commitment is to the USA whose domestic legislation requires this to be included – 

this will not be required. If you have any such commitment, please be candid; please 

tell us why this SDR is required. 

 There is another one here on page 6, after line 8, insert, 

“Provided that the Central Government may, by notification, assume 
full liability for a nuclear installation not operated by it if it is of the 
opinion that it is necessary in public interest.” 

 

Now, all the nuclear plants in the country are operated by the Government. 

They are actually operated by a public sector undertaking which is owned by the 

Government. If it is not operated entirely by the Government, you wish to achieve it 

by notification. I don’t understand this. It is confusing and makes us wonder as to why 

you are doing it. 

 Sir, I have moved my amendments. I do not wish to read them now. But I wish 

to add that the Government will have to address itself to the question of amending the 

Atomic Energy Act of 1962. Unless that is done, a number of untidy aspects of this 

hazard will remain. Then, you will also have to amend the Insurance Act. But in the 

present situation, a question has arisen about inspecting the ‘hot zone’ which is the 

core of a nuclear plant. You will have to address this point also. 

 I understand that during the Standing Committee’s examination of this Bill the 

Environment Secretary said that the aspects of environment are fully taken care of. I 
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personally feel that it is a bit of a bureaucratic answer. The aspects of environmental 

damage are enormous and I do not think we have the experience or even the 

understanding of what goes into it. You cited the example of Chernobyl nuclear blast. 

I don’t think the Environment Ministry studied the consequences. Have they gone to 

Chernobyl and studied what happened there and what were the consequent damages 

to the environment? 

 Sir, I wish to say that we are a greatly water-stressed country. We have the 

largest population of cattle in the world.  

  We have the second largest population of goat and sheep after Australia.  We 

have the second largest population of human beings.  We have the largest population 

of camel.  Please do not laugh at ‘camel’.  They are all very large aspects of our 

country’s resource. When I talk of water, that water is a need for them also.  I would 

have been remiss in my intervention if I have not said this. 

 I must conclude by saying please accept the amendments that we have moved.  

If you accept the amendments, we will support the Bill.  I, in turn, accept that India is 

not an island.  We have to live with others, but we have to live with our head held 

high and we have to live in the forefront of comity of nations not as following them.  I 

will be together with you and in step with you, but please give to us, to the country 

and to the Parliament what is our due.  Give us Izzat, give us the needed information, 

give us Candour and give us truth. 

  

 

  

  

  

senapati
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gÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉÒ−É ÉÊiÉ´ÉÉ®ÉÒ (ãÉÖÉÊvÉªÉÉxÉÉ): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉ¶BÉÚE® cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä <iÉxÉä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {É® +ÉÉVÉ àÉÖZÉä +É{ÉxÉä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ* gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉèãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉé ºÉnÉ ºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEÉªÉãÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® <xÉBÉEä ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn <ºÉ àÉÖqä BÉEä >ó{É® BÉÖEU £ÉÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ 

àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ VÉ°ô® cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè* {É®ÆiÉÖ àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä bÉ. cÉäàÉÉÒ £ÉÉ£ÉÉ, bÉ. ÉÊ´ÉµÉEàÉ ºÉÉ®É£ÉÉ<Ç +ÉÉè® ÉËcnÖºiÉÉxÉ 

BÉEä =xÉ +ÉxÉäBÉE ºÉÉ<ÆºÉnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉàÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉÒ xÉÉÓ´É 

®JÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ªÉÉiÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉiÉä ®cä* {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ªÉÖMÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ 

ªÉÉiÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ nÉè® 18 àÉ<Ç, 1974 BÉEÉä ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ+ÉÉ* VÉ¤É gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ <ÆÉÊn®É MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä, VÉÉä <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ 

lÉÉÓ, £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ {ÉcãÉÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ {É®ÉÒFÉhÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* {ÉÉäJÉ®hÉ àÉå ABÉE +ÉÉä® ¤ÉÖr àÉÖºBÉE®ÉªÉä +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉ àÉÖÆc 

ÉÊºÉBÉÖE½ MÉªÉÉ* 1974 àÉå ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ BÉDãÉ¤É ¤ÉxÉÉ, 1975 àÉå xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ OÉÖ{É àÉå {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉÌiÉiÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä >ó{É® 

|ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉ ãÉMÉä* {É®ÆiÉÖ =xÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ºÉÉ<ÆºÉnÉxÉÉå xÉä càÉÉ®ä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ* 

1998 àÉå VÉ¤É AxÉbÉÒA BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ, =xcÉåxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ nÚºÉ®É {É®àÉÉhÉÖ {É®ÉÒFÉhÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* càÉÉ®ä >ó{É® |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉ +ÉÉè® 

iÉäVÉ +ÉÉè® àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä, {É®ÆiÉÖ =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ºÉÉ<ÆºÉnÉxÉÉå xÉä =ºÉ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ* =xÉ 

|ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉÉå BÉEÉä iÉÉä½xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ +ÉMÉ® àÉÖZÉä ~ÉÒBÉE iÉ®c ºÉä ªÉÉn +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ 

{ãÉÉÉËxÉMÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊb{]ÉÒ SÉäªÉ®{ÉºÉÇxÉ lÉä* =xcÉåxÉä º]ÅÉä¤É ]ÉãÉ¤ÉÉä] ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉEÉÒ, +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ BÉEÉÒ, 

xÉèBÉDº] º]è{ºÉ <xÉ º]Åä]äÉÊVÉBÉE {ÉÉ]ÇxÉ®ÉÊ¶É{É BÉEÉ VÉxàÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* 

  

 VÉ¤É 2004 àÉå ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉªÉÉÒ iÉÉä bÉì. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËºÉc iÉiBÉEÉãÉÉÒxÉ +ÉÉè® ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉä 

=ºÉ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉiÉä cÖªÉä +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå ABÉE ºÉÆÉÊvÉ {É® cºiÉÉFÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉä* 1974 

àÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ®ÆMÉ£Éän BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ ¶ÉÖâó cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ, =ºÉä ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEÉ xÉiÉÉÒVÉÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 

+ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE |ÉEÉÆºÉ, BÉExÉÉbÉ, °ôºÉ, BÉEWÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ, VÉÉä A]àÉÉÒ +ÉÉÉÊ´É−BÉEÉ® {É® ºÉÆiÉÉ{É lÉÉ, 

=ºÉä =ºÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÉÒxÉä {É® £ÉÉäMÉÉ lÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ =ºÉ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉä-+ÉÉ{É®ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ 

¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ´É−ÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä BÉDªÉÉå VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè? <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉÉÒvÉÉ 

ºÉÉ =kÉ® cè ÉÊBÉE càÉå >óVÉÉÇ SÉÉÉÊcªÉä* 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉè ABÉE +ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉE xÉMÉ®ÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉi´É BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉcÉÆ ºÉÉiÉ ÉÊnxÉ 

àÉå ºÉä 4-4 ÉÊnxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉÉå àÉå xÉcÉÓ ®ciÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉänÉ® cé, VÉÉä =tÉÉäMÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ cé, =xcå  bÉÒVÉãÉ BÉEä 

VÉxÉ®è]® SÉãÉÉBÉE® 12 âó{ÉªÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ ªÉÚÉÊxÉ] BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ JÉSÉÇ BÉE®xÉÉÒ {É½iÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ |É¶xÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä 

{ÉÉºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEä BÉDªÉÉ »ÉÉäiÉ cé? ºÉ¤É ºÉä {ÉcãÉÉ BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ, nÚºÉ®É {ÉÉxÉÉÒ, iÉÉÒºÉ®É {É´ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® SÉÉèlÉÉ ºÉÚªÉÇ* 

B.K. Srivastava
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 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ºÉ¤É ºÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉäªÉãÉä {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå BÉEÉäªÉãÉä {É® +ÉÉvÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ 

ªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂºÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ cé* +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉ{ÉE BÉEÉäªÉãÉä BÉEÉÒ ]èBÉDxÉÉèãÉÉäVÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc <WÉÉn xÉcÉÓ cÉä {ÉÉªÉÉÒ cè* +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä 

+É{ÉxÉÉÒ >óVÉÉÇ ¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉÒ cè, +ÉMÉ® càÉ BÉEÉäªÉãÉä {É® ÉÊxÉ£ÉÇ® ®cä iÉÉä BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® BÉExªÉÉBÉÖEàÉÉ®ÉÒ iÉBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ +ÉÉºÉàÉÉxÉ cè, 

´Éc BÉEÉãÉÉ-BÉEÉãÉÉ ÉÊnJÉäMÉÉ, ºÉÚªÉÇ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç näMÉÉ* àÉé <ºÉBÉEÉ ABÉE =nÉc®hÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* àÉé ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå ºÉÆºÉn BÉEÉ 

ºÉjÉ ¶ÉÖâó cÉäxÉä ºÉä {ÉcãÉä fÉ<Ç ÉÊnxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä ¤ÉÉÒÉËWÉMÉ àÉå lÉÉ, VÉÉä SÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉÒ ®ÉVÉvÉÉxÉÉÒ cè* ªÉc àÉä®ä ÉÊãÉªÉä ¤É½ä ºÉÆBÉEÉäSÉ BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉÖZÉä ºÉÚªÉÇ ABÉE FÉhÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉÉ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉÒÉËWÉMÉ BÉEä +ÉÉºÉ{ÉÉºÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä 

BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä cé, ´Éä BÉEÉäªÉãÉä ºÉä SÉãÉiÉä cé, <ºÉÉÊãÉªÉä BÉEÉäªÉãÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ |ÉnÚ−ÉhÉ lÉÉ* ´É−ÉÇ BÉEä 365 ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå ºÉä ¶ÉÉªÉn 

200 ÉÊnxÉ iÉBÉE AäºÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè VÉ¤É ºÉÚªÉÇ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ näiÉÉ cè* càÉå {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ càÉå ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ SÉÉÉÊcªÉä 

ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä >óVÉÉÇ »ÉÉäiÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ {É® ºÉÉÒvÉä ºÉÉÒvÉä +ÉºÉ® {É½ä? 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, nÚºÉ®É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä ¤É½ä bèàÉÉå BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE®  {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ 

BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ, ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE xÉäiÉÉ =ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®iÉä ®cä cé - ÉÊ´É¶Éä−ÉBÉE® ºÉ®nÉ® ºÉ®Éä´É® bèàÉ ªÉÉ nä¶É BÉEä ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä 

¤É½ä ¤É½ä |ÉÉäVÉèBÉD] cé, =xÉBÉEä BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEãÉÉ{ÉÉå àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ ÉÊbãÉä cÖ+ÉÉ cè,. ´Éc ºÉÆºÉn +ÉÉè® ªÉc nä¶É +ÉSUÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä VÉÉxÉiÉÉ 

cè* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ {É´ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉÚªÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* ªÉc cBÉEÉÒBÉEiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ SÉÉcä ÉË´Éb AxÉVÉÉÔ cÉä ªÉÉ ºÉÚªÉÇ AxÉVÉÉÔ 

cÉä, =ºÉ ]èBÉDxÉÉèãÉÉäVÉÉÒ BÉEÉ <ÇWÉÉn xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ÉÊBÉE ´Éc +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE °ô{É ºÉä ´ÉÉ®É JÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* 

 +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä càÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ BÉEä ®ÉºiÉä {É® SÉãÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ ªÉc {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉÉ®ÉÒJÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ {ÉéiÉÉÒºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] >óVÉÉÇ BÉEÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, ªÉc ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ 

SÉÉãÉÉÒºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] £ÉÉÒ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä 9 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ {É® ¤ÉfÃxÉÉ cè iÉÉä +ÉMÉãÉä 20 

ºÉÉãÉ àÉå ´É−ÉÇ 2030 iÉBÉE càÉå SÉÉ® ãÉÉJÉ {ÉSÉÉºÉ cVÉÉ® ºÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ ãÉÉJÉ àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ {É½äMÉÉÒ* ªÉc 

ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ? ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® ãÉMÉÉxÉä ºÉä +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä 

ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEä >ó{É® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä 

SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè, àÉé =ºÉä nÉäc®ÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, {É® ªÉc £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ cÉÒ BÉEÉ®hÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´É−ÉÇ 1991 àÉå {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ 

ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ABÉD] <ºÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ xÉä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* ´Éc VÉÉä {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ABÉD] cè, ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE 

nÉÉÊªÉi´É ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ cÉnºÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉ 

=ºÉàÉå =ããÉäJÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊVÉµÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* +É¤É àÉé +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ {ÉÉÊ®|ÉäFªÉ {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ 

xÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ {ÉÉÊ®|ÉäFªÉ BÉDªÉÉ cè?  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉVÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå 437 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé* =xÉ 437 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ®Éå àÉå ºÉä 416 AäºÉä cé, 

<ºÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå 30 àÉÖãBÉE cé, VÉcÉÆ {É® {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé* =xÉàÉå ºÉä 28 nä¶ÉÉå àÉå 416 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé, ´ÉcÉÆ 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉ VÉÉä ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ º]ÅBÉDSÉ® cè, nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä ABÉE xªÉÉÉÊªÉBÉE |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc xªÉÉÉÊªÉBÉE 
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|ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ =xÉ àÉÖãBÉEÉå àÉå cè* ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ nÉä AäºÉä àÉÖãBÉE cé, £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå 19 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ àÉå 

2 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé, VÉcÉÆ {É® <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA ªÉc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè 

ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ FÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE® ®cä cé, càÉ <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ ÉẾ ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉªÉä, <ºÉ 

iÉ®c BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®å, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ªÉc nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉÒ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ AÉÎMVÉº]åºÉ àÉå ãÉÉªÉÉÒ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ 

xÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉå BÉEcÉÒ cé, àÉé =xÉBÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ* <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå àÉÉä]É-àÉÉä]É cè BÉDªÉÉ, <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE 

àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® BÉEä |ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE cÉåMÉä, ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® BÉEä 

+ÉÉì{É®ä]® cÉåMÉä, ´Éä ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ cÉåMÉÉÒ, ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ cÉåMÉÉÒ* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ªÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® SÉãÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* 

cÉÆ, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ VÉ°ô® cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É càÉ FÉàÉiÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉªÉåMÉä, =ºÉ FÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉEÉì®äxÉ 

ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉ ªÉÉäMÉnÉxÉ nåMÉä* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +É¤É àÉé <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® +ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEä àÉÖJªÉ =qä¶ªÉ BÉDªÉÉ cé? <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE 

BÉEÉ àÉÖJªÉ =qä¶ªÉ iÉÉä ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE JÉÖnÉ xÉ JÉÉºiÉÉ +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®c VÉÉä 

àÉÉºÉÚàÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, VÉÉä <ºÉºÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ cÉåMÉä, =xcå n®-n® £É]BÉExÉÉ xÉ {É½ä, =xcå BÉE£ÉÉÒ +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉnÉãÉiÉ àÉå xÉ 

VÉÉxÉÉ {É½ä, BÉE£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉnÉãÉiÉÉå BÉEä n®´ÉÉVÉä xÉ JÉ]JÉ]ÉxÉä {Ébä, BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ cÉä ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉMÉè® 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ]ÉäBÉEÉ]ÉBÉEÉÒ BÉEä, ¤ÉMÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉÖBÉDiÉÉSÉÉÒxÉÉÒ BÉEä =xcå àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉªÉä* ªÉc <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉcãÉÉ =qä¶ªÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉ nÚºÉ®É =qä¶ªÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® BÉEä |ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE cé, VÉÉä +ÉÉì{É®ä]® cé, 

=xcå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® {É® àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉE®´ÉÉxÉÉ cè* àÉé VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä 

<kÉä{ÉEÉBÉE ®JÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉªÉn +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ cÉnºÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä 

ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*  

 ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉå càÉ ®ciÉä cé, ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ àÉå càÉ ®ciÉä cé, ªÉc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ 

cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É VÉ¤É BÉEÉä<Ç =tÉÉäMÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉä cé iÉÉä =tÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA? BÉDªÉÉ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ ¤ÉéSÉàÉÉBÉEÇ cÉäxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA? =ºÉä |ÉèºÉµÉEÉ<¤É BÉE®xÉÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉBÉÖEãÉ ºÉcÉÒ BÉEc ®cä  lÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉVÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô 

xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè* ªÉc ´É−ÉÇ  2000 àÉå AxÉbÉÒA BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ* |ÉÉä{ÉEäºÉ® BÉEÉäiÉÉÔxÉÉä, ãÉÉì BÉEÉìãÉäVÉ, ¤ÉéMÉãÉÉä® BÉEä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

BÉEä ÉÊ´É¶Éä−ÉYÉ cé, +ÉÉè® |ÉÉä{ÉEäºÉ® ®ÉVÉMÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ, xÉä +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉ +ÉvªÉªÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä ªÉc ºÉÖZÉÉ´É ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉªÉn 

ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +É¤É ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ BÉDªÉÉ 

cÉäMÉÉÒ? VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE JÉÖnÉ-xÉ-JÉÉºiÉÉ +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç iÉÉä VÉÉä A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AxÉVÉÉÔ ®èMÉÚãÉä]®ÉÒ 

¤ÉÉäbÇ cè, VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ¤ÉÉìbÉÒ cè, ´Éc <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉÉä−ÉhÉÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉÒ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè* ´Éc iÉÖ®ÆiÉ 
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nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ* nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® {É® BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ 15 ÉÊnxÉ BÉEä 

£ÉÉÒiÉ® iÉªÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè* àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ? àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉä 15 ºÉÉè BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä näxÉä cÉåMÉä, VÉèºÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ä ÉÊ´É¶´É àÉå  +ÉÉ{É ªÉÉÊn ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ näJÉå, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉ {É® àÉé ¤ÉÉn àÉå 

+ÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ* ªÉc 15 ºÉÉè BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä VÉÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ÉẾ ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶É cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEä VÉÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤ÉÉÊfÃªÉÉ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ cè, 

=ºÉºÉä iÉÉãÉàÉäãÉ JÉÉiÉÉ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ ªÉÉÊn nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cÖ<Ç iÉÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ =kÉ®nÉÉÊªÉi´É 22 BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä 

iÉBÉE BÉEÉ cÉäMÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉ{É SÉÉcåMÉä, ªÉÉÊn +ÉÉ{É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆÉÊvÉ àÉå cºiÉÉFÉ® BÉE®iÉä cé iÉÉä VÉÉä +ÉÆiÉ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ 

ºÉÆÉÊvÉ ºÉä ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ, ´Éc £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä nä {ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ªÉc cBÉE +É{ÉxÉä {ÉÉºÉ ®JÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ªÉÉ ºÉÆºÉn ªÉÉÊn =ÉÊSÉiÉ ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉÒ cÉä iÉÉä <ºÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ 

VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ ªÉÉÊn |ÉÉBÉßEÉÊiÉBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉnÉ ªÉÉ +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉnÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉ ºÉä cÉnºÉÉ cÉä VÉÉA iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä +É{ÉxÉä >ó{É® ãÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® {É® 

BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉÉÊn cÉnºÉÉ ¤É½É cÉä VÉÉA, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ªÉc ãÉMÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉDãÉèàÉ BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® BÉEä ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® VÉÉiÉÉ 

cè iÉÉä ABÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® BÉDãÉèàÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +É¤É àÉé BÉDãÉÉìVÉ 17 {É® +ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® 

ºÉnxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉc® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉºiÉßiÉ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE {ÉcãÉÉ A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE ÉÊ®ABÉD]® ´É−ÉÇ 

1957 àÉå ÉÊ{É]ÂºÉ¤ÉMÉÇ àÉå ãÉMÉÉ lÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ=]{ÉÖ] 60 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 43 ´É−ÉÉç àÉå nÉä nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉAÆ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

FÉäjÉ àÉå cÖ<Ç cé, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ A´ÉÆ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ´Éc mÉÉÒ àÉÉ<ãÉ +ÉÉ<ÇãÉèhb {É® 

nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ* VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉàÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉ-àÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ cÉÉÊxÉ xÉcÉÓ 

cÖ<Ç* =ºÉ {ãÉÉÆ] BÉEÉä SÉãÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉÒ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ®ABÉD]® BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉÒ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ*  

 ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU BÉEÉ®hÉ AäºÉä ¤ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉE nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç, {É® ªÉc JÉÖnÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉJÉ-ãÉÉJÉ ¶ÉÖµÉE cè ÉÊBÉE =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç 

VÉÉxÉ ªÉÉ àÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ* <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE SÉä®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉä {ÉÉÊ®SÉÉãÉBÉE lÉä, 

´Éä ºÉÉäÉÊ´ÉªÉiÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ, VÉÉä ÉÊ®ABÉD]® lÉä, ´Éc ºÉÉäÉÊ´ÉªÉiÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ xÉä ¤ÉxÉÉA lÉä* =ºÉàÉå ºÉ¤É ºÉä{ÉEMÉÉbÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn ABÉE 

+ÉÉÉÊ´É−BÉEÉ® ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå AäºÉä PÉ]xÉÉµÉEàÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä SÉä®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç* ´ÉcÉÆ 30 ãÉÉäMÉ àÉÉ®ä 

MÉA +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉn àÉå 2500 ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉ MÉ<Ç*  

 <ºÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉVÉ 437 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ®ABÉD]® cè* <xÉàÉå ºÉä nÉä àÉå ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 43 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè* VÉèºÉä 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ cé, ªÉä càÉÉ®ä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉ´ÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉÉå 

àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ ºÉä{ÉD]ÉÒ ÉÊ®BÉEÉbÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä, ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä, VÉÉä AäºÉÉÒ {ÉcãÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè, ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä vÉÉ®É 17 BÉEÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ 

cé, =xcå £ÉÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤Énäc ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ªÉc {ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ {Éä]å] ÉÊb{ÉEäBÉD] ªÉÉ ÉÊbVÉÉ<xÉ ÉÊb{ÉEäBÉD] BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ 
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BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè iÉÉä SÉÉcä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ cÉä ªÉÉ ÉẾ Énä¶ÉÉÒ cÉä, =ºÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ =kÉ®nÉÉÊªÉi´É ÉÊxÉ£ÉÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ, 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* ¶ÉÉªÉn càÉ {ÉcãÉä AäºÉä nä¶É cé, ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä JÉÉºÉ iÉÉè® {É® <ºÉ BÉDãÉÉWÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉ{ÉÉæ®ä] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* 

