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SHRI SUDIP BANDYOPADHYAY (KOLKATA UTTAR):  Madam, see the 

position of the Government… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  They are coming. +ÉÉ{É iÉÉä +ÉÉA cé, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ cè* 

… (Interruptions) 
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HON. SPEAKER:  Hon. Members,  I have received notices of Adjournment 

Motion from Shri Deepender Singh Hooda, Shri P. Karunakaran and Shri K.C. 

Venugopal.  The matters, though important enough, do not warrant interruption of 

the business of the day.  The matters may be raised through other opportunities.  I 

will give you an opportunity.    

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  Firstly, there is introduction of two Bills.   After that, I will 

allow  you.  {ÉÉÆSÉ ÉÊàÉxÉ] âóÉÊBÉEA*  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  Dr. Jitendra Singh may introduce the Bill. 
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11.01 hrs 

 
GOVERNMENT BILLS - Introduced 

 
(i) WHISTLE BLOWERS PROTECTION  

(AMENDMENT) BILL, 2015 
 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF DEVELOPMENT OF 

NORTH EASTERN REGION, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME 

MINISTER’S OFFICE, MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF 

PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS, MINISTER OF 

STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF ATOMIC ENERGY AND MINISTER OF 

STATE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF SPACE (DR. JITENDRA SINGH):  I beg to 

move for leave to introduce a Bill further to amend the Whistle Blowers Protection 

Act, 2011.  

HON. SPEAKER:  The question is: 

“That leave be granted to introduce a Bill further to amend the 
Whistle Blowers Protection Act, 2011.” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

     

DR. JITENDRA SINGH: I introduce the Bill.  
 

                                                 
 Published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section-2, dated 11.05.2015. 



11.05.2015  
  

9

11.02 hrs. 
  
(ii) RIGHT TO FAIR COMPENSATION AND TRANSPARENCY IN LAND 
ACQUISITION, REHABILITATION AND RESETTLEMENT 
(AMENDMENT) SECOND BILL, 2015 

 

THE MINISTER OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT, MINISTER OF PANCHAYATI 

RAJ AND MINISTER OF DRINKING WATER AND SANITATION (SHRI 

CHAUDHARY BIRENDER SINGH):  I beg to move for leave to introduce a Bill 

further to amend the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land 

Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Motion moved: 

“That leave be granted to introduce a Bill further to amend the Right 
to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition, 
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013.” 
 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Raju Shetty may speak first.  There are objections for the 

introduction of this Bill.  Then the Minister will reply at the end.. After Shri Raju 

Shetty speaks, I will allow you.  

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÚ ¶Éä]Â]ÉÒ (cÉiÉBÉEhÉÆMÉãÉä) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ VÉÉä £ÉÚÉÊàÉ +ÉVÉÇxÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ºÉnxÉ àÉå {Éä¶É BÉE® ®cä cé, 

àÉé =ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉµÉEÉä¶É cè* 

HON. SPEAKER:  You tell as to why you are against the introduction of the Bill. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÚ ¶Éä]Â]ÉÒ: àÉé <ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É iÉBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉcàÉÉÊiÉ 

xÉcÉÒ ãÉäiÉÉÒ, iÉ¤É iÉBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ABÉE <ÆSÉ £ÉÚÉÊàÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ nåMÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÉẾ É®ÉävÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ, 

ªÉc ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉ MÉãÉÉ PÉÉå]xÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè* … (Interruptions) 

PROF. SAUGATA ROY (DUM DUM): Madam, under Rule 72(1) of the Rules of 

Procedure, I oppose the introduction of the Right to Fair Compensation and 

                                                 
 Published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section-2, dated 11.05.2015. 
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Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement (Amendment) 

Second Bill, 2015.  The Bill takes away the Chapter II on social impact assessment 

and Chapter III on food security in case of certain land acquisition.  This Bill is 

against the interest of the farmers and has been opposed by all Opposition Political 