 +É¤É àÉé +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆÉÊvÉ {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE |ÉÉ<ºÉ AÆb®ºÉxÉ ABÉD] àÉå VÉÉä nÉÉÊªÉi´É cè, ´Éc 

nºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ ®JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå ´Éc nÉÉÊªÉi´É ªÉÉÉÊxÉ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉEàÉ cè* ºÉxÉÂ 1957 àÉå VÉ¤É 

|ÉÉ<ºÉ AÆb®ºÉxÉ ABÉD] ¤ÉxÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä VÉÉä nÉÉÊªÉi´É lÉÉ, ´Éc 280 BÉE®Éä½ ®JÉÉ lÉÉ* VÉèºÉä-

VÉèºÉä +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ ¤ÉfÃiÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ cÉäiÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, =xcÉåxÉä ABÉE ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

¤ÉxÉÉBÉE® VÉÉä ºÉÆJªÉÉ lÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEÉÒ, =ºÉä vÉÉÒ®ä-vÉÉÒ®ä nºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉãÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ* BÉExÉÉbÉ VÉÉä ABÉE ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ àÉÖãBÉE 

cè, £ÉÉ®iÉ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ {ÉcãÉÉ ÉÊ®ABÉD]® BÉExÉÉbÉ ºÉä ÉÊãÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉä ºÉÉªÉ®ºÉ BÉEciÉä cé, =ºÉàÉå nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ 33 

BÉE®Éä½ cè, SÉÉÒxÉ àÉå 202 BÉE®Éä½ cè, |ÉEÉÆºÉ àÉå 575 BÉE®Éä½ cè*  

 VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä ªÉc BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉxÉiÉÉ, ={É£ÉÉäBÉDiÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶ÉBÉE, iÉÉÒxÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ºÉàÉx´ÉªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ BÉEÉä VªÉÉnÉ ¤ÉfÃÉ nåMÉä iÉÉä 

=ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉÉÒvÉÉ-ºÉÉÒvÉÉ +ÉºÉ® ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÒàÉiÉ {É® {É½äMÉÉ* VÉÉä ={É£ÉÉäBÉDiÉÉ cè, =ºÉä àÉcÆMÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ JÉ®ÉÒnxÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ* 

 +ÉÆiÉ àÉå àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® vÉÉ®É 17 BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ and I 

would like to do it in English so that I do not make a mistake about it. Presuming for 

the sake of argument that Clause 17 did not exist in this Bill, anybody who 

understands an iota of commerce and as to how commercial transactions are done 

would tell you that no buyer, no operator would ever enter into a contract which does 

not completely indemnify himself against the supplier. So, even if Clause 17 would 

not have been a part of this Bill, then also no operator, no buyer would have entered 

into any agreement which would not have completely indemnified himself because 

JÉÖnÉ-xÉ-JÉÉºiÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉäMÉÉ cÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ 

BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* VÉÉä BÉEàÉÉÌ¶ÉªÉãÉ BÉEÉÆ]ÅäBÉD] BÉEä ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä cé, VÉÉä <º]äÉÎ¤ãÉ¶ÉàÉå] 

ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉäºÉ |ÉäÉÎBÉD]BÉDºÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä cé, all of them understand very well that indemnification of 

liability is something which is sacrosanct with the buyer. I would just like to conclude 

by saying càÉÉ®ä àÉÖãBÉE xÉä iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉ iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉ cé, ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉÒ £ÉÉMÉÉÒnÉ®ÉÒ 

¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè* ªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE VÉMÉc BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE-nÚºÉ®ä ºÉä ãÉ½iÉä cé*  {É® =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ VÉ¤É 

nä¶É BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä càÉå ABÉE àÉã]ÉÒ-{ÉÉÉÌ]VÉxÉÉÊ¶É{É bèàÉÉäº]Åä] BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ àÉé ºÉÉ®ä ºÉnxÉ ºÉä ªÉcÉÒ 

+É{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä >óVÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ VÉâó®iÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ 
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BÉEnàÉ =~ÉªÉÉ cè, £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ =ºÉ xÉÉÒb BÉEÉä, =ºÉ VÉâó®iÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉiÉä cÖA =~ÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{É ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ªÉcÉÒ 

+ÉxÉÖàÉÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®å*  
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gÉÉÒ ¶ÉèãÉäxp BÉÖEàÉÉ® (BÉEÉè¶ÉÉà¤ÉÉÒ):  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ 

nÉÉÊªÉi´É ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2010 {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÆ* +É£ÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊiÉ{ÉFÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE 

ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉFÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä £ÉÉ<Ç àÉxÉÉÒ−É VÉÉÒ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉÉÒ* ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ VÉÉÒ, {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEä xÉVÉÉÊ®ªÉä ºÉä +ÉMÉ® näJÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ +ÉcàÉ 

cè* VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå càÉÉ®ä ´ÉèYÉÉÉÊxÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉÒ ABÉE ºÉÉäSÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ´É−ÉÇ 2022 iÉBÉE <ºÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ºÉÉiÉ MÉÖxÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉBÉE® 22,000 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉE®åMÉä +ÉÉè® ´É−ÉÇ 2032 iÉBÉE 60,000 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ABÉE 

ãÉFªÉ ®JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä VÉÉä nä¶É cé =xÉBÉEÉÒ 

VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ iÉªÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉVÉÉA, ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä nä¶ÉÉå {É® nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉ VÉÉä £ÉÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè ´Éc àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ 

ºÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ BÉEÉ VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè iÉÉä nÉäxÉÉå nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉä iÉªÉ BÉE®xÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* àÉé +ÉÉÆBÉE½Éå 

BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® àÉå xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE nä¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè iÉÉä ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè +ÉÉè® 

ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ {ÉÖBÉEÉ® cè* <ºÉÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ºÉàÉÉVÉ´ÉÉnÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä xÉäiÉÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ 

ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä A]ÉäÉÊàÉBÉE BÉE®É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc <ºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ 

cè, nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ¤ÉfÃä, <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA càÉxÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ ºÉä +É£ÉÉÒ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä c{ÉDiÉä <ºÉÉÒ ºÉjÉ 

àÉå càÉxÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ {É® £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ xÉ PÉ]iÉÉÒ, 

ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ 26 ºÉÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ ºÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

cè, =ºÉ {É® càÉ <iÉxÉä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® ºÉä SÉSÉÉÇ xÉ BÉE®iÉä* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉÉÊ®¶Éå lÉÉÓ, =ºÉàÉå BÉEcÉ 

MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä VÉÉä ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒ ºÉÆSÉÉãÉBÉE cé, BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ A]ÉäÉÊàÉBÉE |ÉÉÊiÉ−~ÉxÉÉå ºÉä =xcå nÚ® ®JÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c 

ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ näJÉ-®äJÉ àÉå ªÉc BÉEÉàÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, iÉ£ÉÉÒ VÉÉBÉE® càÉÉ®ä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉ ãÉFªÉ {ÉÚ®É cÉä {ÉÉAMÉÉ* <ºÉàÉå 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® +ÉºÉàÉÆVÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® iÉàÉÉàÉ nãÉÉå BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* <ºÉä 500 BÉE®Éä½ ºÉä ¤ÉfÃÉBÉE® 1500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå 

+ÉÉè® nãÉÉå xÉä 10,000 BÉE®Éä½ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ càÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉÉ cè, <Ç¶´É® 

BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ xÉ PÉ]ä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉå ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉå BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É ªÉcÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉàÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®FÉÉ cÉä*  

 càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ®ªÉäBÉD]® ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè, BÉEcÉÓ {É® <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEÉªÉnÉ £ÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEcÉÓ 

{ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA <ºÉä ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè*  

 ãÉÉäMÉÉå àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ cè ÉÊBÉE xÉ´Éà¤É® àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉÒ ®É−]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉMÉàÉxÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* àÉä®ä JÉªÉÉãÉ ºÉä <ºÉ 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä =xcå iÉÉäc{ÉEÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ +ÉMÉ® nä¶É ÉÊciÉ àÉå càÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ 
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ãÉäiÉä cé, iÉÉä =ºÉä MÉãÉiÉ xÉVÉÉÊ®A ºÉä xÉcÉÓ näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉE<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ +ÉÉA cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc 

VÉÉÒ, ¤ÉÉºÉÖnä´É VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ {Éßl´ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉ SÉBcÉhÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉE<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ +ÉÉA cé* càÉÉ®ä ºÉnºªÉ ÉÊàÉjÉÉå 

BÉEä àÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ lÉÉÒ, àÉä®ä JÉªÉÉãÉ ºÉä ´Éc nÚ® cÉä MÉ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉä àÉÉxÉ ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA iÉlÉÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä <ºÉBÉEÉä º{ÉÉä]Ç 

BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊciÉ +ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè* {ÉcãÉä <ºÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉjÉ àÉå ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ lÉÉÒ, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉä®ä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® àÉå ´Éc VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ* VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä nä¶É BÉEÉä 

xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉiÉÉ ªÉÉ nä¶É {É® ¤ÉÉäZÉ {É½iÉÉ* nä® ºÉä +ÉÉA ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä nÖâóºiÉ BÉE®BÉEä ãÉÉA cé +ÉÉè® VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ 

¶ÉÆBÉEÉAÆ lÉÉÓ, =xcå nÚ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ¤Éè~ä cé, {Éßl´ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉ VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ¤Éè~ä cé, àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ 

ÉÊBÉE {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ®ªÉäBÉD]® +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ +ÉÉ{É®ä]ºÉÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ VÉÉä FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® 

+ÉºÉàÉÆVÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉBÉÖEãÉ º{É−] BÉEc näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊnàÉÉMÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ xÉcÉÓ 

®cxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉBÉEiÉÉÇ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉiÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊ´É{É®ÉÒiÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ {É® +ÉxÉÖÉÊSÉiÉ BªÉÉ´ÉcÉÉÊ®BÉE BªÉ´ÉcÉ® 

lÉÉä{É ®cä cé, AäºÉÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉä* näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEä´ÉãÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É 

àÉå cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, +É¤É iÉBÉE {ÉÉÆSÉ ¤É½ä cÉnºÉä cÖA cé* SÉhÉÉæÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, ªÉÚµÉEäxÉ àÉå, mÉÉÒàÉÉ<ãÉ +ÉÉ<ÇºÉãÉéb, +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ àÉå, BÉEèMÉÉ, 

BÉExÉÉÇ]BÉE BÉEÉ VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ºÉÆªÉÆjÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ BÉÚEãÉ® BÉEÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒxÉä ºÉä BÉE<Ç ãÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ® cÖA* ªÉä BÉE<Ç PÉ]xÉÉAÆ PÉ]ÉÒ cé, 

ÉÊ¥É]äxÉ àÉå ºÉäãÉÉ{ÉEÉÒãb àÉå 1957 BÉEÉä +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ àÉå ãÉMÉÚxÉÉ àÉå VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉExÉÉbÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® £ÉÉ®iÉ 

®ÉVÉºlÉÉxÉ BÉEä xÉ®Éä®É 1953 àÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ ºÉÆªÉÆjÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉÒ UÉä]ÉÒ-àÉÉä]ÉÒ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉAÆ cÖ<Ç cé* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEä 

¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉnxÉ àÉå càÉxÉä SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ cè* càÉå <ºÉä MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ®iÉÉ ºÉä ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç cÉnºÉÉ xÉ cÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc 

ºÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉä {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉàÉxÉÉ =~ÉxÉÉ {É½ä*  

 ABÉE BÉEcÉ´ÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE Þ ¤ÉÉÒiÉÉÒ iÉÉcÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉºÉÉ® nä, +ÉÉMÉä BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖvÉ näJÉ Þ* càÉå +ÉÉMÉä BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE 

càÉÉ®É nä¶É BÉEèºÉä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE +ÉOÉºÉ® cÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉE ãÉäiÉä cÖA càÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ ºÉä iÉÖãÉxÉÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ, iÉÉä +ÉxªÉ nä¶ÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ cè, 

£ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ xÉ PÉ]ä, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä ciÉÉªÉiÉÉå BÉEÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºnÉÒ BÉEÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA càÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ®iÉÉ ºÉä ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* 

 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ 

BÉEÉÒ cè, ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ABÉE BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® cÉäiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉäãÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ àÉå 

ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉèºÉÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE +ÉvªÉFÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉnºªÉ cÉåMÉä, VÉÉä iÉÉÒºÉ ´É−ÉÇ BÉEÉ 

+ÉxÉÖ£É´É ®JÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cÉåMÉä*  
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16.00 hrs. 

 ´Éä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ABÉDºÉ{É]Ç ãÉÉäMÉ cÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉ´ÉÉæSSÉ xªÉÉªÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä ÉÊ®]ÉªÉbÇ VÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ näJÉ®äJÉ àÉå <ºÉ 

+ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* àÉä®É nÚºÉ®É ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä 

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ cè, +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä iÉÉä BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ =ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ªÉc càÉÉ®É 

|ÉªÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <xcÉÓ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉÉå àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 
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gÉÉÒ vÉxÉÆVÉªÉ ÉËºÉc (VÉÉèxÉ{ÉÖ®): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä <ºÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ {É® àÉÖZÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ®JÉxÉä 

BÉEÉ VÉÉä +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ +É{ÉxÉä xÉäiÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn 

näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä àÉÖZÉä <ºÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ {É® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, nä¶É BÉEÉÒ >óVÉÉÇ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA c® ºÉÆ£É´É |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä VÉÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ 

nä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊciÉ xÉ cÉä, <iÉxÉÉ càÉå VÉ°ô® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ªÉc càÉÉ®ÉÒ |ÉÉlÉÉÊàÉBÉEiÉÉ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA 

ÉÊBÉE càÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊciÉ xÉ cÉäxÉä nå* ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå VÉÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® >ócÉ{ÉÉäc BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ºÉnxÉ 

BÉEä +ÉÆn® +ÉÉè® ºÉnxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉc® ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ, ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE ´ÉMÉÇ àÉå iÉ®c-iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä +ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉä 

ãÉäBÉE® ¤ÉxÉÉÒ ®cÉÓ +ÉÉè® +ÉxÉäBÉE ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ JÉ½ä ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä iÉlÉÉ VÉÉä ºÉÆn£ÉÇ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ãÉäBÉE® ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ JÉ½ä ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä lÉä 

+ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ BªÉÉ{ÉBÉEiÉÉ {É® ¤ÉÉc® £ÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ näJÉ ®Ãcä lÉä, +ÉJÉ¤ÉÉ®Éå àÉå {ÉfÃxÉä BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEÉÒ BªÉÉ{ÉBÉEiÉÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉÒ £ÉÉ−ÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ãÉäBÉE® SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® {ÉÚ®É {ÉFÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ 

ãÉ½iÉÉ ®c MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ VÉÉä àÉé £ÉÉÒ ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ BÉDªÉÉ cè? VÉ¤É {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ ABÉD] AÉÎMVÉº] BÉE® ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä 

¤ÉcÖiÉ ªÉÉäMªÉ ºÉÉlÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉÒ¶É VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE ãÉÉìªÉÉÊ¤Éã]ÉÒVÉ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉè® A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AxÉVÉÉÔ ABÉD]  

1962 AÉÎMVÉº] BÉE® ®cä cé iÉÉä càÉå <ºÉ xÉªÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉÉÒ* BÉDªÉÉ <ºÉ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉ+É® ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ 

ãÉÉìªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä <xÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉÉå BÉEä +ÉÆn® ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ? BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ càÉÉ®ÉÒ 

ªÉc |É´ÉßÉÊkÉ ¤ÉfÃ ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ +ÉÉªÉä ÉÊnxÉ ABÉE xÉªÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ªÉcÉÆ ãÉÉBÉE® cÉ=ºÉ àÉå <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉA 

<ºÉ |É´ÉßÉÊkÉ ºÉä càÉå ¤ÉSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* àÉä®É ªÉc £ÉÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉºÉä ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ¶É−] 

FÉàÉiÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ càÉ BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* 

 àÉä®É ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ àÉé <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ ºÉä <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå 

àÉVÉnÚ®Éå BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ 262 ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉä cé +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÆ¶ÉiÉ: 90 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ 

iÉÉ®ÉÒJÉ àÉå BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé* SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ lÉÉ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE lÉÉ* àÉä®ÉÒ ABÉE ®ÉªÉ cè +ÉÉè® àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É 1962 A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AxÉVÉÉÔ ABÉD] AÉÎMVÉº] BÉE® ®cÉ 

lÉÉ iÉÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ lÉÉ? ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä +ÉÉxÉxÉ-{ÉEÉxÉxÉ àÉå ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, AäºÉÉ 

ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ càÉÉ®É ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ xÉäiÉßi´É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ nÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ àÉå cè* nÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ àÉå BÉEc ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA ªÉÉ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEc 

ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä +ÉxiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ +ÉÉè® ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ PÉ]xÉÉµÉEàÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® =ºÉ {É® |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉAÆ 

+ÉÉ<Ç cé, =ºÉºÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®É xÉäiÉßi´É BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè* VÉ¤É n´ÉÉ¤É àÉå càÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉä 

cé iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä càÉ ºÉcÉÒ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉä {ÉÉiÉä cé* 
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VÉ¤É càÉ ºÉcÉÒ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉä {ÉÉAÆMÉä iÉÉä ºÉnxÉ +ÉÉè® VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÉ´É £ÉÉÒ ºÉcÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ®JÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉÉAÆMÉä* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

c½¤É½ÉÒ àÉå ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä xÉäiÉÉ gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉå ºÉÉÒAºÉºÉÉÒ 

(Convention on Supplementary Compensation for Nuclear Damage) BÉEÉÒ ºÉnºªÉiÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉxÉxÉ-{ÉEÉxÉxÉ àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE ºÉÆºlÉÉ, VÉÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä nä¶É ÉÊ´É¶Éä−É 

BÉEä |É£ÉÖi´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè, <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉnºªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉBÉEä n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ãÉä ®cä cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉ 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé* àÉé +É{ÉxÉä nãÉ BÉEä BÉÖEU àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ªÉc ºÉÆªÉÉäMÉ 

cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé iÉÉä <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ ºÉä BÉÖEU ºÉ¤ÉBÉE 

ºÉÉÒJÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä |ÉÉ°ô{É ºÉä AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÉÒJÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉÉÒ cè* 

 

16.07 hrs. 

(Shrimati Sumitra Mahajan in the Chair) 

 

 £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEÉ UÉä]É ºÉÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ lÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ FÉÉÊiÉ cÖ<Ç, cVÉÉ®Éå VÉÉxÉå SÉãÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç 

+ÉÉè® ãÉÉJÉÉå ãÉÉäMÉ |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ cÉä MÉA* <Ç¶´É® xÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå PÉ]ä* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå 40 

´É−ÉÉç ºÉä xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ®  {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] SÉãÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÒAºÉªÉÚ <ºÉä SÉãÉÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç 

cè* <Ç¶´É® xÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ PÉ]ä ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEã{ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉVÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ 

<ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ +ÉÉ<ÇAºÉÉÒ (<x{ÉEÉàÉæ¶ÉxÉ AVÉÖBÉEä¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE BÉEàªÉÖÉÊxÉBÉEä¶ÉxÉ)  ÉÊºÉº]àÉ bä́ ÉãÉ{É BÉE®å*  àÉé  £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ 

nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ ãÉMÉÉA VÉÉ ®cä lÉä +ÉMÉ® {ÉcãÉä ºÉä +É´ÉäªÉ®xÉäºÉ {ÉènÉ BÉEÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä 

<iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ ]ÅäVÉbÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cÉäiÉÉÒ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉVÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉA VÉÉAÆ ´ÉcÉÆ +É´ÉäªÉ®xÉäºÉ |ÉÉäOÉÉàÉ 

SÉãÉÉA VÉÉAÆ +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ¶ÉÉÊFÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ BÉEä ãÉMÉxÉä ºÉä £ÉªÉ BÉEÉ ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®hÉ ÉÊµÉEA] cÉäiÉÉ cè, 

VÉxÉiÉÉ ªÉc ºÉÉäSÉBÉE® £ÉªÉ£ÉÉÒiÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉDºÉÉÒbå]ÂºÉ cÉÒ cÉåMÉä <ºÉÉÊãÉA ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä AVÉÖBÉEä] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

=xcå ºÉàÉZÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ ãÉÆ¤ÉÉ <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ cè* ªÉÖµÉEäxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ BÉEä ABÉDºÉÉÒbå]ÂºÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* càÉ ºÉÉè£ÉÉMªÉ¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä 

nä¶É àÉå <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® <Ç¶´É® xÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ PÉ]ä*  

  àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ºÉä BÉÖEU ºÉÖZÉÉ´É +ÉÉè® ¶ÉÆBÉEÉAÆ cé, càÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ VÉ¤É 

VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nå iÉÉä ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®å +ÉÉè® ºÉÖZÉÉ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ BÉE®å* Atomic Energy Act, 1962; 

Science and Technology Committee Report; Standing Committee on Environment 

and Forest Committee recommendation relating to Section 1 (3)(a) BÉEä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ 
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ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA, ªÉc nä¶É ÉÊciÉ àÉå =ÉÊSÉiÉ cÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä +ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEä °ô{É àÉå ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ xÉ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{Éì®ä]ºÉÇ BÉEÉä ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ AäºÉÉ xÉ cÉä ÉÊBÉE nä¶É 

BÉEÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉäãÉÉä¥Éä¶ÉxÉ xÉ BÉE® {ÉÉA* àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nå* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊãÉÉÊàÉ] xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* There should not be any lower or upper limit.  

VÉ¤É BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ cÉä, nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ BÉEÉ Aº]ÉÒàÉä] BÉE®å ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ +ÉÉvÉÉÉÊ®iÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä* Liability should be fixed on supplier also in the form of security money in 

advance, especially on private companies who are supplying from abroad.  <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå 

¤ÉÉc®ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç BÉE®å iÉÉä ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå ÉÊb{ÉÉäÉÊVÉ] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* VÉ¤É càÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ä ¤ÉÉªÉ® 

cé iÉÉä càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¶ÉiÉÉç {É® ºÉÉènÉ BÉE®å* càÉ nÚºÉ®Éå BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉiÉÉç {É® BÉDªÉÉå ºÉÉènÉ BÉE®å? +ÉMÉ® <xÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉ cÉäMÉÉ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ àÉå ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ àÉå 80 {É®ºÉå] <ÉÎBÉD´É{ÉàÉå]ÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç cè, £ÉäãÉ +ÉÉè® AãÉAxÉ]ÉÒ ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè* £ÉäãÉ {ÉÉÒAºÉªÉÚ ºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉÒ ªÉÚÉÊxÉ] cè, càÉ =ºÉä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ º]ÅélÉxÉ 

BÉE®åMÉä, +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É àÉå àÉèÉÎBÉDºÉàÉàÉ ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç àÉÉÒ] +ÉÉ=] BÉE®åMÉä* <ºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® BÉEä nä¶ÉÉå ºÉä JÉ®ÉÒnxÉä BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cÉÒ 

xÉcÉÓ =~äMÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉ cÉÒ ªÉcÉÆ <iÉxÉä ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ JÉ½ä cÉåMÉä*   ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉE ãÉäiÉä cÖA càÉå i´ÉÉÊ®iÉ 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊxÉºiÉÉ®hÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ {ÉcãÉä +ÉÉ MÉ<Ç cè, àÉé <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*  

 ]É<àÉ {ÉÉÒÉÊ®ªÉb BÉDãÉäàÉ ºÉè]ãÉàÉèx] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉÒºÉ ´É−ÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç* àÉä®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

VÉäxÉäÉÊ]BÉE cè iÉlÉÉ BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ nÉä VÉxÉ®ä¶ÉxÉ iÉBÉE |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉàÉàÉ 30 ´É−ÉÇ cÉäxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉä®É ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè*  

 ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ xÉä cÉäàÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

cè* àÉé SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É +ÉÉ{É ABÉD] BÉEÉ {ÉEÉ<xÉãÉ {ÉEÉìàÉæ] ¤ÉxÉÉªÉå iÉÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉiÉä cÖA VÉ°ô® =ºÉBÉEÉÒ 

¶ÉÆBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®å* càÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå xÉBÉDºÉãÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉnÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä xÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ ºÉBÉEiÉä* càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ 

xÉBÉDºÉãÉÉÒ ®äãÉ´Éä ]ÅèBÉE =½É näiÉä cé* <ÆÉÊbªÉxÉ ºÉÉ<ÆºÉ ºÉèx]® {É® ]è®ÉÊ®º]ÂºÉ xÉä +É]èBÉE BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ* <xÉ PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä <ºÉºÉä 

xÉcÉÓ VÉÉä½ ºÉBÉEiÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ BªÉÉ{ÉBÉE ºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEä BÉDªÉÉ <ÆiÉVÉÉàÉ cé, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉ 

+ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉä ABÉE xÉ<Ç ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ nä ®cä cé, BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÆÉÊºÉ¤ÉãÉ cè* àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ 

cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +É{ÉxÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ àÉå ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä º{É−] BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ BÉE®ä*  

 <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® àÉä®ä BÉÖEU +ÉÉè® ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cé* ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ABÉE BÉDãÉÉVÉ 10 cè, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå  A person shall 

not be qualified for appointment as Claims Commissioner unless he is a District 

repoter
d byd3 
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Magistrate or a Central Government official. àÉä®É ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä BÉDãÉÉVÉ cè, <ºÉ {É® 

MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉèx] +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc cÉ<Ç BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä ABÉE VÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊxÉªÉÖÉÎBÉDiÉ cÉä iÉÉä +ÉSUÉ ®cäMÉÉ* BÉDãÉÉVÉ 20 àÉå VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ 

BÉEcÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè -The Commission shall consist of a Chairperson and such other members not 

exceeding six as the Central Government may by notification appoint. àÉä®É ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ABÉDºÉÉÒbé] BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc cÉäxÉÉ cè iÉÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ABÉE V´ÉÉ<Æ] {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉèx]ÅÉÒ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA* ºÉÆªÉÉäMÉ 

ºÉä ªÉcÉÆ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ àÉÉèVÉÚn cé* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ´Éc BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ ABÉE BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ +É{ÉÉ<Æ] BÉE®ä, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå SÉÉ® ãÉÉäMÉ cÉå, 

<xÉàÉå BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ iÉÉÒxÉ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® º{Éä¶ÉÉÊãÉº]ÂºÉ cÉå +ÉÉè® ABÉE ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä VÉVÉ cÉå* àÉä®É ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ºÉ BÉDãÉÉVÉ {É® VÉ°ô® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ BÉE®åMÉä*  

 ªÉcÉÆ SÉäxÉÉæÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç* SÉäxÉÉæÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä näJÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

BªÉÉ{ÉBÉE ºiÉ® {É® BÉßEÉÊ−É {É® £ÉÉÒ |É£ÉÉ´É {É½É +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ ªÉÚµÉEäxÉ àÉå cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE {ÉÚ®ä ªÉÚ®Éä{É àÉå |É£ÉÉ´É {É½É lÉÉ* 

=ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½ÉÒ iÉÉnÉn àÉå {É¶ÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® VÉÉä {É¶ÉÖ {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cä lÉä, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ cébÉÒBÉEè{b {ÉènÉ cÉä 

®cä lÉä* AäºÉÉ cÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ {É¶ÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, AxÉ´ÉÉìªÉ®xÉàÉèx] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉlÉÉ <xÉ ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE µÉEÉ<ºÉäºÉ 

àÉèxÉäVÉàÉèx] OÉÖ{É ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ càÉå cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉVÉ càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ 

<ºÉ ãÉè´ÉãÉ BÉEä ¤É½ä cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãºÉ xÉcÉÓ cé* àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É ´ÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé* ªÉÉÊn £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ¤É½É cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãÉ 

cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä <iÉxÉä ºÉÉ®ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ*  càÉ VÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉx]ÂºÉ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉä cé, ´ÉcÉÆ ´ÉèãÉ <BÉDªÉÖ{b ¤É½ä 

cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãºÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ªÉä {ãÉÉx]ÂºÉ +ÉÉ¤ÉÉnÉÒ ºÉä nÚ® ®cå* <ºÉàÉå ABÉE àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ SÉÉÒVÉ ÉÊµÉEÉÊàÉxÉãÉ 

|ÉÉäºÉÉÒVÉ® xÉèÉÎMãÉVÉèxºÉ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉä½xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè*  

 ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉcÉÆ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ<Ç, VÉ¤É VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc =xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä 

+ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* ªÉcÉÆ VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉì{É®ä]ºÉÇ, ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ ªÉÉ ¤É½ä +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEÉÊ¶ÉªÉãºÉ cé, VÉÉä ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÆÉÊºÉ¤ÉãÉ cé +ÉÉè® ¤É½ä {ãÉÉx]ÂºÉ BÉEÉä bÉÒãÉ 

BÉE® ®cä cé,  =xcå VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ nä¶É ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® VÉÉxÉÉ ªÉÉ +ÉÉxÉÉ cÉä iÉÉä ´Éä cÉäàÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉä <Æ{ÉEÉìàÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä VÉÉAÆ* ªÉÉÊn 

ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä AÆb®ºÉxÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ* VÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cé, 

=xÉBÉEä >ó{É® +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉ ®cä lÉä +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉ ®cä lÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA AäºÉä +ÉÉ®Éä{ÉÉå ºÉä càÉå 

¤ÉSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ AäºÉÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc BÉEä´ÉãÉ {ÉÉ´É® |ÉÉäbBÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* VÉ¤É 

xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ãÉÉx] ãÉMÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä º´ÉÉ£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉBÉE cè, <Æ]äÉÊãÉVÉäxºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉBÉEÇ, £ÉÉ£ÉÉ A]ÉäÉÊàÉBÉE ÉÊ®ºÉSÉÇ 

ºÉèx]® ]è®ÉÊ®º]ÂºÉ BÉEä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä cÉì] ]É®MÉä] àÉå cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA VÉ¤É <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ãÉÉÒBÉE cÉä ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉiÉÉ-

VÉÉiÉÉ cÉä iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉÒ cÉäàÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ <ÆBÉD´ÉÉªÉ®ÉÒ BÉE®ä iÉÉä ~ÉÒBÉE ®cäMÉÉ*  
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 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé BÉÖEU àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É +ÉÉè® näxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉèºÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® {ÉcãÉä 

ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ cããÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, ãÉMÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉnxÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉcàÉÉMÉcàÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä SÉÖ{ÉSÉÉ{É iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä 

+ÉÉè® +ÉÉºÉÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ÉÊbºBÉEºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉÖEU BÉEcÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉc® ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÉä® àÉSÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, ´Éä ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉå ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cé*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ VÉÉä ´ÉÉÊ®−~ xÉäiÉÉ cé, +ÉÉè® {ÉÚ́ ÉÇ ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉÆjÉÉÒ 

®cä cé,  xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® |ÉBÉEÉ¶É bÉãÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉÆ BÉE® ®cä cé* càÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ 

{É® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä nä¶É xªÉÖBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, ´Éä +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå 

BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* càÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä <xÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* càÉÉ®É +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEèºÉÉ ÉÊ®¶iÉÉ ®cäMÉÉ VÉ¤É 

{É½ÉäºÉÉÒ nä¶ÉÉå ºÉä càÉå JÉiÉ®É ¤ÉxÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè* VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ càÉxÉä ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ =xÉBÉEä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ãÉÉªÉÉÒ cè, +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ xÉä =ºÉ ®É−]Å 

BÉEÉä iÉ®VÉÉÒc nÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ MÉÉÆ®]ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ càÉå xªÉÖBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç BÉE®iÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè, £ÉÉÊ´É−ªÉ 

àÉå ÉÊ®¶iÉÉ JÉ®É¤É cÉäxÉä {É® càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEã{É cÉäMÉÉ? àÉä®É àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ªÉcÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ´Éä <xÉ 

¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nåMÉä iÉÉä º{É−] BÉE®åMÉä*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ä nãÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊVÉºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ cè ªÉÉ VÉÉä càÉÉ®ä ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cé, +ÉMÉ® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® =xÉBÉEÉä 

ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {É® càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ ªÉÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ nVÉÇ BÉE®åMÉä* 
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gÉÉÒ ¶É®n ªÉÉn´É (àÉvÉä{ÉÖ®É):  ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ nÉÉÊªÉi´É ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2010 {É®  

càÉÉ®ÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ xÉä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ ¤Éè~BÉEå ãÉÉÒ cé, àÉè àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤Éè~BÉEå ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® +ÉxÉ´É®iÉ 

xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cé* º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE bèãÉÉÒ¥Éä¶ÉxºÉ cÖ<Ç cé, BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉ] BÉEÉ xÉÉä] £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉªÉÉ cè* =ºÉàÉå VÉÉä 

ÉÊ´É´ÉÉn lÉÉ  - ‘and’ +ÉÉè® ‘intention’  {É® ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ BÉE®BÉEä =ºÉBÉEÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ cè* <ºÉ ÉÊ´É−ÉªÉ {É® gÉÉÒ 

VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä +ÉxªÉ ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå xÉä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® ºÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉÉÒ cè, =xÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉé xÉcÉÓ nÉäc®É>óÆMÉÉ* àÉé 

<ºÉ àÉÉèBÉEä {É® ªÉc VÉ°ô® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè, ºÉÉ®ÉÒ 

nÉè½-vÉÚ{É BÉEÉÒ cè, =ºÉºÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊc® cÖ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå càÉ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå xÉ cÉå ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nä¶É£É® 

àÉå ªÉc àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä àÉå VÉãnÉÒ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè iÉÉä càÉ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå cé* 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉcÉÆ BÉEãÉ BÉÚE]xÉÉÒÉÊiÉYÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcºÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ABÉE {ÉÚ´ÉÇ +Éà¤ÉèºÉäb® xÉä ªÉc 

¤ÉÉiÉ JÉÖãÉBÉE® ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ iÉÉä ºÉÖ{É® {ÉÉì´É® cè, càÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶É cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉªÉä ºÉÉÒvÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE  

VÉÉä ºÉÖ{É® {ÉÉì´É® ´ÉÉãÉä nä¶É cé, =xcå ãÉÉ£É ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ* +ÉÉVÉ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå xªÉÖBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® <Æbº]ÅÉÒ ¤Éè~ÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè* °ôºÉ BÉEä 

SÉ®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå VÉÉä cÉnºÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉSÉÉ<Ç +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ªÉÉ =ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ ºÉBÉEÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE =ºÉ 

cÉnºÉä àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ àÉÉ®ä MÉªÉä lÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ªÉÉiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ £ÉÉäMÉ ®cä cé? càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå 

£ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå VÉÉä cÉnºÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, ´Éc nÚºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉ cÉnºÉÉ lÉÉ* 

 ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÒ®hÉ BÉEÉ cÉnºÉÉ cè* <ºÉ cÉnºÉä ºÉä +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä >ó{É® BÉDªÉÉ-BÉDªÉÉ +ÉºÉ® cÉäMÉÉ, ªÉÉÊn <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä 

VªÉÉnÉ ãÉäJÉÉ-VÉÉäJÉÉ cè iÉÉä ´Éc VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè ªÉÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® SÉ®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä BÉEÉÆb BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä ´Éc °ôºÉ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè* àÉé 

àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® AxÉVÉÉÔ ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉcÆMÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ* àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä BÉÖEU àÉÖ]Â~ÉÒ £É® ãÉÉäMÉÉå 

BÉEä BÉEÉàÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ, ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉàÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä ªÉc BÉEÉàÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ, ªÉc àÉä®ÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, AäºÉÉ àÉÖZÉä ªÉBÉEÉÒxÉ +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ SÉÉ® ®ÉºiÉä cé, àÉxÉÉÒ−É ÉÊiÉ´ÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ªÉcÉÆ BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE JÉSÉÇ VªÉÉnÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉ <ºÉ {É® JÉSÉÇ 

BÉEàÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉ? SÉÉcä ´Éc c´ÉÉ cè, ºÉÚ®VÉ cè, {ÉÉxÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ cè* àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉÆ¤Éä ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE 

SÉãÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ ºÉÉäºÉÇ xÉcÉÓ cè, AxÉVÉÉÔ xÉcÉÓ cè* ãÉÉäMÉ <ºÉä ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 200 ºÉÉãÉ iÉBÉE BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä cé* +ÉÉ{É VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

ãÉÉªÉä cé, =ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºÉ¤É ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ ºÉä ABÉE ®ÉºiÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé =ºÉ ®ÉºiÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉvÉÉ 

xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉlÉÇ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉSÉÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä càÉÉ®ä 

nä¶É àÉå VÉÖxÉÚxÉ SÉfÃÉ cè, <ºÉàÉå =ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç xÉcÉÓ ºÉÖxÉäMÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® càÉÉ®É nä¶É nÚºÉ®ä ®ÉºiÉä ºÉä SÉãÉiÉÉ iÉÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ 

¤ÉäciÉ®ÉÒ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ* VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ºÉ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcÉ cè* VÉèºÉä BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® cè, xÉBÉDºÉãÉ´ÉÉn cè, 

xÉBÉDºÉãÉ´ÉÉn ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½ä <ãÉÉBÉEä àÉå {ÉEèãÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ªÉc VªÉÉnÉ MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉå iÉiBÉEÉãÉ <ºÉ {É® ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ ÉÊnxÉ ºÉä +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉ ÉÊnxÉ ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É iÉiBÉEÉãÉ, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉÆBÉE], 
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ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä >ó{É® càÉå iÉiBÉEÉãÉ BÉEnàÉ =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉå ®ÉºiÉÉ JÉÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éä 

<ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä 80-90 {ÉEÉÒºÉnÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ cé* ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ JÉ®É¤É cè, BÉÖEU ãÉÉäMÉ £ÉÚJÉä cé, BÉÖEU ãÉÉäMÉ <iÉxÉä ¤Éä¤ÉºÉ 

+ÉÉè® ãÉÉSÉÉ® cé ÉÊBÉE =xcå ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*  

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE°ôÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn º´ÉMÉÉÔªÉ VÉ´ÉÉc® ãÉÉãÉ xÉäc°ô VÉÉÒ lÉä, =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEÉ 

<BÉE¤ÉÉãÉ lÉÉ* MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ VÉèºÉä xÉäiÉÉ càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ lÉä +ÉÉè® nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå càÉÉ®É <BÉE¤ÉÉãÉ lÉÉ, càÉÉ®É ABÉE °ôiÉ¤ÉÉ lÉÉ* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ 

ABÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ, àÉéxÉä BÉE<Ç ºÉ®BÉEÉ®å näJÉÉÒ cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä +ÉSUÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè* 

BÉEÉä<Ç àÉÖãBÉE +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É BÉEä £ÉÉÒiÉ® ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ iÉÉBÉEiÉ´É® cÖA ¤É®É¤É®ÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä 

VªÉÉnÉ ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ BÉDªÉÉå cÖ<Ç? +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå ªÉc vÉÆvÉÉ ~{É {É½É cè, VÉÉä xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® BªÉÉ{ÉÉ® cè, ´Éc ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ ~ÆbÉ cè* 

SÉ®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ xÉÉÒSÉä +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +É¤É ´Éä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® JÉÉäVÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® ªÉÚ®Éä{É 

+ÉÉè® +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä àÉÖãBÉE cé* <xcÉåxÉä ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä VÉÉÊ®ªÉä, ÉÊ´ÉYÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÊ´É−BÉEÉ® BÉEä VÉÉÊ®ªÉä nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ 

<ÆºÉÉÉÊxÉªÉiÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÚ]xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* =xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉÒ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ ~{É {É½ÉÒ cè, VÉèºÉä VÉ¤É MãÉÉä¤ÉãÉ ºÉÆBÉE] 

+ÉÉªÉÉ iÉÉä càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ {ÉèBÉEäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ <BÉEÉäxÉÉìàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ vÉBÉDBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉ {É® càÉxÉä {ÉèBÉEäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, =ºÉÉÒ 

iÉ®c ºÉä +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå <ºÉ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉèBÉEäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉ VÉÉä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ 

BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ n´ÉÉ¤É àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè*   ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä cÉä ®cÉ cè ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè, àÉé ªÉc xÉcÉÓ BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nä¶É BÉEÉä àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, càÉå àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEcÉÓ ´Éc n¤ÉÉ´É ãÉMÉÉ ®cä cé* ´Éc BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

BÉE®Éä, ´Éc BÉE®Éä, Ahb c]É+ÉÉä, <h]éb bÉãÉÉä, àÉÆ¶ÉÉ bÉãÉÉä, ºÉÉÒvÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ àÉiÉ ãÉÉ+ÉÉä* ´Éc PÉÖàÉÉ ®cä cé, ´Éc SÉÉc ®cä 

cé ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉ VÉÉA* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊxÉªÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEcÉÆ ÉÊºÉr BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé +ÉÉè® ºÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÆn® {ÉÉ® iÉÉä BÉEcÉÆ ÉÊºÉr 

cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* càÉxÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå ªÉc näJÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* càÉ BÉEcÉÆ JÉ½ä cé? àÉÖZÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEäºÉ àÉå AÆb®ºÉxÉ BÉEä 

´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ SÉãÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ nÖJÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÖZÉä BÉE£ÉÉÒ-BÉE£ÉÉÒ JÉÖn cÉÒ àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉé VÉcÉÆ VÉxÉàÉÉ cÚÆ, ´Éc 

ÉÊVÉºÉ ¶ÉÉxÉ ºÉä SÉãÉä MÉA, £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ºÉä àÉä®É MÉÉÆ´É àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ ºÉä 30 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® nÚ® cè* àÉÖZÉä =ºÉBÉEä SÉãÉä VÉÉxÉä +ÉÉè® VÉ¤É 

´Éc VÉcÉVÉ {É® MÉªÉÉ, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå cÉÒ lÉÉ* nä¶É BÉEä xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE cÉäxÉä BÉEä xÉÉiÉä ªÉc àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ 

UÉä]ä cé, BÉEàÉiÉ® cé* ABÉE +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ <iÉxÉÉ ¤É½É cÉnºÉÉ BÉE®BÉEä £ÉÉMÉ MÉªÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ ºÉä {ÉEÉäxÉ +ÉÉA* ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEä 

{ÉÉºÉ {ÉEÉäxÉ +ÉÉA? <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcºÉ BÉE®xÉä ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉEÉªÉnÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, nÚºÉ®É BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä ´Éc £ÉÉÒ ªÉcÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ 

BÉE®iÉÉ* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä BÉEÉä<Ç nÚºÉ®É |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊ]BÉEiÉÉ* VÉ´ÉÉc® ãÉÉãÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä 

àÉé xÉcÉÓ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ, <ÆÉÊn®É VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉéxÉä näJÉÉ cè, =xÉàÉå nàÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ °ôºÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +É¤É ºÉÉäÉÊ´ÉªÉiÉ 

°ôºÉ ]Ú] MÉªÉÉ cè, ÉÊ´ÉJÉÆÉÊbiÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* VÉ¤É AÆb®ºÉxÉ SÉãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ªÉÉÊn =ºÉBÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä àÉé 

=ºÉàÉå ÉÊcººÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉäiÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉÖZÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå àÉÉlÉÉ àÉÉ®xÉä ºÉä BÉÖEU cÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå xÉä 

¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®BÉEä <ºÉàÉå ºÉÉZÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé ªÉc àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® AxÉVÉÉÔ ABÉE ºÉ{ÉxÉÉ cè, ªÉc {ÉÚ®É xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* 
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BÉEè{ÉäÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ cè, SÉÉãÉÉÒºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ], ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, nºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ]* àÉxÉÉÒ−É VÉÉÒ BÉEc 

®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå ºÉÚ®VÉ +ÉÉè® c´ÉÉ ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ ºÉä VªÉÉnÉ nÉàÉ ãÉMÉåMÉä* VªÉÉnÉ ãÉMÉä ªÉÉ BÉEàÉ ãÉMÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç JÉiÉ®É 

xÉcÉÓ cè* ´Éc càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå |ÉSÉÖ® àÉÉjÉÉ àÉå cè* ÉÊxÉªÉÉàÉiÉ xÉä càÉ {É® AäºÉÉ +ÉÉ¶ÉÉÒ´ÉÉÇn ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É àÉå càÉ, àÉÉxÉ 

ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA VÉèºÉä MÉÉä¤É® MÉèºÉ cè, 20-30 ºÉÉãÉ ºÉä àÉé näJÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ, BÉE<Ç PÉ®Éå àÉå àÉé VÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ, MÉÉä¤É® MÉèºÉ ºÉä ãÉÉ<] 

VÉãÉiÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä VÉ°ô®iÉ cè, ´Éc AäºÉÉÒ xÉ cÉä VÉÉA, nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ºÉä ¤É®É¤É®ÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉiÉãÉ¤É cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ°ô® BÉE®Éä, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ºÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® iÉcVÉÉÒ¤É ºÉä ¤É®É¤É®ÉÒ BÉE®Éä* +ÉÉVÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ºÉä +ÉÉ<ºÉÉäãÉä]äb xÉcÉÓ ®c ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* {ÉcãÉä <ºÉ àÉÖãBÉE 

BÉEä £ÉÉÒiÉ® cÉÒ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® lÉÉ* ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® +ÉÉA, ºÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉ +ÉÉA, iÉcVÉÉÒ¤É +ÉÉA, ºÉ¤É ÉÊàÉãÉä VÉÖãÉå, ´Éc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè* àÉé ABÉE 

=nÉc®hÉ nÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ MãÉÉä¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ ºÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE BÉEÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊàÉiÉBªÉÉÊªÉiÉÉ BÉEciÉä 

cé, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå <ºÉä {ÉBÉE½É lÉÉ, àÉÖZÉä JÉÖ¶ÉÉÒ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÉËcnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ <ºÉºÉä +ÉÉ<Ç cè* MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É 

+ÉÉÆnÉäãÉxÉ ÉÊàÉiÉBªÉÉÊªÉiÉÉ {É® cè* =ºÉä càÉxÉä lÉÉä½ÉÒ nä® BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +É{ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ´Éc nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉä näxÉä BÉEÉÒ SÉÉÒVÉ lÉÉÒ* càÉ 

ªÉÉn BÉE®åMÉä, ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå cé ÉÊBÉE ´Éä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä BÉE{É½ä {ÉcxÉiÉä lÉä* =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉAÆ lÉÉÓ* ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä 

SÉãÉiÉä àÉÖ]Â~ÉÒ£É® ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä <iÉxÉÉ {ÉEèãÉÉªÉÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉ °ôiÉ¤ÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè*  +ÉSUÉ VÉÉÒ 

ãÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä, nä¶É BÉEä ºÉcÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, ªÉä ´Éä ãÉÉäMÉ cé VÉÉä BÉEàÉ JÉSÉÇ BÉE®iÉä cé, BÉEàÉ {ÉcxÉiÉä cé* ªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ +ÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä 

=ºÉBÉEä ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉä* ºÉÉÒvÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ £É® ºÉä àÉäãÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É <xnÉè® BÉEÉÒ 

®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé* +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉiÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE ´Éc ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ ºÉÆMÉÉÒiÉ +ÉÉè® xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉ <ãÉÉBÉEÉ cè* =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå 

àÉÖBÉEÉ¤ÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ* VÉÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ xÉßiªÉ cè, ´Éc ºÉÉiÉ ºÉÖ®Éå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ÉÊàÉãÉBÉE® SÉãÉiÉÉ cè* ¶É®ÉÒ® ÉÊcãÉiÉÉ cè, 

ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä, +ÉÉÆJÉå ÉÊcãÉiÉÉÒ cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä, {Éè® ÉÊcãÉiÉä cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä, PÉÖÆPÉ°ô ÉÊcãÉiÉä cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä ªÉÉÉÊxÉ ºÉÉiÉ 

ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä xÉßiªÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉ +É{ÉxÉä xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉä nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ {ÉEèãÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* ÉÊ´ÉYÉÉxÉ àÉå ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ 

JÉÉäVÉ º´É®Éå BÉEÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® càÉ +É{ÉxÉä º´É®Éå BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉEèãÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* ¤ÉÉc® ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{É näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* 

ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ ªÉä xÉA SÉèxÉãºÉ +ÉÉ ®cä cé, <xcå näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* <xÉàÉå ÉÊnxÉ £É® ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ¶É®ÉÒ® ºÉcãÉÉiÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊnJÉÉªÉÉ 

VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ªÉä SÉÉÒVÉå {ÉcãÉä ºÉBÉEÇºÉ àÉå cÉäiÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ +ÉÉè® +É¤É ªÉc bÉÆºÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ªÉÉÉÊxÉ bÉÆºÉ àÉå ºÉBÉEÇºÉ ÉÊnJÉÉ ®cä cé* 

=xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉ£ªÉiÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ xÉ<Ç cè, càÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ£ªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉè® xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç àÉäãÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ªÉc 

=tÉÉäMÉ, ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä vÉÉ®hÉÉAÆ cé, ¤ÉÉc® ºÉä ãÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç cé*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉMÉ® àÉé BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ iÉÉä àÉÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉMÉ® iÉÉBÉEiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä àÉé 

ÉÊnJÉÉiÉÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉcãÉä ÉÊnxÉ ºÉä cÉÒ {ÉãÉ] VÉÉiÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +ÉÉ{ÉºÉ àÉå ®ÉºiÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ cè, àÉé =ºÉàÉå ¤ÉÉvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ 

¤ÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ* ¤ÉÉvÉÉ ¤ÉxÉiÉÉ +ÉMÉ® àÉä®ä {ÉÉºÉ BÉÚE´ÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ, VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉé VÉÉä BÉÖEU BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ, ´Éc ºÉSÉ BÉEc ®cÉ 

cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ºÉSÉ BÉEcxÉä BÉEÉ, =ºÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ºÉÉcºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ SÉãÉä MÉA, cÉäiÉä iÉÉä àÉé BÉEciÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

<ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ cÉéºÉãÉÉ +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ ÉÊnJÉÉAÆ* +ÉÉ{É BÉEcå ÉÊBÉE ªÉÚ®Éä{É +ÉÉè® +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ cÉÒ ABÉE ®ÉºiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉÉÒ ®ÉºiÉä ºÉä 
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+ÉÉMÉä VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* càÉå ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç <xºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä >óÆSÉÉ =~ÉiÉÉÒ cè, SÉÉcä BÉEÉä<Ç 

ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÖ®É ªÉÉ £ÉãÉÉ cÉä*  

 <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® +ÉÉè® àÉÖqä {É® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç cè* àÉÖZÉä £ÉÉÒ ´ÉBÉDiÉxÉ-{ÉE´ÉBÉDBÉEiÉxÉ <ºÉàÉå ÉÊcººÉÉ ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ 

ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè, <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA àÉé ªÉc SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ VÉÉä ºÉnÂ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®cÉ cè, àÉé <ºÉàÉå VªÉÉnÉ BÉÖEU xÉ 

BÉEcÚÆ* VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉÖEU ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ {Éä¶É ÉÊBÉEA cé...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé ªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå 

BÉEÉä<Ç bÉÒãÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè, ¤ÉºÉ àÉé ãÉÉSÉÉ® cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{É <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ BÉE®å +ÉÉè® <ºÉ {É® +ÉÆMÉÖãÉÉÒ xÉ =~ÉAÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÆMÉÖãÉÉÒ =~ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç àÉiÉãÉ¤É xÉcÉÓ cè* càÉ VÉcÉÆ JÉ½ä cé, càÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ªÉc nä¶É JÉÖn +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä JÉ½É 

cÉä*  

 àÉé +ÉÆiÉ àÉå <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEä VÉÉä +ÉlÉÇ¶ÉÉºjÉÉÒ cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉEãÉ {ÉiÉÉ 

xÉcÉÓ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉÒ ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ VÉÉä ®ÉºiÉÉ cè, ´Éc ®cäMÉÉ* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ |ÉBÉßEÉÊiÉ BÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä ªÉc ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, VÉÉä ºÉcàÉÉÊiÉ ªÉcÉÆ VÉÉÉÊc® BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè, ~ÉÒBÉE cè ãÉè{ÉD] 

´ÉÉãÉä ¤ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ JÉÉãÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉåMÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé £ÉÉÒ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ºÉnÂ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉä*  

 <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É VÉÉä {ÉcãÉä 500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA lÉÉÒ, =ºÉä ¤ÉfÃÉBÉE® +É¤É 1500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA 

BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä xÉÉMÉÉºÉÉBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉ cÉãÉ näJÉÉ cè cÉÒ* +ÉMÉ® AäºÉÉ BÉÖEU cÉä MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉä ¤ÉÉÆ]xÉä VÉÉ+ÉÉäMÉä ªÉc 

®ÉÉÊ¶É, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ iÉÉä {ÉkÉÉ iÉBÉE ºÉÚJÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÉÒ´É-VÉÆiÉÖ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA 

ÉÊBÉE {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEÉÒ oÉÎ−] ºÉä VÉèºÉÉÒ VÉMÉc {ÉcãÉä lÉÉÒ, ´ÉèºÉä cÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ, SÉÉcä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉMÉ VÉÉA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE 

´ÉcÉÆ iÉÉä ºÉ¤É ºÉÉ{ÉE cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉEÉä<Ç SÉÉÒVÉ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉÒ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé <ºÉ 1500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEàÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É 

àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =ºÉ <ãÉÉBÉEä BÉEÉä ºÉÆ´ÉÉ®xÉä {É® ¤ÉcÖiÉ £ÉÉ®ÉÒ JÉSÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ, VÉcÉÆ BÉEcÉÓ ªÉc nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* +ÉMÉ® 

ªÉBÉEÉÒxÉ xÉ cÉä iÉÉä ÉÊc®ÉäÉÊ¶ÉàÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉÉMÉÉºÉÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉBÉE® näJÉ ãÉÉä*  

 àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä ªÉcÉÓ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{É ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ® BªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ªÉc VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, 

ªÉc ºÉnÂ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉkÉÉ {ÉFÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ ºÉä ºÉà{ÉBÉEÇ BÉE®BÉEä, ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ BÉE®BÉEä, 

=xÉBÉEä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉÉxÉBÉE® VÉÉä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉ cè, ´Éc +ÉSUÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* 
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SHRI SUDIP BANDYOPADHYAY (KOLKATA UTTAR): Madam, I rise to support 

the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010.  

 In the Objects and Reasons of the Bill the purpose of the Bill for which it has 

been introduced has been very clearly mentioned. Many political parties, including 

those which think that India must not possess nuclear power for energy and it has to 

remain only within the possession of China, they should try and follow the purpose as 

has been mentioned in the Objects and Reasons of this Bill. I would just like to quote 

a few lines from that:  

 

“…in the unlikely event of a nuclear incident or accident, there may be 
damage to individuals, property and environment on a large scale. The 
geographical scope of damage caused by a nuclear accident may not be 
confined to national boundaries and it may have trans-boundary effects. 
In such an event, it is desirable that protection is accorded to victims of 
such incident or accident by a third party liability regime. It is necessary 
to give compensation to persons if they suffer nuclear damage as a 
result of a nuclear incident and therefore it is important to make 
provision to ensure clarity of liability and the requirement to pay 
compensation.” 

 

 This is the need of the hour. Energy is produced either from coal or from hydel 

sources. But coal reserves in the country gradually are getting exhausted and a time 

will come when we would have no coal left for captive power plants to be supported 

by coal. Fossil fuels are getting exhausted. So, it is our feeling that nuclear power is 

certainly a power of the future. Without nuclear power economic development of a 

big country like India is never possible. This experiment has become successful. Take 

the example of France. Eighty per cent of the total electricity in France is being 

produced by nuclear power projects. This Bill covers the nuclear power plants, the 

research reactors as also the other nuclear establishments. More or less, all political 

parties have extended their support to this Bill with some amendments which the 

Government may think of considering.  
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 Madam, we would certainly support the Bill but not by keeping our eyes closed. 

We would certainly keep our eyes open to the issues like the suppliers. We would 

certainly take initiatives to see that disasters, as it happened in Bhopal are not 

repeated again. We must see to it that the qualities of the projects that are being sent 

by the foreign countries to our country, the suppliers, are checked properly with due 

importance and priority. It has also to be seen that a vast country like India should not 

be allowed to be used by others for selling their projects irrespective of their qualities.  

It has to be seen that a vast country like India should not be allowed to be used by 

others to sell their products in a country like India.   

 Madam, Indo-US Nuclear Agreement is already signed and we feel that we 

should take all out efforts to take proper steps as regards the Claims Commissioner. In 

the Bill, clause 10 mentions about Claims Commissioner.  It says:  “A person shall 

not be qualified for appointment as a Claims Commissioner unless he is or has been 

or qualified to be a District Judge.”  According to me, a person with the standard of a 

District Judge would not be capable enough for it.  In the case of the qualification of 

appointment, it is a District Judge and so far as the Commission is concerned, he is 

being projected as a Supreme Court or High Court Judge.  I would request the hon. 

Minister to clarify whether the District Judge is capable enough to qualify himself for 

appointment as Claims Commissioner.  This issue may be cross-checked and clarified 

in the House.  

 Madam, we have just heard Shri Jaswant Singh.  He expressed his view that 

India should not bow its head to any foreign power. We firmly believe that India is 

certain to keep its head high.  It will never bow down to any force and to any political 

power or to any country of the world.  We will certainly remain committed and see 

that we keep our head and flag high.  We should never surrender to any other country 

of the world whichever powerful it may be.   

India is a country which has earned its Independence after a long battle. It 

matters little to us whether it is the United States of America or the Soviet Union.  A 

question arises that before Dr. Manmohan Singh meets the President of the United 
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States, naturally this Bill has to be passed immediately on the floor of the House.  I do 

not share and I do not agree with this idea or thinking.   

I firmly believe that this Bill which has been tabled will certainly help to 

develop the power projects of this country and without power, a country can never 

develop economically.  Even today, whichever steel plant and project emerges, it is 

asking for a captive power plant.  Without a captive power plant, no steel plant can 

grow in the coming days. But only through pole, we cannot reach our target. We need 

nuclear power.   

In addition, we would say that there is a proposal to set up a nuclear power 

plant in Haripur of Bengal. We express every time that the local people have to be 

involved when any proposal is going to be implemented. Forceful occupancy in any 

case should not be allowed anywhere.  It can be on the coastal area or it can take place 

in barren land.  So, we do not agree for setting up a nuclear power plant in Haripur.  

Neither the local people nor the people of that State are agreeable for this.  They are in 

a mood to send a message to the Government to take it to any coastal area to 

implement this Haripur project.  We fully agree that it should be installed in a place 

which is acceptable to all of us.  

 Madam, we believe that this Bill is a timely one.  The Government should not 

have any hesitation in passing this Bill, if necessary by accepting the amendments 

tabled by the Opposition parties.   

 From a very important angle, I want to mention here that there are political 

parties in our country which have extra territorial loyalty going beyond the borders of 

our country.  There are political parties in our country who do not accept or who do 

not love India as their first home.  Their first home is China.  They may oppose and 

they may not support this Bill.  But I would certainly say that we know how these 

parties, which are opposed to this Bill, have tried to betray the cause of our country. 

They have to be dealt with very firmly and cautiously. We should always be deeply 

concerned about these forces.  We should not allow them to have their say on such 

issues because the interest of the country will be affected.   
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 We the Members of this Parliament want to see that India becomes more and 

more powerful and economically sound.  By producing and utilizing the nuclear 

energy, India should remain ahead of other countries of the world.  We must keep our 

head high in the coming days.   

 We believe we should unanimously support this Bill.  We want to see that it is 

passed immediately.   
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SHRI T.K.S. ELANGOVAN (CHENNAI NORTH): Madam Chairman, thank you.  

On behalf of my Party, the DMK, I express my support to this Bill.   

 The fear expressed by many of the hon. Members is based on the earlier use of 

nuclear energy.  Earlier, nuclear energy was used for destructive purposes, as it was 

used in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Now, the nuclear materials are used for civilian 

purposes, like generation of electricity that too on a high scale.  The Government 

envisages an estimated capacity of 40,000 megawatt over a period of 25 years.  A 

time may come, with the dwindling of petroleum reserves, and with the evolution of 

technology, wherein even cars will be operated with the nuclear energy.  With the 

development of science anything is possible.  But our mindset is still in Hiroshima 

and Nagasaki.  That is the problem now we are facing.   

 Twenty-five years back when Bhopal gas tragedy occurred, the country did not 

speak against any chemical installation in the country. Even after that, in the past 25 

years, many chemical industries have come up in this country.  I can even say that the 

State of Gujarat leads in the chemical industries.  So, a single accident cannot make 

an industry non-viable in our country.   But there is a possibility of an accident. We 

don’t have anything pessimistic in our mind. We only think optimistic. But there are 

possibilities of accidents. So, this Bill is necessary. 

 Some of the hon. Members spoke on America’s high-handedness. I don’t think 

America is showing its high-handedness or anything of that sort in this matter because 

we need energy, we need power and our coal-based thermal power plants are not 

environment friendly and only hydro power plants are environment friendly. The 

danger caused by thermal power plants may be less, but the danger and damage 

caused by nuclear power plants may be more and that is why, this Civil Liability for 

Nuclear Damage Bill is introduced. My humble request to the hon. Minister is that 

when a Bill of this importance is brought, there must be a system to make it 

completely democratic with the involvement of the common people, NGOs and other 

interested groups and all such legislations must be made widely available for public 
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debate and discussion for some time at least so that the Government will receive 

useful suggestions from the interested groups. 

 Secondly, there was a talk of the liability of the supplier. Section 17 of the Bill 

says: 

 

“The operator of a nuclear installation shall have a right of recourse 
where such right is expressly provided for in a contract in writing.” 

 

We know that all the nuclear power plants are going to be run by the 

Government as 51 per cent of shares will be held by the Government. Why can we not 

make it mandatory to have an express provision of right of recourse in the agreement 

itself between the Government and the suppliers? That would be a way out and make 

even the suppliers liable and by this process, the demands of our Opposition friends 

will also be met. 

 Madam, this Bill will go a long way in ensuring energy security of the country. 

With the development of science and technology, this may go a long way in helping 

other fields also like running of automobiles with nuclear energy in this country in 

future. With these words, I welcome and support this Bill. 
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SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Madam Chairperson, the Civil Liability 

for Nuclear Damage Bill is US-centric. It is primarily drafted to serve the demands of 

the USA and the interests of business firms by defeating the interests of Indian 

victims. A commitment to this effect was given on 10th September, 2008 when the 

External Affairs Minister wrote a letter to the US Under Secretary of State Mr. 

William Burns. I have a copy of that letter and I can quote from that. It says: 

“It is the intention of the Government of India and its entities to 
commence discussion with nuclear energy firms, conclude agreements 
after entry into force of the agreement for cooperation in the 
construction of nuclear power units at two sites approved by the 
Government of India which would be capable of generating a minimum 
of 10,000 mw. India also recognizes the importance of establishing an 
adequate nuclear liability regime. It is the intention of the Indian 
Government to take all steps to adhere to the Supplementary 
Convention for Nuclear Damage.” 
 

 The focus is not on the potential victims, but in this Bill, the main focus is on 

the nuclear operators and foreign equipment supplies.   

 Madam, today, we have the total capacity of generating 4,000 MW of nuclear 

power.  We do not have Civil Liability Nuclear Damage Act.  For this, the 

Government does not have to face any difficulty in doing business with equipment 

suppliers or with operators.  Why do we need this legislation?  Is it to protect the 

interests of our people or is it to do business with the United States of America?   

 Our target for generation of nuclear power by 2035 is about 40,000 MW.  

From 4,000 MW we want to achieve the target of 40,000 MW.  But where from the 

reactors will come?  We have our own technology.  We have developed three-phased 

technology from uranium to plutonium and from plutonium to thorium.  I would like 

to know whether the import of 40 atomic reactors to generate 40,000 MW of nuclear 

power would block our indigenous development of nuclear power plants on the basis 

of thorium which is abundantly available in our country.  So, we will be permanently 

dependent on import. 

Ravinder Singh
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 Madam, it is quite surprising that sites have been selected and have been 

allocated to the foreign suppliers, particularly, three countries, the US, Russia and 

France.  They will supply the reactors.  I would like to know whether there was 

international bidding for this and what is the price of the reactors.  Why this has been 

kept in dark?  Even the Parliament has been kept in dark in regard to the price of the 

reactors.  What will be the cost of the generation?  That question is also there.  The 

Government should clarify in regard to the cost of generation as it will depend on the 

cost of the reactors.  That has not been clarified.  The entire country has been kept in 

dark. 

 Madam, we have seen two major nuclear accidents.  One happened in the year 

1979 in Three Milestones Island in the United States of America and another was in 

Chernobyl in the erstwhile Soviet Union in Ukraine.  We have seen these two major 

nuclear accidents.  We have seen the damage that was done because of the accidents.  

We cannot compare the accidents of nuclear power plants with other industrial 

accidents.  We have witnessed Bhopal gas disaster. 

 

17.00 hrs. 

Today also people are suffering.  Only on last Friday, 500 gas victims came to 

Delhi, and I took the delegation to the hon. Speaker.  One 70 year old lady could not 

stay here.  The third generation is also suffering from various ailments today also after 

26 years.   

 In clause 6, a cap has been imposed on compensation.  What is the basis of 

arriving at such an amount?  I would like to know whether it is on the basis of Vienna 

Convention. The IAEA Handbook on Nuclear Law clearly states: 
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“The minimum liability amount under the revised Vienna Convention is 
300 million Special Drawing Rights (SDRs) of the International 
Monetary Fund.” 

 

In another place, the same IAEA Handbook again says:  

 

“The nuclear liability conventions require that the operator, if liable 
without limitation, provide financial security up to an amount that is at 
least equal to the minimum liability amount under the convention in 
question: 300 million SDRs under the revised Vienna Convention.” 

 

 This 300 million SDR amount mentioned in Vienna Convention is not a ceiling; 

it is floor!  You compare this liability amount with the liability amount fixed by other 

countries like South Korea or Sweden, Japan, Russia, Germany where there is no cap.  