Parties and farmers’ organizations.  Hence, it should be opposed tooth and nail by 

everybody who has the farmers interest at heart.   The Bill also takes away the 

right of consent of farmers where consent of 80 per cent of the farmers were 

needed for land acquisition for a private party. That has also been removed in the 

case of certain land acquisitions. This Bill shows how a Bill should not be put 

forward because a unanimous Bill was passed in Parliament in 2013. Even the BJP 

had supported that Bill at that time. The Government suddenly brings forward a 

Second Amendment Bill. Because of the majority, the Government  passes  it in 

the Lok Sabha. The Lok Sabha passes it. It is not even taken up in the Rajya 

Sabha. After the Session is adjourned briefly, the Government issues an 

Ordinance. Then, it has again brought forward the Bill to replace the Ordinance. 

This tortuous process of legislation is something that should not be happening. … 

(Interruptions) 

 It is a good news! Congratulations!! We congratulate you. … 

(Interruptions) Madam, they are very happy. It is very good. While our AIADMK 

friends have reasons to cheer themselves up with  the news from Bengaluru, we 

feel unhappy that steps are being taken by the Government against the farmers.  

Steps are being taken by the Government to run the country through an Ordinance 

Raj. This is the second time that an Ordinance has been introduced. Hence, with 

all the force at my command, I oppose the introduction of this anti-farmers Bill 

which takes away from the farmers their own right to give consent for their land 

acquisition, which takes away from farmers the right to have a social impact 

assessment on their land acquisition as also the   minimum provisions for ensuring 

food security. 
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 We opposed the Bill even in 2013 when the Government introduced the 80 

per cent consent clause. The Trinamool Congress said that we wanted 100 per cent 

consent of farmers for land acquisition for private parties as was demanded during 

the Singur agitation. So, it has been a matter of principle and a matter of faith for 

our Party. We shall continue to oppose any attempt to tweak the Land Acquisition 

Bill in favour of the big business which this Government is trying to cater to. 

SHRI M.B. RAJESH (PALAKKAD): I rise  to oppose the introduction of The 

Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation 

and Resettlement (Amendment) Second Bill, 2015.  

 I am opposing the introduction mainly on two grounds. Number one, this 

Bill has got provisions which will lead to land grab and the farmers, cutting across 

political affiliations throughout the country, are opposing this Bill. There is 

widespread resentment, protest and serious concern among the farmers throughout 

the country. The provisions  for consent, social impact assessment, all these have 

been taken away from this Bill. Also, the Bill favours the interest of the big 

business and the corporates. This will lead to corporate land grab. … 

(Interruptions) 

 I will be briefly explaining these things. I am opposing it on two grounds. 

The Government is saying that it is  acting in the interest of the nation. According 

to the Government, the national interest is the interest of the Corporates. To us, it 

is not the national interest. The national interest is the interest of millions of 

farmers and poor people of this country. 

 Number two,  the entire process of promulgation of the Ordinance, re-

promulgation of it, and the introduction of the Bill is against the basic scheme of 

Article 123 of the Constitution.  Article 123 of the Constitution says that only in 

exceptional and extraordinary situation, this Ordinance can be promulgated. The 

Government has created an extraordinary situation artificially by proroguing the 

other House, and again re-promulgating this Ordinance. This is an extraordinary 
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situation as far as constitutional history of our Constitution is concerned. So, I am 

vehemently opposing the introducing of this Bill. 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, Mr. Premechandran.  Please be brief and please don’t 

repeat. 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): I will be very brief and my points 

will be confined to the Constitution and the Rules of Procedures, not on the merits 

of the Bill.  

 I strongly oppose the introduction of the Bill on three grounds. For saving 

time, I would read Article 107 and Article 123. Firstly, I would like to ask the 

Government, and I am also seeking a ruling from the hon. Speaker. Will the 

promulgation of an Ordinance make the Bill infructuous? That is the first question 

or the first Point of Order I would like to make. Why is that so? It is because there 

is a process; and a similar Bill which has been passed by  the Lok Sabha, and the 

same has been sent to the Rajya Sabha, which is pending there. Subsequently, an 

Ordinance has been promulgated. When a Bill is passed by this House and sent to 

the other House, what is the procedure? The Bill has to be considered by the other 

House. At the same time, the Government cannot introduce  a Bill in this House. It 

is fallacious  to argue that the Bill  which was passed by Lok Sabha, and is now 

pending in the Rajya Sabha, has become infructuous with the promulgation of the 

Ordinance. An Ordinance is an independent legislative measure exercised  by the 

Executive; it is not a product of the Legislature.  

 An Ordinance lapses after the expiry of six weeks from the date of 

reassembly of the House. The pertinent point which I would like to make is that a 

Bill never lapses. An Ordinance lapses but a Bill never lapses unless and until the 

House is dissolved. Once again, I would like to stress on the point that a Bill will 

only lapse when the House is dissolved. There is no other situation in the 

Constitution or in the Rules of Procedure that a Bill lapses. The hon. Finance 

Minister has made an observation. It has come out in the Press as well as in the 
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other House. That is why, I am not quoting.  He has said that the Bill has become 

infructuous. I  am only up to the point.  

The Bill has become infructuous due to the promulgation of the Ordinance. 

There is no word `infructuous’ either in the Constitution or in the Rules of 

Procedures and that the Bill will become infructuous. But the word used is 

`lapses’. I may be allowed to quote Article 107, Clause 3 which stipulates that a 

Bill pending in Parliament shall not lapse by reason of the prorogation of the 

House. By proroguing the other House, definitely, the Bill never lapses. That is as 

per the Article 107 of the Constitution. My point is that the pending Bill does not 

lapse when the Ordinance is promulgated. So, this Bill cannot be introduced in this 

House because it is pending in the Rajya Sabha. The Rajya Sabha has to either 

pass or amend. If it is amended, then, we will get the opportunity to agitate on the 

Bill. This is the first point based on the Constitution.  

Secondly, Rule 112, Clause 2 of the Rules of Procedure stipulates in respect 

of the removal of Bills from the House. Yes, I do agree that it is concerning the 

removal of the Bills. Rule 112, Clause 2 says that a Bill pending before the House 

shall also be removed from the Register of Bills,  pending in the House  in case the 

Bill substantially identical is passed by the House or the Bill is withdrawn under 

Rule 110. Once again I would like to read it for your kind attention. It says: “Bill 

pending before the House shall also be removed from the Register of Bills,  

pending in the House  in case the Bill substantially identical is passed by the 

House.”  

 Madam, coming to the explanation, a Bill pending before the House shall 

include a Bill introduced in the House. According to Rule 112 (2) of the Rules of 

Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, if the House agrees for the 

introduction of the Bill, what would be the consequences? According to Rule 112 

(2), the Bill has to be removed because it says that if an identical Bill, which has 

already been passed by this House and sent to the other House, comes to the 

House, that Bill has to be removed. So, if the Bill is introduced as per the direction 
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of the hon. Speaker or if the leave is being granted to introduce the Bill, definitely 

this Rule 112 (2) will be applicable and the Bill has to be removed. Such a 

situation will never arise. Also this is a mandatory provision. The term ‘shall’ is 

used in the provision. So, definitely Rule 112 (2) is applicable. Since an identical 

Bill has already been passed by this House and pending in the other House, this 

Bill cannot be introduced under Rule 112 (2). 

 Coming to Rule 67, last time also I had raised the same issue, this is 

regarding identical Bill. Rule 67 says: 

 

“When a Bill is pending before the House, notice of an identical Bill, 
whether received before or after the introduction of the pending Bill, 
shall be removed from, or not entered in, the list of pending notices, 
as the case may be, unless the Speaker otherwise directs.” 

 

In this case, the hon. Speaker is having absolute authority to direct that the Bill can 

be introduced. So, I am not sticking to this Rule 67. 

 But, Madam, under Rule 112 (2) of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of 

Business in Lok Sabha and Articles 107 and 123 of the Constitution of India, my 

strong point is that this Bill cannot be introduced. If this is introduced, that will 

violate the provisions of the Constitution as well as the Rules of Procedure and 

Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. Hence I am seeking a ruling from the hon. 