They were insisting for absolving the equipment supplier of their liabilities of 11.9 

billion dollars.  You have seen, when there was oil spill in the Bay of Mexico, 

President Obama imposed a compensation of Rs 90,000 crore, that is $20 billion on 

BP.  What are we doing with UCC or Dow Chemicals?  Dow Chemicals, who are 

now the real owner of UCC, are getting out and they are not taking the responsibility 

of clearing the poisonous toxic waste in Bhopal.  The Government of India is quite 

helpless.  Then why there should be a cap?   

 I have tabled an amendment that there should not be a cap.  In case of SDR and 

in case of operator’s liability it should be Rs. 10,000 crore.  Why should it be Rs. 

1500 crore?  In the original Bill, it was kept at Rs. 500 crore.  When the Standing 

Committee recommended for increasing it to Rs. 1500 crore, they have increased the 

amount to Rs. 1500 crore.  But, why it should be Rs. 1500 crore?  If the reactor is 

more than 10 MW reactor, the compensation for accident should be Rs. 10,000 crore.  

The Government should accept my amendment. 

 Although the Minister has circulated an official amendment, it is quite 

surprising when the Government agreed to amend Clause 17.  
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 When the original Clause was amended further and when there was a 

suggestion in the Standing Committee for strengthening Clause 17, what the 

Government did surreptitiously was that they added one word ‘and’, and this 

particular word ‘and’ changed the entire meaning of that Clause.  When there was hue 

and cry, uproar outside Parliament, then the Government removed the word ‘and’ and 

put another word ‘intent’ which further weakened that Clause.  If that word ‘intent’ 

remains in that Clause, how can anybody prove the intent of the supplier?  What is the 

intent of the Government? It is to indemnify the supplier from the very beginning.  

This is because of the pressure from outside the country. 

 What was there in Clause 17 (b) of the Bill recommended by the Standing 

Committee?  It says: 

“The nuclear incident has resulted from the consequence of latent or 
patent defect, supply of sub-standard material, defective equipment, 
design or services from gross negligence on the part of the supplier of 
the material, equipment, design or services; … ” 
 

This was the recommendation of the Standing Committee.   

 Then, when the word ‘and’ was added at the last minute to Clause 17 in the 

recommendation of the Standing Committee, one does not know how it had been done.  

The Chairman, Rajya Sabha has ordered for an enquiry as to how this particular word 

was added to change the meaning of the entire Clause, which makes the liability on 

the part of the supplier contingent upon to prove that it was consequence of an act 

done with intent to cause nuclear damage.  
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17.08 hrs. 

(Shri Inder Singh Namdhari in the Chair) 

 

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, if this is accepted, then it will become impossible to ascribe 

liability on the supplier.  We would like to know how and why the Government is 

under pressure in amending one after another in order to absolve the supplier of the 

equipment.  The Minister should clarify this point. 

 Then, another amendment has been moved by the Minister – it is an official 

amendment – to Clause 46.  It was very categorically recommended by the Standing 

Committee.  Under the present Atomic Energy Act, only the Government company or 

the public sector company can undertake the operation of nuclear power plant. 

So, no private company can enter into this field. So, it was categorically stated 

that there will be no private company.  But the Government has moved an amendment 

in clause 7 itself, which says:  

“Provided that the Central Government by notification assume full 
liability for a nuclear installation not operated by it if it is of opinion 
that it is necessary in pubic interest. ” 

  

 Why is this amendment being  moved by the Government? The main intention 

is this. After it would be enacted, then the Government would move to amend the 

Atomic Energy Act to allow the private sector in nuclear power generation. By 

allowing private sector in nuclear power generation, they have cleverly kept the 

operator’s liability a low amount and being subsidized by the Government.  Why 

should there be two separate compensation amounts? One is SDR and the other is 

Operator’s liability. Why should there not be one amount for the operator and the 

supplier? 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Achariaji,  please listen to me also.  There is a constraint of time. 

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA :  I am concluding.  I am  on my last point now.  

 In the Statement of Objects and Reasons, the intent of the Government is very 

much clear.  They are talking of the intent. What is the intent of the Government? 
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They have mentioned about three Conventions – Vienna Convention; Paris 

Convention; and the Convention on Supplementary Compensation.  Now, the US is 

forcing us to join the Convention on Supplementary Compensation. Why?  Thirteen 

countries have joined but only four countries have ratified the Convention on 

Supplementary Compensation.  Unless the number of countries ratify this Convention, 

it would not be entered into force. That is why the US is pressurizing our country to 

join and ratify this Convention.  

 As per Vienna Convention,  the suppliers are protected. In order to provide 

protection to the supplier, the Government’s intention is to join the Convention on 

Supplementary Compensation.  The Government should not join any of the 

Conventions because we would not be the gainers by joining this Convention under 

the US pressure. We would not be the gainer; we would not have the access to any 

international fund.  This has been stated in the Statement of Objects and Reasons. 

 Therefore, I demand that the cap, which has been put in the Bill in regard to 

payment of compensation should be removed.   

 With these words, I conclude.  
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SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I stand here to deliberate on 

the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010. 

   It seems the euphoria generated by the end of India’s nuclear isolation has 

evaporated. It seems the nuclear establishment is satisfied with getting NSG clearance 

only to get badly needed fuel for our present nuclear power plants and enable them to 

import nuclear fuel.  

 We were told that a goal was laid to have 20 GW of nuclear power by 2020 

and a further 25 GW, post the Indo-US nuclear deal. To achieve this from the present 

level of 4.6 GW from 19 smaller reactors, it would need a financial investment of 

some Rs.3,65,000 crore. Each plant of 1000 MW costs approximately Rs.9,000 crore 

and takes five to seven years to construct. This shows the gigantic scale of the task 

ahead. Can the Government and the public sector NPCIL alone, deliver this, and do 

you have sufficient financial and technical resources to do so? It is doubtful. 

 We want nuclear energy but need foreign help for it. Foreigners are now 

willing to sell us whatever it takes to build nuclear power plants. But there is a 

problem. What if the nuclear power facility blows up as in Chernobyl in 1986 or 

develops a leak as in Three Mile Island in 1980. We would like to have a liability law. 

The Government has come out with this Bill, which has undergone various changes 

and will also be amended here again. The compensation is being increased from 

Rs.500 crore to Rs.1500 crore. But the suppliers’ liability is still a matter of concern. I 

would like to know from the Government whether we have an agreement with Russia 

containing this clause. If not, then will it not be discriminatory? The USA has 

developed relationship with us not merely for strategic reasons but also to ensure a 

revival of its nuclear energy industry which has been in doldrums since 1973. Let us 

accept this. 

 The most confused and controversial issue is that of restricting suppliers’ 

liability. Some have argued here that this will allow foreign firms to get away with 

murder in case their components are responsible for an accident. This is simply false. 

If a nuclear supplier is guilty of direct responsibility for such an accident, it can be 
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sued for damages on the basis of existing product liability laws and the Law of Torts, 

embodied in numerous Supreme Court judgements. This is completely separate and 

different from the compensation provided by nuclear liability norms. A victim of a 

nuclear accident needs to be provided compensation under both product liability and 

nuclear liability. Here, of course, is the crux. He can be compensated under product 

liability if it can be proved that a supplier, operator was directly responsible for the 

accident. Nuclear liability does not care who is responsible for the accident. It is 

similar to an ex-gratia payment, and it seeks only to provide speedy compensation to 

a victim. 

 The international norm is to fix this compensation on the reactor operator. 

Suppliers are not responsible because a single reactor can have thousands of 

component providers and given the life cycle of a reactor, many of these suppliers 

may no longer exist. I would suggest that the suppliers’ liability should be part of 

normal product liability, which is about compensation on the basis of fault.  

 It is not part of nuclear liability which is about compensation regardless of 

fault. I am of the opinion that without private sector involvement, both Indian and 

foreign, the ambitious nuclear power targets cannot be met. Allowing foreign 

companies to participate in this sector will bring in additional finance, technology and 

operational experience. It will expose NPCIL to competition and stimulate it to 

remain competitive. Safety and security as well as liability issues should be applied 

uniformly to all power plants. The NPCIL should have to stand on its own feet and 

not depend on Government subsidies or bail-outs.  
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For healthy growth of nuclear power sector in the new international 

dispensation, there should be minimum barriers to entry by private players and an 

efficient regulatory system that balances the interests of producer and consumers. We 

are far from this. Another major compromise the Government has agreed to is to keep 

private firms like L&T and Tatas out of the reckoning for running nuclear power 

plants. These will thus be run only by the Government or Government owned 

companies. That is a good starting point. But as time goes by, it may become 

necessary to take private players on board to meet the target, which Government 

agencies may find too ambitious to meet on their own. I am reminded here that the 

Atomic Energy Act prescribes that a company in which not less than 51 per cent of 

the paid up share capital is held by the Central Government can operate nuclear 

stations. This keeps the prospect of joint venture between private and Government 

companies provided that the Government holds the majority stake. It is a different 

matter that the Government has not announced any plans for forming such joint 

venture companies, but the option of doing so in future is always there with the 

Government and the amendment that is circulated amply demonstrates it in serial 

number two. I need not go into the details because of paucity of time. 

I would like to draw the attention of the House towards Section 46 at Page 13 

of the Bill. Section 46 says that the provision of this Act shall be in addition to and 

not in derogation of any other law for the time being in force and nothing contained 

herein shall exempt the operator from any proceedings, which might, apart from this 

Act, be instituted against such operator. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : There is a paucity of time. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB : We are dealing with nuclear energy and I am dealing with the 

Bill. I am not talking on anything else. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude now because you have given the salient points. 
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SHRI B. MAHTAB : I am dealing with the provisions of the Bill. 

 As such, no fault compensation should be in addition to what is due under the 

extant law. Whether this squares with Section 35, which rules out a civil court from 

having jurisdiction over any matter in which the Claims Commissioner under the 

proposed law has jurisdiction is far from clear. Laws need to be rid of fuzziness, not 

just of partisan politicking.  

The issues, therefore, are: 

(a) The liability cap on the operator may be inadequate to punish victims in the 

event of a major nuclear disaster; 

(b) may block India’s access to an international pool of funds; and 

(c) is low compared to some other countries. 

Further, when the extent of environmental damage and consequent economic laws 

will be notified by the Government, this might create a conflict of interest in cases 

where the Government is also the party liable to pay compensation. 

   The right of recourse against the supplier provided by the Bill is not compliant 

with international agreements the Government may wish to sign. As I had stated 

earlier, though the Bill allows the operators and suppliers to be liable under other laws, 

it is not clear which other laws will be applicable. Different interpretations by courts 

may constrict or unduly expand the scope of such a provision. 

 Sir, I have read somewhere that limiting nuclear liability may affect safety 

standards. Once the liability of the operator is capped as this Bill states, and the 

nuclear damage exceeds this amount, the Government is liable to compensate victims 

subject to the cap. A higher insurance cover implies higher electricity costs. 

Calculations indicate that the electricity cost would go up. 

 Clause 17 of the Bill permits the operator to take recourse against the supplier. 

This may be an impediment if we want to join international agreements on civil 

liability for nuclear damage. Most countries do not provide for a right of recourse 

against suppliers of nuclear material. South Korea and Japan provide for recourse 
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against suppliers, but they are not party to the conventions like Vienna Convention of 

1963 and Paris Convention of 1961.  

 Under clause 18, claims for compensation can be filed within ten years of the 

date of notification of a nuclear incident. This may be inadequate in cases where the 

effects of radiation are discovered after a substantial period of time. In some cases, the 

effects of damage may also be discovered only in the next generation of those 

exposed to the nuclear radiations. Some countries provide for a period greater than ten 

years for claiming compensation. Germany has it more than ten years. South Korea 

has for loss of life and injury - within 30 years; the Netherlands have for damage to 

persons - within 30 years; Romania for loss of life and injury - within 30 years; but 

we have restricted ourselves to ten years.  

 In clauses 5 and 46, the Bill does not clearly define what type of law will be 

applicable. Differing interpretations by courts, as I had stated earlier, will lead to 

confusion. Compensation to be paid by an operator under this Bill …. 

MR. CHAIRMAN :  Please conclude now. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB : Sir, I need another two minutes. 

 We have Environment Protection Act, 1986. There, the penalty is 

imprisonment for up to five years. We have Water Act, 1974 and we have Air Act, 

1981. There, the penalties are imprisonment for up to six years and fine. We have 

Indian Penal Code, 1860 which prescribes imprisonment and fine for offences such as 

criminal negligence, public nuisance and culpable homicide. We have general 

principle of liability in law of torts where compensation to the extent of damage 

caused and exemplary damages can also be awarded as it is there in the law.  

 Before concluding, I would like to say that the need for sufficient power 

generation cannot be over-stressed. So far, foreign suppliers were reluctant to do 

business with us in the absence of a well defined liability law. Now this stumbling 

block is more or less out of the way. Many countries require operators to provide 

financial security. This usually helps cover the operator’s liability in the event of an 

incident. In this respect, the US system is somewhat unique. 

sahani
contd by U3



25.08.2010  
  

159

In addition to insurance, the law in the United States requires compulsory contribution 

by each operator … (Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, the time is fixed for passing the Bill. Therefore, please 

conclude your speech. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI B. MAHTAB : Sir, allow me to mention two more sentences. 

SHRI ARJUN CHARAN SETHI (BHADRAK): Sir, he is concluding. … 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: He is concluding. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI B. MAHTAB : Sir, it is only with your permission that I can conclude. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, please conclude in one minute.  

SHRI B. MAHTAB : I am mentioning here the last point. It is about the United States 

insurance. In addition to insurance, the law in the United States requires compulsory 

contribution by each operator to a special fund. This fund, established under the Price-

Anderson Act, can be used for additional compensation. The current estimates put the 

fund at around US $ 11.9 billion. Currently, in India, there is no law governing 

nuclear event liability. This is set to change with the introduction of the civil liability 

for nuclear damage, and this change is for the better.  

           

 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The next speaker is Shri Adhalrao Patil Shivaji. I am giving you 

five minutes time to speak. 
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SHRI ADHALRAO PATIL SHIVAJI (SHIRUR): Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Sir. 

Thank you for giving me an opportunity to speak on this very important Bill, namely, 

Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010. 

 A lot of hon. Members have spoken about whether we need nuclear energy or 

not. There is no doubt, looking at the country’s growth and power requirement, that 

we do really need nuclear energy. But while considering this, we must also think 

about the security and safety of the nuclear field. 

 This Bill was originally referred to the Standing Committee on Science and 

Technology for its report, and the Standing Committee has recommended certain 

amendments to the Bill keeping in view the national importance of this Bill. However, 

the Government has come out with a different version of the Bill before the House 

setting aside the amendments suggested by the Standing Committee.  

 The Committee’s draft had provided for supplier liability under clause 17 (b) in 

the case of latent or patent defect or sub-standard material or defective equipment or 

gross negligence and clearly making supplier liable for the above acts. However, I fail 

to understand this. Why is the Government bent upon to save the suppliers from the 

acts of negligence and other acts suggested by the Standing Committee by 

deliberately adding the word ‘intent’ to clause 17 (c), which talks about suppliers 

liability implying that supplier will not be liable for an accident unless there was an 

intent on his part to cause it.  

 It is very surprising that the same word ‘intent’ has been brought in again 

though the Committee had rejected the suggestion outright at the time of 

consideration of the issue. This new word, which has been brought in, substantially 

nullifies the supplier’s responsibility. What is more shocking is that the victim will 

have to prove that the producer or the operator supplied defective items before they 

can get any compensation. 
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 Strict liability means that the victim is relieved from proving fault. This 

simplifies the litigation process removing any obstacles, especially, such as might 

exist with the burden of proof given the complexity of nuclear science. In layman’s 

terms, strict liability means that the claimant does not need to prove how an accident 

occurred.  

 The Standing Committee also recommended the insertion of the word ‘and’ 

between the two clauses of 17 (a) and (b), which makes it mandatory for the operator 

to enter into an agreement with the supplier for claiming any liability from the later.  

 However, subsequently, this ‘and’ between Clause 17 (a) and (b) has also been 

dropped which clearly shows the Government’s intent, to let suppliers off the hook. 

These existing provisions are neither practical nor implementable and need to be 

amended keeping in view the recommendations of the Standing Committee which 

arrived at the conclusion after a thorough examination of the Bill. I urge upon the 

Government to look into the matter seriously and bring necessary amendments to the 

Bill on the lines of the Report of the Standing Committee. 

 I oppose the Bill in its present form as most of the Members have taken 

objection to Clause 17 (b) and (c). I request the Government to consider and amend 

this clause 17 (b) and (c).   

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF WATER 

RESOURCES (SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL): Sir, I would request you to 

kindly postpone the Half-an-Hour discussion matter that is listed as the last item in 

today’s list of business at Item No. 24.  

MR. CHAIRMAN : If the House agrees, it may be postponed. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB : My only concern is that it belongs to our Party which had given 

this notice. 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: We can take it up at any other time which the 

hon. Speaker may fix. We will have it at any other time which the hon. Speaker may 

fix. But my only request is for today, we may postpone that and let us continue with 

this discussion. 
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SHRI B. MAHTAB : My only concern is it should be taken up in this Session itself. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: It is accepted. 
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SHRIMATI SUPRIYA SULE (BARAMATI): I stand here on behalf of my Party in 

support of the Civil Nuclear Liability Bill. I am very proud to say that I come from a 

State which has the first nuclear reactor in this country which today also generates 

1400 MW of electricity for Maharashtra. Under the leadership of Shri Vikram 

Sarabhai and Homibabha, Tarapur started this and today we have six other reactors 

which are doing exemplary work.  

 Today our nation which is absolutely in the robust growth, it is an energy-

hungry nation today. We definitely need technologies. I think this entire debate today 

is focused on the electricity deficit we have. A lot of numbers country-wide have been 

given. To give you a little example of my State, today Maharashtra has a deficit of 

5000 MW. There are schools, there are health issues and there are development 

projects which are all held back purely because the engine to development today is 

electricity and that is where our nation lags. So, I think we are all very concerned 

about electricity and this entire Bill has to be pushed through because we need the 

electricity for the growth of the country.  

 Today even if you notice why are we looking at this particular Bill, my 

colleagues who all spoke earlier have talked about natural resources which are going 

to die down, today environment is probably one of the hottest and most fashionable 

thing everybody is talking about, and you see so many projects getting delayed. Even 

the Power Ministry today in the State I come from has six mega-projects which are 

held up because of environmental clearances. What is the next option for us? The next 

option is this power. 

 If you look at France, half of energy or nearly 75 per cent of energy comes 

from this energy; in Slovakia, it is 54 per cent; US, though it talks a lot about it, yet 

does have 20 per cent. So, what option do we have, but to turn to this energy? If you 

notice, we need a domestic legislation. I remember looking at a very heated debate in 

this House when 123 Agreement was discussed. But this is a much friendlier debate. I 

think it is a much nicer atmosphere and we are telling the world that we are serious 

about our commitment of passing this and we are concerned about the people of this 
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country. We just debated the Bhopal Gas Tragedy. I think that was an alarming step 

because after 25 years, we are still talking about what the people have not got. I think 

we are proud to be a part of this Government which has put the damages and 

compensation on top of the agenda before committing anything to any country in this 

world.  

 At the international level, if you see, there are four instruments of nuclear 

liability: in 1960, the Paris Convention; in 1963, the Vienna Convention; in 1997, the 

Protocol to amend the Vienna Convention; and in 1997, the Convention on 

Supplementary Compensation. I think the whole of idea of bringing this is to have a 

domestic legislation which is our own to protect our people I do not think it has got 

anything to do with any other country, as many of the speakers earlier have said. The 

Bill addresses the most critical issues, which is the cap, which is the level of 

compensation, which is taken up. 

 I think what hon. Jaswant Singhji said in his speech was absolutely true. There 

is no value that can be attached to any life. Nobody wants an accident and nobody can 

predict an accident. But these things do happen sometimes. They have happened in 

various countries but not in the last 20 years. For sure, we must take care of it. In that 

case, we have taken the notch to Rs.1500 crore. And that is not a cap. It can be taken 

ahead, if the Government intervenes. So, let us not get tied down with the Rs.1500 

crore mark.  

 The second point which has been taken is denoting the responsibility of 

specific parties. There is this whole debate of operators and suppliers going on. I do 

not think anybody is going to be left out. Whoever is liable for the disaster will 

definitely pay for it. At the same, let us not make it so stringent that people would get 

scared to invest. It is not only about foreigners. What makes you think we are only 

going to be buyers? With good technology coming, maybe in the next twenty years 

India would be a major player in the nuclear game and we would be supplying to 

other countries. We must keep that as an option.  
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 We are even looking at setting numeric powers for liability insurance. I think 

insurance is something which is addressed. I am thankful to the hon. Minister who has 

covered all these points. One more point is about creating authoritative bodies to 

assess claims. There is the Nuclear Damage Claims Commission, the Atomic Energy 

Regulatory Board, and the Nuclear Liability Fund, which is going to be very critical 

in distribution of compensation under the Bill.  

 The Nuclear Damage Claims Commission, in the Atomic Energy Act as well 

as the Environment Protection Public Liability Insurance Act today have no 

jurisdiction over accidents caused by radioactivity and I think the environmental 

impact.  

 Today, if you notice, we are going to set up nuclear parks. There are going to 

be six nuclear parks all over the country. In the State where I come from is a place 

called Jaipur which is going to have six nuclear reactors. Today there is no protection 

for it. You would be surprised but there are a lot of issues about land acquisition in 

this area. Unless we protect our people, give them the confidence, none of these 

projects are going to take off. So, we have to definitely consider this, put this entire 

Bill in place which gives the confidence to the people of this country that these 

projects are coming in their interest, for their electricity supply, and if at all something 

worst happens in the form of an accident, which nobody wants, they will always be 

protected and their generations will be protected.  

 Nuclear commerce is extremely critical for India. Today we talk about robust 

growth. Robust nuclear programmes are very critical for us to produce energy, to 

develop India’s health research, technology, advancement in India’s space 

programmes and stimulate global interest and investments in India. I think   we need a 

balanced and timely and adequate compensation development programme and we 

have to build a globally competitive nuclear industry for our country and make all of 

us proud and be serious global players as a part of the Nuclear Suppliers Group.  
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DR. M. THAMBIDURAI (KARUR): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I rise to put forward my 

Party’s views on the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010 brought forward 

by the hon. Union Minister Shri Prithviraj Chavan.  