Speaker and also I would like to oppose the introduction of this Bill on these 

grounds. 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Madam, I stand here to oppose 

the introduction of the Bill. We need to understand why this Bill that was passed 

by this House – though we had walked out and many Members from the 

Opposition also had walked out at the time of passing – is being introduced again 

and why an Ordinance was promulgated in the first week of April. That Ordinance 

also was introduced in the beginning of the Second Part of the Budget Session in 

the month of April. 
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 Madam, an interesting incident has occurred in between and here I would 

like to refer to the period of Ramayana when during the Ikshvaku Dynasty because 

of tapasya Trishanku was raised by Viswamitra to go to Heaven in life. But he was 

not allowed to enter the Heaven. So he stayed in between and a new Swarga was 

created. Are we going to create another Swarga in between for this Bill? This Bill 

was passed by this House. It did not reach the Rajya Sabha though my colleague 

Mr. Premachandran was saying that it is a property of the Rajya Sabha. It is not a 

property of the Rajya Sabha because it did not reach the Rajya Sabha. It is 

somewhere in between. I was searching whether it can be found in the Central 

Hall or not. It is not there, anywhere. Where is that Bill? At least when this Bill is 

sought to be introduced in the House, the Minister should tell us as to what 

happened to that Bill. The Government has brought in an Ordinance. Now they are 

introducing a Bill. The Ordinance and this Bill are identical to the Bill that was 

passed by this House earlier. So, what forces the Government to bring this Bill 

again for our consideration? 

 Madam, I am not quoting any rules or any provisions of the Constitution. 

PROF. SAUGATA ROY: This is making a mockery of the Constitution. 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB: That is one thing. I am not going into the 

merit of the issue. But when we are referring to land acquisition, when you read 

through the title of the Bill, it is mouthful. But, shortly, it is Land Acquisition Bill.  

This Land Acquisition Bill was not unanimously passed.  It was a consensus that 

was built by the then Government.  Many political parties had their reservations.  

Even today, I would say that there is a need for correction of that Bill.  It was only 

the Trinamool Congress since beginning which had the opinion that they do not 

want Land Acquisition Bill.   Many Members also feel – they hold an opinion – 

that ‘Land’ is a State Subject.  Let the respective States formulate their own Bill.  

Why should we have a Bill made by the Centre?  

SHRI SUDIP BANDYOPADHYAY (KOLKATA UTTAR): Madam Speaker, I 

would like to clarify for a minute. 
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HON. SPEAKER: No. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB : But, here I would like to mention that we 

have serious objection to the present formulation of the Bill that is being 

introduced.  We will be also moving  our amendments.  We are opposed to the 

introduction of the Bill per se. 

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, Mr. Minister. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI JYOTIRADITYA M. SCINDIA (GUNA): Madam, we want to say 

something… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: No, you have not given any notice.  All of them had given 

notices.  We have to follow the Rules. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I know, you are the main Opposition Party but you must also 

go though the Rules of Procedure. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: All of them have given notices.  He also asked for permission 

but I did not give him. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE (GULBARGA): Madam, we are seeking your 

permission.  This is very important.  We also want to say something.… 

(Interruptions) 

THE MINISTER OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT, MINISTER OF HOUSING 

AND URBAN POVERTY ALLEVIATION AND MINISTER OF 

PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU): That is not the 

system.… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Why do they not follow the procedure? 

… (Interruptions) 
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HON. SPEAKER: Okay.  They are requesting, that is why I am permitting him.  

But it is not according to the rule.  I am permitting you but it should not be like 

that.   

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä: àÉèbàÉ º{ÉÉÒBÉE®, |ÉäàÉSÉxpxÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 123 +ÉÉè® 107 BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcÉ +ÉÉè® 

=ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn VÉÉä °ôãºÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE |ÉÉäºÉÉÒVÉ® ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊb]äãºÉ àÉé nÉäc®ÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ªÉc àÉÉãÉÚàÉ 

cè +ÉÉè® ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè* àÉciÉÉ¤É VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ®JÉä cé*  VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ªÉcÉÆ {É® +ÉÉBÉE® MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, 

´Éc ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå +É£ÉÉÒ {ÉåÉËbMÉ cè* ´Éc <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ, ´Éc BÉEcÉÆ cè, <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

´Éc BÉEcÉÓ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè* ÉÊjÉ¶ÉÆBÉÖE àÉå cè ªÉÉ BÉEcÉÆ cè, àÉÉãÉÚàÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉÉÊàÉjÉ BÉEÉÒ +É£ÉÉÒ ºÉßÉÎ] cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, 

´ÉcÉÆ cè, àÉÉãÉÚàÉ xÉcÉÓ* AäºÉÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ àÉå VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ +É£ÉÉÒ VÉÉÒÉÊ´ÉiÉ cè, =ºÉä àÉÉ®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉDªÉÉå cÉä ®cÉÒ cè? ªÉc 

¤ÉÉiÉ àÉÖZÉä ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* =ºÉä ´ÉcÉÆ {ÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ªÉÉ ÉÊ®VÉäBÉD] cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉMÉ® 

´Éc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ªÉcÉÆ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉ ªÉcÉÆ =ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* ABÉE iÉÉä ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {ÉåÉËbMÉ cè, 

VÉÉÒÉÊ´ÉiÉ cè, VÉÉÒÉÊ´ÉiÉ ®cxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É ÉÊ{ÉE® ABÉE +ÉÉÉÌbxÉåºÉ ãÉÉBÉE®, ªÉcÉÆ {É® <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ BÉE®BÉEä càÉ 

{É® lÉÉä{ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä >ó{É® lÉÉä{ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé, iÉÉä <ºÉä càÉ BÉE£ÉÉÒ ¤ÉnÉÇ¶iÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä*  

 ªÉc AäºÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè VÉÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè* ´ÉÉÇ 2013 BÉEÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉcàÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä ¤ÉxÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ lÉÉ* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEä, BÉEÉ®{ÉÉä®ä] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, <ÆbÉÎº]ÅªÉÉÊãÉº] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, 

=xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊc{ÉEÉVÉiÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, =xÉBÉEÉä VÉÉä {ÉäàÉå] BÉE®xÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ, =ºÉ {ÉäàÉå] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉVÉ ´ÉcÉÒ SÉãÉ ®cÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® SÉSÉÉÇ cÉäBÉE® VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÊ{ÉE® 

+ÉÉÉÌbxÉåºÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå ªÉc BÉEèºÉä +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ? °ôãºÉ àÉå AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cè, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ <ºÉä lÉÉä{ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ÉÊbºµÉEÉÒ¶ÉxÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEÉä càÉ SÉèãÉåVÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä cé* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ 

ÉÊbºµÉEÉÒ¶ÉxÉ cè, ´Éc VÉÖÉÊb¶ÉªÉºÉãÉÉÒ ªÉÚVÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉ{É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ, 

ºÉÉäSÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ º{ÉÉÒBÉE® cé* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) AäºÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉ àÉå +ÉMÉ® ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä càÉ <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ 

BÉE®åMÉä +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä càÉ SÉãÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ nåMÉä* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)      

gÉÉÒ AàÉ. ´ÉéBÉEèªªÉÉ xÉÉªÉbÚ : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉc MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEÉä lÉÉä½É vªÉÉxÉ ºÉä 

ºÉÖÉÊxÉA* ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEää +ÉÉì¤VÉèBÉD] +ÉÉè® |ÉÉäÉÊºÉVÉ® {É®ä +ÉÉì¤VÉèBÉD] BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA c® ABÉE ºÉnºªÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® cè, <ºÉàÉå 

àÉä®É BÉEÉä<Ç AäiÉ®ÉVÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉMÉ®, =ºÉ xÉÉàÉ {É® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä >ó{É® +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ, {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

BÉEcxÉÉ, ªÉc-´Éc BÉEcxÉÉ, ªÉc +ÉxÉÖÉÊSÉiÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉxÉä 50 ºÉÉãÉÉå àÉå {ÉÚÆVÉÉÒ{ÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ,...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) =xÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 
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...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) Under Article 123, the Ordinance power is given to the 

Government by the Constitution of India.  Article 123 is very clear that the 

Government can issue an Ordinance.  Once an Ordinance is issued under this 

Article that Ordinance has the same force and effect as an Act of Parliament.  