 Primarily the Bill is supposed to provide liability for compensation for any 

damage that a nuclear installation may cause to the civilians. This Bill also provides 

for establishment of Nuclear Damage Claims Commission and also make the 

appointment of Claims Commissioner. During the normal circumstances the liability 

clause would not have caused so much objection or resistance. But, since this is going 

to be a nuclear installation and since the suppliers are going to be foreign countries, 

there is so much importance being given to this aspect, especially when the Bhopal 

gas tragedy is still alive in our mind.  

 We cannot imagine the level of damage a nuclear accident can cause. The main 

objection to the Bill was to Clauses 7(1) and 17(B). These are the things most of the 

Members have raised. Actually, earlier the Government wanted to introduce the Bill 

but it was delayed because of the apprehensions expressed by many Members. 

Because of that delay, so many changes have taken place in the Bill. The Government 

has already proposed 18 amendments to this Bill. That shows that the Government is 

willing to consider the views of the Members and it has no objection to their views.  

 My second point is related to compensation. Some hon. Members have said 

that people will suffer but nobody will be there to get them the compensation. Safety 

is very important. The Government must give importance to the safety aspect.  

 That is why, the Bill contain many stringent clauses concerning suppliers and 

operators. In Tamil Nadu, we have two facilities – Kalpakkam is already functioning 

as a Nuclear  Energy Power Station and Koodankulam is going to start its functioning 

and efforts are being made in that direction. In the meanwhile, there is apprehension 

among the people as to whether it would cause damage to the public. Therefore, this 

aspect should to be dispelled by the Government.  

 Three apprehensions have been raised by most of the Members. One is that due 

to the US pressure, the Government is bringing the Bill. We must not yield to the 
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pressure.  This aspect too should be cleared by the Government. There must not be 

any impression credited, that our country is bowing to any pressure from any other 

country. This is a very important aspect, which has to be cleared.  

 When the US companies are coming forward to install the nuclear plants here, 

we have to be very careful from the suppliers point of view also. I am saying not only 

of the US, but of other countries also.  

Regarding the  compensation cap, the Government has increased the cap from 

Rs.500 crore to Rs.1,500crore but many hon. Members have stated that there should 

not be any cap because in many countries, they are not insisting on the cap. Therefore, 

that cap can be removed.  This is one of our suggestions.  

Regarding the intention, about which many hon. Members have raised doubts, 

I do not want to go into that further. The Government must definitely have good 

intention to see that the Bill considers all the suggestions made by the hon. Members 

and the Government must take all the precautionary measures to ensure that safety of 

the civilians in the country is taken care of.  
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gÉÉÒ xÉÉàÉÉ xÉÉMÉä¶´É® ®É´É (JÉààÉÉàÉ): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä nÚ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] nä¶É àÉå ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA =ºÉxÉä iÉÉÒxÉ nä¶ÉÉå +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ, ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® |ÉEÉÆºÉ BÉEÉ 

SÉªÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ABÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cÖA nÉä <¶ªÉÚWÉ ®äWÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä* =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉäãÉ 

¤Éäºb {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉä àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ¤ÉÉvÉÉ {ÉªÉÇ´ÉÉ®hÉ ÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ®åºÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* +ÉMÉ® näJÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÉÊnxÉ 

iÉBÉE ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ BÉEÉäãÉ ¤Éäºb {ÉÉ´É® |ÉÉäbBÉD¶ÉxÉ SÉÉÒxÉ àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ BÉÖEãÉ U& ãÉÉJÉ àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] 

ºÉä =i{ÉxxÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ BÉÖEãÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ 1,35,000 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] cè, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå BÉÖEU cÉ<bãÉ +ÉÉè® MÉèºÉ 

ºÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ cé* BÉEÉäãÉ BÉEÉä 

´ÉÉÉË¶ÉMÉ ]äBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉBÉE® +ÉÉè® {ÉªÉÇ´ÉÉ®hÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÆ]ÅÉäãÉ BÉE®BÉEä càÉ =ºÉ ´ÉÉÉË¶ÉMÉ ]äBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉäãÉ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® 

{É® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* càÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä cÉ<ÇbãÉ ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä ]è{É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ªÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE 

ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä nºÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉ<bãÉ ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ]è{É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* cÉ<bãÉ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ 

àÉÖBÉDiÉ cÉäiÉä cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä <ºÉ {É® VªÉÉnÉ vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉä àÉå ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <iÉxÉÉÒ VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè, VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ 

{ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä +ÉxªÉ ºÉÉäºÉæWÉ £ÉÉÒ cé* càÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä ]è{É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉä càÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ÉÊàÉãÉBÉE® xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé iÉÉä =xÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉ +ÉÉ{É <¶ªÉÚ 

näJÉå ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® VÉxÉä®¶ÉxÉ BÉE®ÉÒ¤É 1 ãÉÉJÉ 63 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] cè, |ÉEÉÆºÉ àÉå 63,130 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] cè* 

<ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ àÉå 22693 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ 46832 

àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* <ºÉàÉå àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ {ÉEèBÉD]® ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ nä¶É àÉå 

xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ ºÉä VÉÉä càÉ ÉÊ®ABÉD]® +ÉÉªÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, =xÉàÉå +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ, 

®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® |ÉEÉÆºÉ cé* =xÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{É®ä]® ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ +ÉÉè® MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ näJÉå iÉÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ VªÉÉnÉ cè* 

+ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå +ÉÉ{É®ä]® BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ 11,900 ÉÊàÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ BÉEÉÒ cè* |ÉEÉÆºÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ 861 ÉÊàÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ BÉEÉÒ 

ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cè* ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ +ÉxÉÉÊãÉÉÊàÉ]äb cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE ABÉDºÉÉÒbå] cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå 

BÉE<Ç àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä ªÉcÉÆ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè*   <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ <xÉ iÉÉÒxÉÉå nä¶ÉÉå àÉå +ÉºÉÉÒÉÊàÉiÉ 

cè* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ {ÉÚUxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ VÉ¤É =xÉ nä¶ÉÉå àÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cè iÉÉä +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É àÉå ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® BÉEÉÒ 

ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ =ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ cè, ªÉc àÉÉÆMÉ càÉ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé? =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ 

VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉì{É®ä]® +ÉÉè® ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® nÉäxÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ cè? ÉÊVÉºÉ nä¶É ºÉä càÉ ÉÊ®ABÉD]ºÉÇ <à{ÉÉä]Ç 

BÉE® ®cä cé =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 
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  nÚºÉ®É, °ôºÉ àÉå  we are already having a dispute.  âóºÉ àÉå {ÉcãÉä ºÉä cÉÒ AxÉ]ÉÒ{ÉÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ 

{ÉÉ´É®-{ãÉÉÆ] näxÉä àÉå ÉÊbº{ªÉÚ] cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ ÉÊbº{ªÉÚ] BÉEÉä +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE càÉ BÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉA cé* ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉDªÉÉå càÉ 

xªÉÚBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® àÉå =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉ ®cä cé, <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉ´É®-cÆOÉÉÒ cè, 

AxÉVÉÉÔ cÆOÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä {ÉÚEb cÆOÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ nä¶É àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ cé - {ÉcãÉä =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉÉäSÉå* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉä®É 

BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ <¶ªÉÚ BÉEÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® ÉÊ{ÉE® ºÉä näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ {ÉÉ´É®-{ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ ãÉMÉå, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

ãÉéb-ABÉD´ÉÉÒÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ ]É<àÉ {É® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉä*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

MR. CHAIRMAN :  These are not to be recorded. 

(Interruptions) …∗ 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please address the Chair. 

gÉÉÒ xÉÉàÉÉ xÉÉMÉä¶´É® ®É´É : ºÉ®, càÉ ªÉcÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä <à{ÉÉä]ç] {ÉEèBÉD]ºÉÇ cé ´Éä ÉÊàÉºÉ cÉä MÉªÉä cé, ÉÊVÉºÉ 

BÉEÆ]ÅÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊ®ABÉD]ºÉÇ <à{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE® ®cä cé, =ºÉ BÉEÆ]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ =ºÉàÉå ãÉäxÉÉÒ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® àÉå àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ®ABÉD]ºÉÇ <à{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE® ®cä cé, =ºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ABÉDºÉÉÒbå] 

cÉäiÉä cé, =xcå |ÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÔ BÉE´É® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc +ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ cè, BÉEcBÉE®, iÉÖ®ÆiÉ ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® +É{ÉxÉä cÉlÉ vÉÉä ãÉäMÉÉ, 

ªÉc xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè +ÉÉè® <xÉ ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉä BÉEÆºÉã] BÉE®iÉä cÖA cÉÒ càÉå BÉEnàÉ +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ <¶ªÉÚ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA =nÉc®hÉ cè* ªÉc ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉå BÉEÆºÉã] BÉE®iÉä cÖA +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä 

¤ÉfÃxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉä <ºÉ {É® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

       

 

 

 

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA (GHATAL): Sir, I rise to express my deep 

apprehension, deep misgivings and deep concerns at the massive programme of 

nuclear power generation in the country. 

 I have my misgivings, but that does not mean that I am not Indian. I feel that 

the country is hungry – hungry for power because there is no power and hungry 

because there is no food. Therefore, the question of meeting the demand of power is 

an utmost important national priority. 

 But the issue is nuclear power development is extremely costly. I am limiting 

my points. The Government has not calculated the total cost involved in the 

generation of nuclear power and import of 40 reactors from America. Whether a 

country like India can afford this and whether a poor country like India can afford this 

– that is the biggest question; without going into the economics of this, it is difficult to 

come to a conclusion.  

 Secondly, I do not believe that nuclear power is the only alternative for India. 

What is the coal deposit? We cannot say how much of coal is deposited in India 

because exploration has not been completed in India even today. So, nobody can say 

what is the actual total coal deposit in the country. Nobody has calculated the strength 

of hydro-electric power. So, without making a scientific assessment about the power 

potential the country is having, it is a myth and it is dubious to say that if we have to 

meet the power-hunger, we have to depend on nuclear power generation. It is a 

scientific myth; it should not try to impose upon the House to get this Bill passed. 

 Thirdly, there is a strong view; and the view is not the political view; the view 

is of the scientists.   

The scientists’ view is that excessive emphasis on nuclear power generation 

may undermine the development of Thorium power generation in the country.  That is 

also equally important.  I have always a feeling that sometimes Government becomes 

too-much one-point-centric programme.  Government becomes too much obsessed 

with one particular consideration.  I do not say that it is a political consideration.  It is 

parthasarathy
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for the Government to clarify.  But it is sometimes one-point obsession that leads to 

the country to a different direction than it should go. 

 Why this unusual hurry?  I do not connect it to the visit of Obama.  I am not 

connecting it.  Somebody may do it.  I may not agree.  Why this unusual hurry?  Why 

we could not have discussed it a little more?  This unusual hurry arises not out of 

political patience and prudence but out of political compulsion. What is the political 

compulsion only the Government can clarify?   

 We are placing the order with America.  I have no objection.  I have no doubt.  

America can supply us.  But let us believe that the American reactor industry is 

having no order for the last 35 years.  Therefore, if somebody makes 1 + 1 = 2, what 

is the answer?  Are we coming to the help of the order-starved reactor industry of 

America?  I do not know.  I want the answer.  Somehow, there is an inter-connection 

and whether this inter-connection has moved this Government so swiftly, I am not to 

make conclusion.  Conclusion should be drawn by the people, by the history and by 

the posterity.  I can only raise my resenting voice, dissenting voice and a voice to 

express concern for the people; not to be dubbed as anti-national but to be dubbed as 

pro-Indian who believes that India’s development depends on a correct technological 

strategy and economic programme. 

 I would not comment about Obama’s visit.  It may be co-incidental, accidental 

or incidental, I do not know!  I do not know if this hurrying up, pushing up has 

something to do with the visit of a dignitary.  He is welcomed to India.  He is an 

elected President of America.  We have a deep love and feeling for the country of 

Lincoln.  Therefore, I am not connecting but somehow this unusual hurry makes 

people apprehensive.  I do not say that I am suspicious but I am saying apprehensive. 

 Sir, there is also a legal opinion.  The Supreme Court has said that the 

enterprise is strictly and absolutely liable to compensate all those who are affected by 

the accident and such liability is not subject to any of the exceptions which operate 

vis-à-vis the principle of strict liability.  Therefore, I do not know whether any 
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additional law was necessary.  I am only saying that these are the mis-givings in the 

minds of the people including me.  It is for the Government to come clear. 

 If despite this pronouncement of the Supreme Court, there is a law, I have no 

objection.  “Adhikantu na doshaya”   Let there be something more.  But, there is a big 

‘but’.  Shri Chavan has circulated an amendment: “The nuclear incident has resulted 

from the act of commission or omission of an individual done with the inent….”.  Sir, 

‘intent’ is a word which is ambiguous.  We are passing this law.  We are subject to 

judicial scrutiny.  If in the body of the law there is ‘intent’, how to prove the intent?  It 

is a psychological question.  How to establish the intent?  Therefore, by introducing 

this word ‘intent’ we make ourselves vulnerable to judicial pronouncements which 

may embarrass the Parliament.    

 

18.00 hrs. 

 

Therefore, the point is this ‘intent’ is a word which can be explained in a 

different way, I do not know.  I only say that the Government has discussed it with 

everybody.  I know it.  I heard the speech of my friend, Shri Jaswantji, his maiden 

speech as a new member of BJP. 

MR. CHAIRMAN :  Hon. Members, it is 6 o’clock.  We can extend the House till this 

Bill is passed and thereafter ‘Zero Hour’ matters would be taken up.  I think, the House 

agrees. 

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: Yes. 

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA : I have listened to the speech of Mr. Jaswantji.  I 

must say I am not surprised.  I am thrilled at the left hand support that he has given to 

the Government.  It is good for the Government to have a support either from the right 

or from the left.  Even if it is a left handed support, it solves the paradoxical problem 

of numbers.  Therefore, it is good that has been done.  Therefore, at the end, may I say 

“ÉÊàÉªÉÉÆ ¤ÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ iÉÉä BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ BÉEÉVÉÉÒ?” ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

Rep133_3
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 I am also amused that the Government is having a heavy agenda today.  Along 

with nuclear liability, there is a legislative business for discussing the increase of 

pension and allowances of the Members.  Therefore, we have a very heavy agenda.  I 

do not want to take your time.  The Government has given both items together. 

      

 gÉÉÒ ¶É®n ªÉÉn´É (àÉvÉä{ÉÖ®É): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, ÉÊàÉªÉÉÆ ¤ÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ iÉÉä BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ BÉEÉVÉÉÒ* ªÉc +ÉSUÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ <xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉÒ cè, 

<ºÉàÉå ºÉÖvÉÉ® BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA*  
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 THE PRIME MINISTER (DR. MANMOHAN SINGH): Mr. Chairman, Sir, Shri 

Prithviraj Chavan, my colleague, in his introductory statement has covered a lot of 

territory. In the final reply to the debate, he will deal with many technical issues 

which have arisen in the debate.   

My purpose is rather limited.  I wish to state categorically that this Bill 

completes in a way our journey to end the nuclear apartheid which the world had 

imposed on India in the year 1974.  To say that this is being done to promote 

American interest and to help American Corporations, I think is far from being the 

truth.  As far as I am concerned, this is not the first time that I have been accused of 

doing such a thing.  I recall and Advaniji would recall in 1992, when I had presented 

the Budget of the Congress Government, the whole Opposition, with a few exceptions, 

rose to say that I should be impeached, that this Budget had been prepared in the 

United States.   

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, history will be a judge, what we did in 1991 and how it has 

contributed to what.  Shri Jaswant Singhji calls a resurgent and assertive India. I leave 

it to the people of this country to judge.  It is with this very motivation that our 

Government has tried to complete the journey towards ending the regime of nuclear 

apartheid.  To say that we have in a way compromised with India’s national interest 

would be a travesty of facts. 

 Without going into the details, I would once again assert that while we have 

pursued this Bill with determination, this process was started in 1999. When I looked 

at the old files of the Atomic Energy Commission, I found there was a lot of work 

done by our scientists, by our technologists.  They all came to the conclusion that 

India does need such a law. At that time we were not in power. But it is certainly true 

that when we came to power, in our discussions with the United States we signed a 

Memorandum of Understanding on the 10th of September in which we said we would 

bring such a Bill and enact such a law. This is not, in any way, contrary to India’s 

interest and the fact that it was stated in that memorandum was not certainly an act of 

anti-national intent as Shri Jaswant Singh tried to imply.  

rc
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Mr. Chairman, Sir, these are some of the brief comments that I wanted to make. 

About technical issues that have been raised, my colleague will reply. But I do agree 

with Shri Jaswant Singh that nuclear energy, utilisation of nuclear energy is a serious 

issue and that it can be misused. Therefore, I think, all actions leading to use of 

nuclear energy, I think, must be done with utmost care. His concern about nuclear 

safety is one which I fully share and I assure the House that we have an independent 

Atomic Energy Regulatory Board which is an independent entity. The fact that we 

have so many reactors, 40 reactors and that there has not been one single incident is a 

tribute to our scientists and technologists who man our nuclear facilities.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, even then I take note of the sentiment that we cannot rest 

on our laurels. We will do everything to strengthen the Atomic Energy Regulatory 

Board to ensure that safety concerns receive the attention that they must if we are to 

use nuclear power as a major source for generating and meeting India’s need for 

energy.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, a question has been raised whether nuclear power is a 

viable economic option. As of now, all the studies that I have seen done in the atomic 

energy establishments do state that beyond a certain distance from the coal mines 

nuclear energy is the preferred option even now. But technology is not constant. 

Technology is moving and moving fast enough. I cannot predict what the future holds 

for us but I would like that if the future does throw up the proposition that nuclear 

power is a viable option, then India should have the ability to make use of nuclear 

power. Development is not about fixing the technological framework. Development, 

in the final analysis, is an act of widening the development options that are open to 

the country and what our Government has done has created more opportunities, more 

options for India in future to meet its energy requirements.  

 It is of course certainly true that presently hydro power presents limited options. 

Coal also offers limited options insofar as the effect on climate change and carbon 

emissions are concerned. Therefore, nuclear power is an option which we should 

simply not ignore. What we have done, I think, enables India to enter into nuclear 
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commerce with other willing countries in order to widen its development options in 

meeting its energy requirements.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, with these words, I beg of this House to pass this Bill with 

unanimity.  
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SHRIMATI HARSIMRAT KAUR BADAL (BHATINDA):  Sir, at the time of 

signing the 123 Agreement, it was made evident that India would have to follow the 

terms of the Nuclear Suppliers Group which entailed a new Act to be enacted where 

nuclear vendors selling reactors to India would be immune from any liability.  

 

18.10 hrs. 

(Dr. M. Thambidurai in the Chair) 

           It seems that in its present form, the Bill that we are trying to pass today gives 

the impression of doing exactly this.  

 It totally indemnifies the supplier of nuclear plants and channelises the entire 

liability for a nuclear accident on to the operator of the plant and ensures that the 

supplier has no responsibility to share the safety concerns with the operator especially 

if they come to light after the equipment has been supplied.  Insulating the supplier 

from the responsibility means that once they have persuaded the operater on the 

quality of the equipment, they are not liable for any problems that may occur after that.   

 I feel that, by doing this, it will lead to greater risk where suppliers may, in 

order to keep their costs down and profits down, compromise on safety.  

Compromising on safety may lead to nuclear accident but the supplier will be 

absolved of any kind of liability according to this Bill in case any mishap occurs.  

  In clause 17 of the Bill which is regarding the Recourse against Suppliers, it 

seems to be designed with entirely suppliers priorities in mind.   By saying that the 

recovery of damage from the supplier will only be after the proof of the intent to 

cause damage is totally absurd because, first of all, anyone intending to cause damage 

ensures that their tracks are covered and no fingers point towards him.  Secondly, if 

the damage is already done, the purpose is achieved, then what is the use of then 

finding fault with him as he has already achieved his purpose?   I feel that this too 

needs to be changed.   

 Thirdly, clause 2 of the Bill says that the nuclear damage has to be notified by 

the Government.  Clause 6 says that the Government is the one that can increase the 
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overall cap after notification. The extent of the damages suffered will also be decided 

by the Government.  The Government will have to pay further amount if it exceeds 

Rs.1500 crores and at present, all nuclear plants are owned by the Government.  So, I 

think, there is a total conflict of interest where the Government decides everything, 

decides to notify and increase the cap and then the Government itself has to pay.   So, 

I think this clause also needs to be changed and an independent body should be given 

the responsibility of deciding all these points.  

 The main point that I would like to come to is, in case of nuclear disaster 

where the lives of people and property of this nation are concerned, there is no 

monetary liability that can match it, leave alone Rs. 1500 crores.  If you look at 

countries like Japan where for the same liability, it is 1.2 billion US dollars. They take 

it that Rs.1500 crores seems like a joke because Rs. 1500 crores today may be a lot of 

money but 20 years down the line, Rs. 1500 crores does not have that value and the 

population would be much more than today. Then will there be a body that will decide 

how this amount keeps increasing?  

 I would like to point out to you that a study was conducted by Sandia National 

Laboratory, a US based lab in 1982 on a nuclear plant called the Indian Point Nuclear 

Power Plant near New York.  They did a study that in the worst case scenario, what 

could be the worst damage?  In 1982, they found that just the property damage of the 

worst case scenario would amount to almost 274 billion to 314 billion US dollars. 

This is more than the entire budget of the Government today.  What I am trying to say 

is, in case of an accident, big or small, is the Government equipped to even pay this 

compensation that we are talking about in case the damages are so great?   

 When we talk about preparedness,  has the Government the means to give this 

compensation or not?  But  before that, I would like to come to the preparedness of 

this country for disasters.  Sir, there are floods, cyclones, tycoons, Tsunami, etc.   If 

we look at the preparedness of our country, we may find that not even the basic 

warning equipment is in place.  