Then, it has to be ratified by Parliament. The very purpose or why the Government 

has brought this is that the Government wanted Parliament to be taken into 

confidence because we made changes subsequently.  How can it be undemocratic 

and anti-people when the House has overwhelmingly supported it?… 

(Interruptions) 

It is a pro-farmer legislation.… (Interruptions) The entire country and the 

majority in Parliament have decided it.  All parties including Congress wanted 

changes and that is why, these changes have been made.  This is in the interest of 

the country.  Otherwise, the growth of the country will be affected.  This is what 

the Minister at that time had also said. They have written letters.  If the hon. 

Members want those documents, those also can be given to them who are 

opposing it. … (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

SHRI SUDIP BANDYOPADHYAY : I should categorically mention it that it was 

not a unanimous decision.  It was a consensus.  I moved an amendment from our 

party’s side, the Trinamool Congress, and that was voted in August, 2013.  The 

result of the voting was - Ayes ‘268’ possibly and Noes ‘19’. That was the 

difference.  So, Trinamool Congress is not against the introduction of any type of 

Bill as such, but that should be a pro-farmers’ Bill.  When we opposed it, this Bill 

said: “That 80 per cent of the total land will have to be taken by the owner 

concerned and 20 per cent will have to be taken by the Central Government 

interference.”.… (Interruptions) 

 



11.05.2015  
  

19 

HON. SPEAKER: We are not discussing it now.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Whatever you are saying has already been spoken.  Please sit 

down. Now, the hon. Minister.   

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä :  àÉèbàÉ, °ôÉËãÉMÉ  cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

gÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ®ÉÉÊniªÉ àÉÉvÉ´É®É´É ÉËºÉÉÊvÉªÉÉ :  +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä àÉÖqä {É®...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  °ôÉËãÉMÉ ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉÒ let him speak first. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: He also has his right. He can also say something.  

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE: We are objecting for its introduction itself.… 

(Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ®ÉÉÊniªÉ àÉÉvÉ´É®É´É ÉËºÉÉÊvÉªÉÉ:  àÉèbàÉ, <ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ °ôÉËãÉMÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  VÉ¤É ´Éc =kÉ® nä nåMÉä, ÉÊ{ÉE® àÉé °ôÉËãÉMÉ nÚÆMÉÉÒ*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒ®äxp ÉËºÉc : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉéxÉä ºÉnxÉ ºÉä ãÉéb ABÉD´ÉÉÒÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {Éä¶É BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉYÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉÉÒ 

lÉÉÒ*  ´Éc <ºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉE  càÉ VÉÉä ABÉE xÉªÉÉ +ÉÉìÉÌbxÉéºÉ ãÉä BÉE® +ÉÉªÉä, =ºÉBÉEä iÉciÉ ªÉc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ºÉjÉ BÉEä 

{ÉcãÉä ÉÊnxÉ =ºÉ +ÉÉìÉÌbxÉéºÉ BÉEÉä cÉ=ºÉ àÉå ®JÉå +ÉÉè® àÉä®ä ºÉÉlÉÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉÒ °ô½ÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä =ºÉ ÉÊnxÉ +ÉÉìÉÌbxÉéºÉ BÉEÉä cÉ=ºÉ 

àÉå ®JÉÉ +ÉÉè® <ºÉÉÒ cÉ=ºÉ BÉEÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ àÉéxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ªÉc +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

<ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÖZÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä* The first thing, 

which comes from Mahtabji, is that where the Bill is. I am the in-charge of this 

Department, the first and the second Bill are with me.… (Interruptions) There is 

no in between… (Interruptions)  

 Madam, what I want is that I am seeking the leave of the House and I want 

that I should be granted leave to introduce this Bil.  If they want to discuss it, they 

can discuss it when the discussion takes places… (Interruptions)  But this is not 

the proper way… (Interruptions) 
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gÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ®ÉÉÊniªÉ àÉÉvÉ´É®É´É ÉËºÉÉÊvÉªÉÉ :  àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE nÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ <xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cé* {ÉcãÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

£ÉÉÒ <xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®É ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ £ÉÉÒ <xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, now, I am giving my ruling. 

  … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, please sit down. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members,  no identical Bill to one being proposed to be 

introduced, is pending in the Lok Sabha. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: There is no such Bill pending. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  Therefore, I am saying  it.  

… (Interruptions) 

 

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU:  It is a new Bill.  He said it… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  That is what I am also saying. 

 … (Interruptions)  

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, Mahtabji  

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  =xcÉåxÉä BÉDªÉÉ BÉEcÉ cè? What he said? 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ®ÉÉÊniªÉ àÉÉvÉ´É®É´É ÉËºÉÉÊvÉªÉÉ: =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {ÉcãÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ £ÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®É ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ £ÉÉÒ 

=xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É º{É]ÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉE®´ÉÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ 

nÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉMÉ® ºÉ¤É ÉÊSÉããÉÉAÆMÉä iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä BÉÖEU ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉAMÉÉ* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB : Madam, I am asking, what was the 

extraordinary situation, which forced the Minister to bring out an Ordinance.  He 
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is still repeating that he has two Bills with him… (Interruptions)  Of course, it is 

not in the Lok Sabha, but it is with him; and so,   he has to explain before you take 

up for consideration and passing… (Interruptions) 

SHRI CHAUDHARY BIRENDER SINGH: That is your saying that there are   

two heaven.  Where is the second heaven?   

HON. SPEAKER: Mahtabji, please sit down. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  Hon. Members,  no Bill identical to one being proposed to be 

introduced is pending in the Lok Sabha.  Therefore, as contended by Shri 

Premachandranji, Rule 67 and Rule 112 are not applicable here.  There is no Rule, 

which bars introduction of a Bill while a Bill on the same subject   passed by the 

Lok Sabha is pending in the Rajya Sabha.  

That is why, hon. Members, as per the established practice, the Speaker 

does not decide whether a Bill is within the legislative competence of a House or 

not; and   the House also does not take a decision on this. 

I shall, therefore, put the motion to the vote of the House. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE: Madam, we object to it; and we walk out, in 

protest.  

11.34 hrs  

At this stage, Shri Mallikarjun Kharge, Shri N.K. Premachandran and some other 
hon. Members left the House. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 
 

“That leave be  granted to introduce a Bill further to amend the Right 
to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition, 
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 

SHRI CHAUDHARY BIRENDER SINGH: Madam, I introduce the Bill.  
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11.35 hrs. 
 

STATEMENT RE: RIGHT TO FAIR COMPENSATION  
AND TRANSPARENCY IN LAND ACQUISITION,  

REHABILITATION AND RESETTLEMENT  
(AMENDMENT) ORDINANCE, 2015 

 
HON. SPEAKER: Item No.3 Statement regarding Ordinance.  

THE MINISTER OF RURAL DEVELOPMENT, MINISTER OF PANCHAYATI 

RAJ AND MINISTER OF DRINKING WATER AND SANITATION (SHRI 

CHAUDHARY BIRENDER SINGH): Madam Speaker, I beg to lay on the Table 

an explanatory Statement (Hindi and English versions) showing reasons for 

immediate legislation by promulgation of the right to Fair Compensation and 

Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement (Amendment) 

Ordinance, 2015 (No. 4 of 2015).  

 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, Statement to be made by Minister.  I would like to say 

that let us wait till they can come inside the House.   

THE MINISTER OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT, MINISTER OF HOUSING 

AND URBAN POVERTY ALLEVIATION AND MINISTER OF 

PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU) : My suggestion 

is that we were only taking it for introduction.  Once it is taken for consideration, 

Members could have spoken whatever they wanted to speak. Before that, they are 

making their speeches.  