Usha
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Forget mitigation, relief and rehabilitation, which come after the disaster, we 

do not even have the basic equipment to foresee these things, be it the Bhuj 

earthquake, be it the Leh cloud burst, be it the tsunami, be it the flood or drought. I 

would go to the extent of saying that today most of the municipalities in our country 

do not even have a fire brigade.  In case of a man-made fire incident, if we want to 

call up, we do not even get an answer on the phone for the fire brigade, leave alone 

the natural disasters.  Today, we do not have preparedness for these natural disasters.  

 In Delhi every child knew that in the coming monsoon season there was going 

to be dengue and there was going to be malaria.  I would like to know what was the 

preparedness of the Government.  Today, so many people are dying of dengue.  In 

spite of having hospitals, man-power and the logistics, the Government cannot 

function because it does not have the necessary works in place to avoid this.  So, this 

is the preparedness of our country and of our Government regarding the natural 

disasters.  So, the point that I would like to make is that when we are not prepared for 

natural disasters, man-made disasters, how are we prepared for nuclear disasters, 

which are of a huge scale, which we have not even begun to comprehend?   

Today, we are talking about nuclear power and nuclear fuel. There are various 

other things.  If we look at the Government of India’s statistics, the total installed 

capacity is 1,62,366 megawatt. … (Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN :  Please wind up. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRIMATI HARSIMRAT KAUR BADAL : I will cut it short and come to the point.   

 Today, there are many other renewable energy sources which do not carry 

these kinds of hazards.  There is untapped potential in our country in these things.   

 What about environment concerns?  Today, nuclear waste is so dangerous that 

it has become the biggest problem, not just in our country but in the entire world.  

Where are the environmentalists now?  The radio active waste can cause danger 

which lasts up to several million years.  There is no proper way of getting rid of this 
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nuclear waste.  Countries are pouring gallons of atomic nuclear waste into our 

rivers. … (Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: There are many Members who are yet to speak.  Please wind up.  

… (Interruptions) 

SHRIMATI HARSIMRAT KAUR BADAL : There are discharges from hundreds of 

plants the world over of radium and thorium which have lives of 1600 to 75,000 years.  

Did we even think of this? 

 The last point which I want to say is about the security of these nuclear things.  

Today, just eighty tones of plutonium can make 10,000 nuclear bombs.  How are we 

going to ensure security of all these things? Who is going to pay for ensuring the 

security of all these things? How can we ensure that it does not get proliferated and 

does not go into the wrong hands? … (Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please wind up. 

… (Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Nothing will go on record. 

(Interruptions) … ∗ 

SHRIMATI HARSIMRAT KAUR BADAL : While opposing this Bill in its present 

form, I would like to say that there is a mad rush to meet the deadline to please certain 

super powers.  We should remember that it is the slow and steady that wins the race.  

Absolute, stringent and high liability clauses must be put in place to ensure total 

responsibility of all concerned.  From A to Z, each one link of the chain must know 

what is his liability and what is his responsibility to ensure the safety of millions of 

people who have no say in this Bill, but who are going to be the worst sufferers of 

these disasters. 

 

  

                                                 
∗ Not recorded 
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bÉì. ®PÉÖ´ÉÆ¶É |ÉºÉÉn ÉËºÉc (´Éè¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ):  ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ,  VÉ¤É ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä <ºÉBÉEÉ 

£ÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ* ¤ÉÉÒVÉä{ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ãÉèÉÎ{ÉD]º]ÂºÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉäSÉèxÉ lÉä* £ÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå 

®è{ÉE® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉ{iÉÉc º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ xÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç {ÉEÉ<xÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ* ABÉE àÉ¶ÉcÚ® +ÉJÉ¤ÉÉ® àÉå U{ÉÉ ÉÊBÉE bÉÒãÉ cÉä 

MÉªÉÉÒ cè, xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ ¤ÉäBÉEºÉÚ® cÉä MÉªÉä cé iÉÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ JÉiàÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ* VÉ¤É +ÉJÉ¤ÉÉ® àÉå ªÉc JÉ¤É® U{ÉÉÒ iÉÉä 

ºÉnxÉ àÉå ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ =~É ÉÊBÉE bÉÒãÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè* nä¶É BÉEä c® BÉEÉäxÉä àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä MÉ<Ç, =ºÉ ÉÊnxÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ xÉcÉÓ 

SÉãÉÉÒ* +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcºÉ +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉÒVÉä{ÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉFÉ ºÉä ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ°ô® bÉÒãÉ cÖ<Ç cè* 

 ªÉc ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ =~ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ bÉÒãÉ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® BÉEèºÉä cÖ<Ç?...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä +É£ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEÉä >óVÉÉÇ, AxÉVÉÉÔ BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ àÉå 

AxÉVÉÉÔ ¤ÉfÃä +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ cÉä, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA c® |ÉªÉixÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* SÉÉcä BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ ºÉä cÉä, MÉèºÉ ºÉä cÉä, 

{ÉÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä cÉä, BÉÚE½É-BÉE®BÉE] VÉãÉÉBÉE® cÉä, iÉäãÉ ºÉä cÉä, SÉÉcä xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® ºÉä cÉä VÉèºÉä £ÉÉÒ cÉä càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ AxÉVÉÉÔ cÉäxÉÉÒ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É àÉå |ÉBÉßEÉÊiÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ bäfÃ ãÉÉJÉ àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] {ÉxÉÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ FÉàÉiÉÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEä´ÉãÉ 46 

cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉEÉ cÉÒ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ FÉàÉiÉÉ cè* 1 ãÉÉJÉ 4 cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] {ÉxÉÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ càÉxÉä |É¤ÉxvÉ BÉDªÉÉå 

xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ? càÉ ªÉc ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ xÉà¤É® ABÉE =~É ®cä cé* càÉ BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® AxÉVÉÉÔ ºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉE®åMÉä* VÉ¤É 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉxÉÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ FÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä, =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ AxÉVÉÉÔ BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉÒ ®cä iÉÉä VÉ°ô® ªÉÚ®äÉÊxÉªÉàÉ 

+ÉÉÉÊn ºÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +É£ÉÉÒ-+É£ÉÉÒ àÉèÉÎBÉDºÉBÉEÉä àÉå ÉÊ¥É]äxÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉäãÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉÖEU iÉäãÉ ÉÊUÉÊ®ªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå 12-13 

+ÉÉnàÉÉÒ àÉÉ®ä MÉªÉä* iÉäãÉ {ÉEèãÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉºÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ nÚÉÊ−ÉiÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ* 90 cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ {É® 

VÉÖàÉÉÇxÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ BÉEä |ÉäºÉÉÒbå] +ÉÉä¤ÉÉàÉÉ xÉä nÉ´ÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ªÉcÉÆ {É® xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® ºÉä VÉÉä ÉÊ´ÉxÉÉ¶É cÉäMÉÉ, 

=ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉBÉEãÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® ºÉä BÉDªÉÉ-BÉDªÉÉ JÉiÉ®É cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEciÉä cé 

ÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* BÉExÉÉÇ]BÉE BÉEä BÉEèMÉ àÉå +É£ÉÉÒ cÉãÉ cÉÒ àÉå {ÉÉÒxÉä BÉEä {ÉÉxÉÉÒ àÉå ®äÉÊbA¶ÉxÉ SÉãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

xÉ VÉÉxÉä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ® {É½ä, BÉDªÉÉ-BÉDªÉÉ JÉiÉ®ä cÖA*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* BÉDªÉÉ JÉiÉ®É cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, <ºÉBÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ 

ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* 500 BÉE®Éä½ ºÉä 1500 BÉE®Éä½ cÉä MÉªÉÉ, BÉEcÉÆ 13 +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ àÉ®ä +ÉÉè® 90 cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½, ªÉä BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÉ {ÉèàÉÉxÉÉ 

SÉãÉÉ ®cä cé, <xÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÉ àÉèVÉ®àÉå] cè? +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå 10 ÉÊàÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉ® 

cÉ<BÉE xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉfÃÉ lÉÉ* àÉé <ºÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ xÉà¤É® iÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ªÉÉÊn BÉEÉä<Ç JÉiÉ®É cÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ®, àÉèxªÉÖ{ÉEèBÉDSÉ®® 

ªÉÉ +ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉèxÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤Énäc cÉäMÉÉ? ªÉc ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ xÉà¤É® SÉÉ® cè* <ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇ®hÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÆiÉ àÉå MÉÉ-

skb
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¤ÉVÉÉBÉE® £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä cÉÒ, ªÉcÉÆ BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤É¤ÉÉÇnÉÒ, ªÉcÉÓ BÉEä {ÉèºÉä ºÉä £É®{ÉÉ<Ç BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ cè* ªÉc 

~ÉÒBÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉä®É +ÉÆÉÊiÉàÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ªÉÚ®äÉÊxÉªÉàÉ, {ãÉÚ]ÉäÉÊxÉªÉàÉ +ÉÉÉÊn ºÉä cè iÉÉä càÉ lÉÉäÉÊ®ªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉE¤É ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ 

{ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä cé? =ºÉºÉä BÉE¤É xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® AxÉVÉÉÔ {ÉènÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ? <ºÉàÉå BÉDªÉÉ +ÉxÉÖºÉÆvÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè? <xÉ 

{ÉÉÆSÉÉå ºÉ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® nä +ÉÉè® iÉ¤É <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn <ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 
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SHRI NARAHARI MAHATO (PURULIA):  Mr. Chairman, Sir, I would like to 

thank you for the opportunity given to me to speak on the Civil Liability for Nuclear 

Damage Bill. 

 Sir, today, many hon. Members have taken part in the discussion on this Bill. I 

want to discuss a few points in brief. Today, we have 4000 MW of nuclear power. 

Why do we need this legislation? This is my first question. Our target is generation of 

nuclear power. From where will the reactors come? This is my second question. 

 It is quite surprising that the reactors of a particular size have been supplied by 

certain countries. Parliament is kept in dark about the cost of the reactors. This point 

has not been clarified. What is the liability in this? With India and the US reaching an 

agreement on the reprocessing of spent nuclear fuel, both the countries have moved 

closer to implementation of this  nuclear deal. An  agreement on the reprocessing 

rights had evaded finalization. 

  It is because of India’s reluctance to allow American officials’ entry into 

reprocessing facilities for inspection and due to the demand for more than one 

reprocessing facility and for narrowing of the condition under which the US can 

suspend the reprocessing permission. Negotiations on these contentious issues 

continued for months and the final agreement reflects a compromise on them with 

both sides feeling that their grievances and demands have been adequately addressed. 

 The Bill, as drafted by the Government, has provisions which are not in the 

country’s best interests. My suggestion is that the Government should withdraw this 

Bill. I would request the Government to convince the country that this legislation 

serves our needs and interests best. 

 Then, as per Clause 6 of this Bill, what is the basis for compensation? What is 

the intention of the Government? Why is our Government under pressure to pass such 

a Bill? The Minister should clarify this point. 

 With regard to Clause 46, it is very categorically recommended by the 

Standing Committee that private companies can enter into this sector, but the 

rjs
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Government has moved an amendment to that clause now. I demand that the 

Government should remove the cap and allow private companies into this sector. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude now. I am going to call the next speaker. 

SHRI NARAHARI MAHATO : With these words, I conclude. 
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∗SHRI PRASANTA KUMAR MAJUMDAR (BALURGHAT) : Hon.  Chairman Sir, 

the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill 2010 is a very controversial Bill and I rise 

to oppose it.  It attempts to safeguard the interests of the foreign nuclear reactor 

suppliers.  There have been debates and discussions on the provisions of this Bill in 

the standing committee as well as in the Cabinet. There have also been extensive 

discussions in the media which proves that the instructions of United States of 

America have been followed by the Government in toto.  The suppliers are not going 

to accept any kind of liability according to the provisions.  We all know that nuclear 

accidents can happen anytime, anywhere but the suppliers’ responsibility and liability 

have not been fixed.  It will merely depend upon the ‘intent’ of the suppliers which 

cannot possibly be proved.  In clause 6, the fiscal liability is said to be merely Rs. 

1500 crores.  Suppose the incidents were to happen in USA, then the fiscal liability 

would have been to the tune of 10.5 billion dollar.  Be it Japan, Russia or Germany, 

the cap is much higher than that in India. 

 It has also been said that the victim or sufferers will not have the right to 

recourse; they will not be able to move courts for getting justice.  Infact the operators 

or suppliers will decide upon the justice and judgement meted out to the victims. 

Indian laws, rules & regulations will be of no use.  Only the laws pertaining to USA 

will rule the roost.  The cases will be decided according to foreign diktats.  This Bill is 

going to thwart the tremendous scientific developments that our country had achieved.  

There was huge progress in the nuclear sector, in thorium and other radio-active 

minerals.  All these developments will be hindered by the provisions on the proposed 

Bill. 

 Environment will be another casualty.  Pollution level will increase in leaps 

and bounds.  Therefore this Bill will be extremely harmful to our country on all 

counts.  Thus I once again strongly oppose it and thank you for allowing me to put 

forth my views. 

                                                 
∗ English translation of the speech originally delivered in Bengali 
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SHRI PREM DAS RAI (SIKKIM): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I rise in support of the Civil 

Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010. My party, the Sikkim Democratic Front 

supports this Bill which will align our great country in the way the nuclear-enabled 

countries conduct their business in the civilian uses of nuclear power. 

 I think most of the speakers before me have covered every possible ground 

from why we need it and what could be the possible pitfalls. This Bill has received 

due scrutiny like never before. This also serves as a model in the way Bills receive 

due diligence before being brought to Parliament. 

 I agree with the concerns raised by the senior hon. Member Shri Jaswant Singh. 

Harnessing of nuclear power is extremely dangerous and can be very damaging as has 

been seen by the Chernobyl disaster.  

Therefore, we must pay extreme attention to details in the processes of 

purchase, installation and operation.  Therefore, in order to bring about sanity or 

orderliness in the way we handle this, the civil liability in the case of nuclear damage 

by regime is to be constructed in our country. 

 I congratulate the Government for the manner in which the Bill has undergone 

many amendments while in consultation with key opponents to the Bill in its original 

form.  I would like to state that there ought to be constant vigil in the way the regime 

plays out in the future not only here but all over the world, eco system must keep up 

with the technological progress as well as the way the damages are handled. This is a 

fast changing scenario we need to build the flexibility to see that it will always remain 

current in both thought and deed at all times. 

 With these words, I would like to thank the hon. Chairman for giving me time.  

Thank you. 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Dr. Tarun Mandal, you have to wind up in one minute.  Please 

cooperate.  The hon. Minister has to reply.  So, I would request you to be very brief. 

DR. TARUN MANDAL (JAYNAGAR): Sir, I always remain the last speaker.  I seek 

your indulgence.  Please allow me to place four-five points only. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: You place all your points in one minute.  

senapati
(Cd. by h4)
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DR. TARUN MANDAL : Mr. Chairman Sir, I submitted a notice this morning to the 

hon. Speaker not to consider this Bill at all in this House because I believe that this 

Bill will go to serve the major interests of the foreign suppliers and not the people of 

our country.  However, the hon. Prime Minister has already assured the House that it 

is going to safeguard the all round interests of our citizens.  

 Sir, I am putting here some scientific and economic points for the 

consideration of the hon. Minister.  As far as pollution and waste products are 

concerned, not only the accidents but the disposal of waste products is still a problem 

all over the world to all the scientists.  What the US and European countries do under 

the seabed or in the deserts that also pollutes our sea resources and the Earth.  So, it is 

a perennial hazard and for that reason it should be rejected. 

 Sir, the cost of production of this nuclear electricity is more than produced by 

our conventional energy.  Our country is full of resources where the hydro electricity, 

the bio-gas, the solar remain untapped and fossil reserves only can serve at least more 

than 150 years.  So, we should concentrate on that point. 

 In a particular amendment, it has been given as ten years for filing of the claim 

for any property damage and 20 years for any personal damage.  The radiation 

hazards – our evidence is Hiroshima-Nagasaki – can go as per the scientists, up to 

1,50,000 years.  So, there should not be any bar of time.  So, I am opposing this Bill 

outright and I would like to appeal to the Government to concentrate on our own 

resources and give energy to our country. 
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SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN : Mr. Chairman Sir, I am extremely grateful to the 

Members who took part in this very informative debate and I must thank Shri Jaswant 

Singh who initiated from BJP side who set a very healthy and a constructive tone to 

the debate.  We expected nothing less than this from him. 

 Sir, two political points have been raised, first of all, why was the Government 

in such a great hurry and was there a deadline.  There is no deadline.  I will humbly 

submit that we were five years too late just for the abstinent opposition of some of our 

friends which delayed that nuclear expansion by five years.  Let us not delay it any 

more. 

 Sir, hon. Jaswant Singh Ji referred to the visit of the US President.  The former 

Foreign Minister was unfair to our other friends from France and Russian Federation 

who are also coming.  Let us not forget that India is a resurgent and an assertive 

country and we are in a position to place orders and people are interested. 

I will come to the amendments soon.  The Government has accepted, after 

wide consultation, the two points that were made particularly on the role of suppliers.  

I have said repeatedly that our law goes further into the jurisdiction of criminal 

liability which really the civil liability law should not have had.  But because we 

suffered Bhopal, because concerns were expressed, we brought in 17 (b) clause, and 

there were a lot of agitations on that clause.  After discussion with the senior friends 

from all the political parties, we have brought the word ‘intent’ which caused a lot of 

heartburn.  Therefore, our Government’s amendment is exactly the same as what the 

BJP and the Left Parties have; I am very thankful to you, Sir, for that. 

 The word ‘intent’ or the word ‘wilful’, all these words came not because we 

invented them, or there was some sleight of hand, but because these words are used in 

international legislations, international conventions to which we are a party.  A 

reference was made to CSC.  The CSC has been negotiated by a UN agency, IAEA, 

of which India is a Governing Board Member.  We have yet to draft on CSC.  But 

there were objections by the Left parties.  Yes, we do not have to join CSC right now; 

Ravinder Singh
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we will only join if the House agrees at a later date.  There is no hurry; there is no 

compulsion to join CSC. 

 I am unable to accept the amendment by Shri Basudeb Acharia ji, who wants 

the compensation to be raised to Rs. 10,000 crore.  We have already accepted 

compensation to be raised from Rs. 500 crore to Rs. 1500 crore.  It is exactly same as 

in the United States which has the compensation to operators at 300 million dollars.   

 I would like to take this opportunity to clarify one thing.  While the limits of 

compensation are primarily for taking insurance, you cannot have insurance with no 

limits, but the compensation is, in fact, unlimited.  I want the House to note this fact, 

whatever the compensation the Commissioner or the Commission will set, that 

compensation will be paid.   

 We have also accepted the suggestion of the Opposition to create a fund like in 

America.  The fund will be created immediately.  The fund, as it grows over the 

number of years, will eliminate the gap which exists from the operator’s 

compensation and the Government’s figure of 300 million SDRs. 

 There are two-three other points.  There are concerns expressed that whether 

buying imported reactors will compromise our three-phase nuclear programme.  I 

want to emphatically assure the House that our research programme will not be 

compromised at any cost.  We are going to start the fast breeder reactor next year, and 

I am proud to say that India now leads the world in the fast breeder technology which 

will produce uranium for a three-phase third stage programme.  The third-stage 

thorium programme will require large quantities of plutonium but the research is on.  

We already have advanced heavy water reactor design which will be launched very 

soon, which will further grow the research in thorium utilization.  Thorium utilization 

is ultimately our guarantee of energy security.  This country will never give up 

research on thorium or research on three-phase thorium programme.   

 There was a concern expressed that the nuclear industry is dead; it is in 

recession.  I would like to inform the House that there is a nuclear renaissance 

everywhere.  The large plants like the ones which we are considering, which have 
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1650 MW capacity, 1000 MW capacity, are being constructed in many countries like 

France, Finland, America, Russia, and China.  We also will be constructing plant not 

with one technology but four technologies from France, Russia, Japan and the 

Japanese-US consortium.  So, we are not putting all our eggs in one basket.  We will 

evaluate for the best technology and we will further expand that technology.  Also, we 

will start our own programme for similar large plants which will take some time; but 

our research will continue. 

 There are one or two last points.  Hon. Jaswant Singh ji talked about the 

closeness of atomic energy establishment, the Atomic Energy Commission.  I think, it 

is a point well taken.  There was a need, and the programme was entirely strategic, 

when it had to be kept close.  But now that the programme has become more 

commercial, I think there is need for more openness, and I will take this opportunity 

to invite all the Members of Parliament to visit the atomic energy establishment either 

in Mumbai or Kalpakkam or anywhere close to their constituencies and see what good 

work our scientists are doing. 

 Gurudas Dasgupta ji talked about other options, namely, coal and hydro.   

 Yes, coal and hydro are very important options. Nobody is saying that we are 

giving up the options of coal and hydro but there are problems.  Therefore, we cannot 

ignore nuclear option.  We are only expanding nuclear option.  We know that in hydro 

there is a great opposition for large dams being built up in the country.  Only the other 

day, my colleague, Shri Sushil Kumar Shinde announced that the Government is 

cancelling a major hydro project, Lohari Nagpala project, where a sum of Rs.600 

crore has already been spent. That project has been given up because of 

environmental concerns.   

 So, hydro is not without cost, and the same is the case in respect of coal project.  

We must do research in clean coal technologies but there is nothing like clean coal.  

Coal is a dirty fuel.  It is running out. Fossil fuel is running out. There will be a 

possibility of carbon taxation in the near future.  Therefore, we have to have a strong 

nuclear option which this Bill has attempted to establish. 

RCP
Contd. by k4
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 I would just say that we, all of us, have worked very hard to come to a 

compromise, and I would like to thank every single political party. I cannot name 

each one of them individually but I thank every one of them for building a consensus 

on this very important piece of legislation.  I think, we need such legislation for non-

nuclear sector also, for other strategic industries. 

 In the end, I wish all our hard work to create this law, and this law is never 

used ever because our nuclear programme will be so safe that we will never have to 

use this law. 

  

    

MR. CHAIRMAN : The question is: 

“That the Bill to provide for civil liability for nuclear damage, 
appointment of Claims Commissioner, establishment of Nuclear 
Damage Claims Commission and for matters connected therewith or 
incidental thereto, be taken into consideration.” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  The House will now take up clause-by-clause consideration of 

the Bill. 

  

Clause 2 Definition 

 

 

Amendments made: 

Page 2, after line 23, – 
  

 insert ‘(ca) “environment” shall have the same meaning as assigned 29 
of to  it in clause (a) of  section 2  of the Environment (Protection)  Act,  
1986.  1986;’.           (3) 
 

Page 2, for line 29, substitute – 
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“(i) loss of life or personal injury (including immediate and long term 
health impact) to a person; or”.                 (4) 

 

Page 3, for lines 37 and 38, substitute – 
 
(l) “operator”, in relation to a nuclear installation, means the Central 
Government or  any authority or  corporation established  by it or a  

33 of Government company who has been granted a licence pursuant to the 
1962.  Atomic Energy Act, 1962 for the operation of that installation;’.      (5) 
 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 
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SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA):  I beg to move: 

Page 3, for lines 44 to 48, substitute— 
 
‘(o) “radioactive products or waste” means any radioactive material 
produced in, or any material made radioactive by exposure to, the 
radiation incidental to the production  or utilization  of nuclear  fuel;’.  
 (19) 
 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  I shall now put amendment no. 19 moved by Shri Basu Deb 

Acharia to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  The question is: 

“That clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The amendment was adopted. 

Clause 2, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clause 3 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 4 Liability of operator 

 

Amendment made: 

Page 5, after line 3, – 
 
Insert “(4) The liability of the operator of the nuclear installation shall 
be strict and shall be based on the principle of no-fault liability.”.    
 (6) 
 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  The question is: 

“That clause 4, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The amendment was adopted. 

Clause 4, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clause 5 was added to the Bill. 
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Clause 6 Limits of Liability 

 

Amendment made: 

Page 5, for lines 36 to 46, substitute— 
 
Limits    “6.(1) The maximum amount of liability in respect of each nuclear  
of    incident shall be the rupee equivalent of three hundred million 
Liability  Special Drawing Rights or such higher amount as the Central 
  Government may specify by notification: 

 
 Provided that the Central Government may take additional measures, 
where necessary, if the compensation to be awarded under this Act 
exceeds the amount specified under this sub-section. 
 
(2) The liability of an operator for each nuclear incident shall be— 
 
(a) in respect of nuclear reactors having thermal power equal to or 

above ten MW, rupees one thousand five hundred crores; 
 
(b)  in respect of spent fuel reprocessing plants, rupees three hundred 

crores; 
 

(c) in respect of the research reactors having thermal power below ten 
MW, fuel cycle facilities other than spent fuel reprocessing plants 
and transportation of nuclear materials, rupees one hundred crores: 

 
 Provided that the Central Government may review the amount of 
operator’s liability from time to time and specify, by notification, a 
higher amount under this sub-section: 

 
 Provided further that the amount of liability shall not include any 
interest or cost of proceedings.”.     (7) 

 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 
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SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA :  I beg to move: 

“Page 5, for  lines 36 to 46,  substitute— 
 

Limits of     “6. The liability of an operator for each nuclear incident shall be — 
Liability. 

(a) in respect of nuclear reactors having thermal power equal 
to or above ten MW, rupees ten thousand crores; 

 
 (b)  in respect of spent fuel reprocessing plants, rupees    five 
thousand crores; 

 
(c)  in respect of the research reactors having thermal       
power below ten MW, fuel cycle facilities other than spent fuel 
reprocessing plants and transportation of nuclear materials, 
rupees three thousand crores: 
 
 Provided that the Central Government may review the 
amount of operator’s liability from time to time and specify, by 
notification, a higher amount under this sub-section: 

 
 Provided further that the amount of liability shall not 
include any interest or cost of proceedings.”.      (20) 
 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I shall now put amendment no. 20 moved by Shri Basu Deb 

Acharia to the put of the House. 

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA :  Sir, I am pressing for division on this particular 

amendment. … (Interruptions) 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: Sir, I have already explained to him.  … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA :  Sir, I am pressing for division on this particular 

amendment. 

1844 hours 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let the Lobbies be cleared— 

 

 

 

LH
Fd. By l4
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MR. CHAIRMAN :  Now, the Lobbies have been cleared. 

I shall put amendment No. 20 to clause 6 moved by Shri Basu Deb Acharia, to 

the vote of the House. 

The question is:  

 “Page 5, for  lines 36 to 46,  substitute— 
 

Limits of     “6. The liability of an operator for each nuclear incident shall be — 
Liability. 

(b) in respect of nuclear reactors having thermal power equal 
to or above ten MW, rupees ten thousand crores; 

 
 (b)  in respect of spent fuel reprocessing plants, rupees    five 
thousand crores; 

 
(c)  in respect of the research reactors having thermal       
power below ten MW, fuel cycle facilities other than spent fuel 
reprocessing plants and transportation of nuclear materials, 
rupees three thousand crores: 
 
 Provided that the Central Government may review the 
amount of operator’s liability from time to time and specify, by 
notification, a higher amount under this sub-section: 

 
 Provided further that the amount of liability shall not 
include any interest or cost of proceedings.”.      (20) 
 

The Lok Sabha divided: 
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DIVISION NO. 1      AYES                    18.46 hrs. 

 
Acharia, Shri Basu Deb  

Baske, Shri Pulin Bihari   

Bauri, Shrimati Susmita   

Biju, Shri P.K.    
Chowdhury, Shri Bansa Gopal  
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Dome, Dr. Ram Chandra   
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Majumdar, Shri Prasanta Kumar  
Mandal, Dr. Tarun     

Natarajan, Shri P.R.   
Panda, Shri Prabodh   

∗Rajesh, Shri M.B.   

Riyan, Shri Baju Ban   

Roy, Shri Mahendra Kumar   
Roy, Shri Nripendra Nath   
Saha, Dr. Anup Kumar   

Sampath, Shri A.  

Satpathy, Shri Tathagata    
Singh, Dr. Raghuvansh Prasad  
Singh, Shri Jagdanand   
Tarai, Shri Bibhu Prasad   
Tirkey, Shri Manohar   
                                                 
∗ Corrected through slip. 
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NOES 
 

Abdullah, Dr. Farooq   
Adhikari, Shri Sisir  
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Ahamed, Shri E.   

Ahir, Shri Hansraj G.   
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Amlabe, Shri Narayan Singh  
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Baite, Shri Thangso   

Bajwa, Shri Pratap Singh  
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Bandyopadhyay, Shri Sudip 
Banerjee, Shri Kalyan   
Bansal, Shri Pawan Kumar  
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Bapiraju , Shri K.    
Basavaraj, Shri G. S.  

Basheer, Shri Mohammed  E.T.  
Bavalia, Shri Kunvarjibhai Mohanbhai 
Bhadana, Shri Avtar Singh  
Bhagora, Shri Tara Chand  
Bhoi, Shri Sanjay  
Bhonsle, Shri Udayanraje   

Bhuria, Shri Kanti Lal   

Chacko,  Shri P.C.   

Chakravarty, Shrimati Bijoya   
Chaudhary, Dr. Tushar  
Chaudhary, Shri Arvind Kumar  
Chauhan, Shri Dara Singh  
Chauhan, Shri Mahendrasinh P.  
Chidambaram, Shri P.  
Chitthan, Shri N.S.V.  
Choudhary, Shri Bhudeo 
Choudhary, Shri Nikhil Kumar  
Choudhry, Shrimati Shruti  
Choudhury, Shri Abu Hasem Khan  
Chowdhary, Shrimati Santosh  
Chowdhury,  Shri Adhir  
‘Commando’, Shri Kamal Kishor  
Dasmunsi, Shrimati Deepa  
Dastidar, Dr. Kakoli  Ghosh   

Davidson, Shrimati J. Helen  
Deo, Shri V. Kishore Chandra  
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Deora, Shri Milind  
Deshmukh, Shri K.D.  
Devi,  Shrimati Ashwamedh  
∗Dhanapalan, Shri K. P.  

Dhruvanarayana, Shri R.  
Dhurve, Shrimati Jyoti  
Dias, Shri Charles    
Dikshit, Shri Sandeep   
Dubey, Shri Nishikant   
Dudhgaonkar, Shri Ganeshrao Nagorao  
Dutt, Shrimati Priya  
Elangovan, Shri T.K.S.  
Engti, Shri Biren Singh  
Ering, Shri Ninong  
Gaddigoudar, Shri P.C.   
Gadhvi, Shri Mukesh Bhairavdanji 
Gaikwad, Shri Eknath Mahadeo  
Gandhi, Shri Dilipkumar Mansukhlal  
Gandhi, Shri Rahul   

Gandhi, Shrimati Sonia   

Gandhiselvan, Shri S.    
Gavit, Shri Manikrao Hodlya   
Gawali, Shrimati Bhavana  Patil  
Ghubaya, Shri Sher Singh     
Gouda, Shri Shivarama   
*Gowda, Shri D.V. Sadananda   
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∗ Voted through slip. 
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Haque, Shri Mohd. Asrarul   

Hari,  Shri Sabbam  

Harsha Kumar, Shri G.V.  
Hooda, Shri Deepender Singh    
Hossain, Shri Abdul Mannan  
Hussain, Shri Ismail  
Jagannath,  Dr. Manda   

Jain, Shri Pradeep   

Jaiswal, Dr. Sanjay   

Jaiswal, Shri Shriprakash   

Jakhar, Shri Badri Ram   
Jat, Shrimati Poonam Veljibhai  
Jawale, Shri Haribhau   
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Joshi, Dr. Murli Manohar   
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Karwaria, Shri Kapil Muni   
Kashyap, Shri Virender 
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Kaur, Shrimati Preneet   
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Khan, Shri Hassan   

Khandela, Shri Mahadeo Singh  
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Khatgaonkar, Shri Bhaskarrao Bapurao Patil  
Khatri, Dr. Nirmal  
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Koda, Shri Madhu  
Kowase, Shri Marotrao Sainuji  
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Kumar, Shri Ramesh  
Kumar, Shri Virendra   
∗Kumar, Shri Vishwa Mohan   

Kumari, Shrimati Chandresh  
Kurup, Shri N. Peethambara  
Lakshmi, Shrimati Panabaka   
Madam, Shri Vikrambhai Arjanbhai  
Mahajan, Shrimati Sumitra  

Mahant, Dr. Charan Das   

Maran, Shri Dayanidhi   
Mcleod, Shrimati Ingrid  

Meena, Shri Namo Narain  
Meghe, Shri Datta   
Meghwal, Shri Arjun Ram  
Meghwal, Shri Bharat Ram  
Meinya, Dr. Thokchom 

Mirdha, Dr. Jyoti   
Mishra, Shri Govind Prasad 
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Muttemwar, Shri Vilas  
Nagar, Shri Surendra Singh  
Naik, Dr. Sanjeev Ganesh   
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Napoleon, Shri D. 
Narah, Shrimati Ranee  

Narayanasamy, Shri V.  
Naskar, Shri Gobinda Chandra 

Natrajan, Kumari Meenakshi  
Nirupam, Shri Sanjay  
Noor, Kumari Mausam  

Pal, Shri Jagdambika  

Pal, Shri Rajaram   

Pala, Shri Vincent  H.  
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Pandey,  Shri Gorakhnath  
Pandey, Shri Ravindra Kumar 
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Patel, Shri Dinsha   
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∗ Voted through slip. 
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∗ Voted through slip. 
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∗ Voted through slip. 
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∗ Voted through slip. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN : Subject to correction∗, the result of the division is: 

Ayes: 25 

Noes: 252 

The motion was negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The amendment was negatived.  

The question is: 

“That clause 6, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 6, as amended, was added to the Bill.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Let the lobbies be opened. 

Clause 7 Liability of Central 
Government 

 

Amendments made: 

 Page 6, line 1,  

 for “7.”. 

 substitute “7.(1)”.   (8) 

 Page 6, after line 8,-- 

Insert “Provided that the Central Government may, by notification, assume full 
liability for a nuclear installation not operated by it if it is of the opinion that it 
is necessary in public interest. 
 

                                                 
∗ Ayes : 25 + Shri M.B. Rajesh corrected through slip=26 

Noes : 252 + S/Sh. Jyotiraditya M. Scindia, Jitin Prasada, K.P. Dhanpalan, Prof. Ranjan Prasad Yadav,  S/Sh. 

Adhalrao Patil  Shivaji,  Jagdish Sharma, Shrimati Yashodhara Raje Scindia, S/Sh. Vishwa Mohan Kumar, 

Arjun Roy, P.C. Mohan, Gopinath Munde, Shrimati Sushma Swaraj, Shri D.V. Sadananda Gowda corrected 

through slip  =265 

Abstain : 1 + Shri Mohan Jena corrected through slip = 2 
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(2) For the purpose of meeting part of its liability under clause (a) or clause (c) 
of sub-section (l), the Central Government may establish a fund to be called the 
Nuclear Liability Fund by charging such amount of levy from the operators, in 
such manner, as may be prescribed.”.  (9) 

       (Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

 “That clause 7, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 7, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 8 Operator to maintain 
insurance or financial 
securities 

 
Amendments made: 

 Page 6, after line10,-- 

 for “financial security” 

 substitute “financial security or combination of both”.   (10) 

 Page 6, after line 15,-- 

insert ‘Explanation.—For the purposes of this section, “financial security” 
means a contract of indemnity or guarantee, or shares or bonds or such 
instrument as may be prescribed or any combination thereof.’.  (11) 
 
       (Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

 “That clause 8, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 8, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clause 9 was added to the Bill.  
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Clause 10 Qualifications for 
appointment as 
claims commissioner 

 

Amendment made: 

 Page 6, for lines 25 to 29, substitute— 

 “(a) is, or has been, a District Judge; or 

 (b) in the service of the Central Government and has held the post not below 
the rank of Additional Secretary to the Government of India or any other 
equivalent post in the Central Government.”.   (12) 
 
       (Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

 MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

 “That clause10, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause10, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 11 to 16 were added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 17 Operator’s right of 
recourse 

 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister has to move amendment No.13. 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: I am not moving amendment No.13. But I am 

moving amendment Nos.26 and 14. 

Amendments made: 

 Page 7, for lines 42 and 43, substitute— 

“17. The operator of the nuclear installation, after paying the 
compensation for nuclear damage in accordance with section 6, 
shall have a right of recourse where- 
 
(a) such right is expressly provided for in a contract in writing; 
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(b) the nuclear incident has resulted as a consequence of an act of supplier 
or his employee, which includes supply of equipment or material with 
patent or latent defects or sub-standard services; 

 
(c) the nuclear incident has resulted from the act of commission or omission 

of an individual done with the intent to cause nuclear damage.” (26) 
 Page 8, omit lines 1 to 4.   (14) 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Basu Deb Acharia, are you moving your amendment No.21? 

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA :  Since the Minister has moved a similar amendment, 

I am not moving my amendment. He has accepted my amendment. 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: Yes, we have accepted it. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Mr. Jaswant Singh, are you moving your amendment No.24? 
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gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc : ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ nãÉ BÉEä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ +ÉÉè® àÉcÉxÉÂ  xÉäiÉÉ xÉä ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ-£ÉMÉiÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ cè,  

<ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ |ÉäÉÊ¶ÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

     àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé |ÉºiÉÉ´É BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ : 

24.         {Éß−~ 9, {ÉÆÉÎBÉDiÉ 17 +ÉÉè® 18 BÉEä ºlÉÉxÉ {É® ÉÊxÉàxÉÉÊãÉÉÊJÉiÉ |ÉÉÊiÉºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA -             

17 

+É´ÉãÉÆ¤É ãÉäxÉä 
BÉEÉ |ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE   “17, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉ{ÉxÉ BÉEä |ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE BÉEÉä, vÉÉ®É 6 BÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® 
BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®    {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉÉÊiÉBÉE® BÉEÉ ºÉÆnÉªÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ, +É´ÉãÉÆ¤É ãÉäxÉä  
               BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® cÉäMÉÉ, VÉcÉÆ -  
 
        (BÉE) AäºÉÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® ÉÊãÉÉÊJÉiÉ ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉnÉ àÉå +ÉÉÊ£ÉBªÉBÉDiÉ °ô{É ºÉä ={É¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè: 
 
   {É®xiÉÖ ªÉc ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ |ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE uÉ®É {É®àÉÉhÉÖÉÊ´ÉBÉE ºÉÉàÉOÉÉÒ, ={ÉºBÉE® ªÉÉ ºÉä´ÉÉ BÉEä  
  +ÉÉ{ÉÉÌiÉBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉnÉ àÉå <ºÉ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ àÉå +É´ÉãÉÆ¤É ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® +ÉÆiÉÉÌ´É−]  
  ºÉÆàÉZÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ VÉ¤É {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ PÉ]xÉÉ/nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ +ÉÉÊ£ÉBÉEã{É, ÉÊ´ÉÉÊyÉàÉÉhÉ ªÉÉ |ÉiªÉFÉ MÉãÉiÉÉÒ; ªÉÉ  
  nÉä−É{ÉÚhÉÇ, PÉÉÊ]ªÉÉ ºÉÉàÉOÉÉÒ, jÉÖÉÊ]{ÉÚhÉÇ ={ÉºBÉE® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ, JÉ®É¤É ºÉÆºlÉÉ{ÉxÉ ºÉä´ÉÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉBºÉ°ô´É 
  ªÉÉ AäºÉÉÒ ºÉÉàÉOÉÉÒ, ={ÉºBÉE® ªÉÉ ºÉä´ÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ={ÉäFÉÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉº´É°ô{É cÖ<Ç cè:- 
 

            (JÉ)  {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ PÉ]xÉÉ/nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ VÉÉä BÉEÉªÉÇ ªÉÉ ãÉÉä{É BÉEä BÉßEiªÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉº´É{ÉÚ® cÖ<Ç cè ÉÊVÉºÉä           

      {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ  xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉ VÉÉA*  (17)  

MR. CHAIRMAN: I shall now put amendment No.24 moved by Shri Jaswant Singh 

to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Shri Gurudas Dasgupta, are you moving amendment No.27? 

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA : No. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: He is not moving. 

The question is: 

 “That clause 17, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 17, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clause 18 Extinction of right to 
claim 

 

Amendment made: 

 Page 8, for lines 5 to 7, substitute— 

 “18 The right to claim compensation for nuclear damage shall extinguish, if 

such claim is not made within a period of— 

(a) ten years, in the case of damage to property;-- 

(b) twenty years, in the case of personal injury to any person, from the date of 

occurrence of the incident notified under sub-section (1) of section 3;”. (15) 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

 “That clause 18, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 18, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

 

 

Clause 19 Establishment of 
nuclear damage 
claims commission 

 

Amendment made: 

 Page 8, for lines 15 to 24, substitute – 
  

 “19. Where the Central Government, having regard to the  
  injury or damage caused by a nuclear incident, is of the Nuclear 

 opinion that it is expedient in public interest that such claims  for such 

mohan
fd. by n4
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damage be adjudicated by the Commission instead of a Claims Commissioner, 
it may, by notification,   establish Commission for the purpose of this Act.”.

 (16) 
 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 
 
MR. CHAIRMAN : The question is: 

“That clause 19, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The motion was adopted.  

Clause 19, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 20 Composition of 
Commission 

 

Amendment made: 

Page 8, for Lines 27 to 31, substitute –  
 
“(2) The Chairperson and other Members of the Commission shall be 
appointed on the recommendation of a Selection Committee consisting 
of three experts from amongst the persons having at least thirty years of 
experience in nuclear science and a retired Supreme Court Judge.”. (17) 
 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 
 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

“That clause 20, as amended stand part of the Bill.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 20, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 21 to 34 were added to the Bill. 
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Clause 35 Exclusion of 
jurisdiction of civil 
courts 

 

Amendment made: 

Page 11, line 17,—   
 
for “No civil court”  
 
substitute “Save as otherwise provided in section 46, no civil court 
(except the Supreme Court and a High Court exercising jurisdiction 
under articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution)”. (18) 

 
(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

“That clause 35, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 35, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 36 to 45 were added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 46 Act to be in addition 
to any other laids 

 

 SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): I beg to move:  

Page 13, for lines 34 and 35, 
 
for  “shall exempt the operator from any proceeding which might, 

apart from this Act, be instituted against such operator.” 
 

substitute “shall exempt the operator and/or the supplier of any material, 
design or services, from any proceeding which may, apart from 
this Act, be instituted against such person either in any court 
located in India or abroad”.  (23) 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: I shall now put amendment no.23 moved by Shri Basu Deb 

Acharia to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

“That clause 46 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 46 was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 47 to 49 were added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 1 Short title, extent, 
application and 
commencement 

 

Amendment made: 

Page 2, after line 12,—   
 
insert “(3A) It applies only to the nuclear installation owned or 
controlled by the Central Government either by itself or through any 
authority or corporation established by it or a Government company. 
 
Explanation –For the purposes of this sub-section, “Government 

33 of company” shall have the same meaning as assigned to it in  
1962.   clause  (bb) of sub-section (1) of section 2 of the Atomic Energy  

Act, 1962.”.  (2) 
 

 (Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 
 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 1, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

The Enacting Formula was added to the Bill. 
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Long Title 

Amendment made: 

 Page 1, for long title, substitute –  
 
“to provide for civil liability for nuclear damage and prompt 
compensation to the victims of a nuclear incident through a no-fault 
liability regime channeling liability to the operator, appointment of 
Claims Commissioner, establishment of Nuclear Damage Claims 
Commission and for matters connected therewith or incidental thereto.”.
 (1) 

 

(Shri Prithviraj Chavan) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

“That the Long Title, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

The Long Title, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN: I beg to move: 

“That the Bill, as amended, be passed.” 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is: 

“That the Bill, as amended, be passed.” 

The motion was adopted. 
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MR. CHAIRMAN: We will now resume ‘Zero Hour’. Shri Prasanta Kumar 

Majumdar to speak. 

… (Interruptions) 

 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The House stands adjourned to meet tomorrow at 11 a.m. 

18.59 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock  
on Thursday, August 26, 2010/Bhadra 4, 1932 (Saka).          

  

 

reporters
Friday, March 10, 2000/Phalguna 20, 1921 (Saka).
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