HON. SPEAKER: I know it.  But their objection was for introduction itself.  That 

is why, I have given my ruling.  Now, the Minister has introduced it.  

SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU: It is good that you have given your ruling. The 

Leader of the Opposition said earlier that nothing will change.  The law will 

                                                 
 Laid on the Table and also placed in Library, See No. LT 2655/16/15. 
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continue.  You can have the second Ordinance immediately after 20th March, 

2015.  That is what the Leader of the Opposition or the Congress Party has said 

earlier.  Forgetting what they have said, what they have done all those years and 

how many Ordinances they have passed?  If they go on making political 

comments, Madam, the Government cannot simply sit silent and then accept 

whatever they are saying.  It is the prerogative of the House.  The House can 

discuss and decide this way or that way.  The House has passed it in an 

overwhelming manner.  They are saying that we are bulldozing.  What is 

bulldozing?  Is majority approval a bulldozing?  What is the new definition that 

they wanted to give?  My suggestion is that let them raise their objections.  The 

Government also has a plan about this Bill. I want to take the House into 

confidence. We have some suggestions about this Bill.  I am discussing with 

others also.  Without even hearing that at the introduction Stage, the Bill which 

was overwhelmingly approved, that should not be done.  It is very unfair.  They 

are doing it for political sake.   

 I would request Madam Speaker to take note of the fact that the placards 

were brought into the House and what should be done with regard to such thing 

should also be discussed and decided once for all.  Otherwise, everybody will 

follow the same suit.  

HON. SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, do you want to make a statement or do you wait 

till they come back?   
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11.38 hrs. 

STATEMENT BY MINISTER 
Clarification on Unstarred Question No. 6331 dated  5th May, 2015 in Lok 

Sabha regarding ‘Extradition of  Terrorist’ 
 

 

MÉßc àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉxÉÉlÉ ÉËºÉc) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ABÉDº]ÅÉÉÊb¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE ]ä®ÉÊ®º] BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ÉÊnxÉÉÆBÉE 

5 àÉ<Ç, 2015 BÉEÉä ABÉE +ÉiÉÉ®ÉÆÉÊBÉEiÉ |É¶xÉ 633(1) BÉEä =kÉ® BÉEÉ º{É]ÉÒBÉE®hÉ näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉnxÉ àÉå JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ 

cÚÆ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, |ÉÉÊiÉ{ÉFÉ BÉEÉ ºÉààÉÉxÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ nãÉ BÉEä xÉäiÉÉ BÉEä ¤Éè~xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn cÉÒ àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉ 

º]ä]àÉå] ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ* nÉ>ón <¥ÉÉÉÊcàÉ ´ÉÉÇ 1993 àÉå àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå cÖA ºÉÉÒÉÊ®ªÉãÉ ¤ÉàÉ ¤ãÉÉº] BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå ´ÉÉÆÉÊUiÉ 

cè* nÉ>ón <¥ÉÉÉÊcàÉ àÉÖà¤É<Ç àÉå ´ÉÉÇ 1993 àÉå cÖA gÉßÆJÉãÉÉ¤Ér ¤ÉàÉ ÉÊ´Éº{ÉEÉä] BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå ´ÉÉÆÉÊUiÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä 

ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ABÉE ®äb BÉEÉìxÉÇ® xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ xÉÆ. A-135, 134/4-1993 àÉÉèVÉÚn cè* ºÉÆªÉÖBÉDiÉ ®É]Å ºÉÖ®FÉÉ {ÉÉÊ®Én xÉä £ÉÉÒ 

=ºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ABÉE ÉÊ´É¶ÉäÉ xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ xÉÆ. ªÉÚ-65, 64/4-2006 VÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ =ºÉBÉEä 

{ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ àÉå àÉÉèVÉÚn cÉäxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ÉÊ´É¶´ÉºÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÚSÉxÉÉAÆ cé* nÉ>ón <¥ÉÉÉÊcàÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉºÉ{ÉÉä]Éç +ÉÉè® 

{ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ àÉå =ºÉBÉEä BÉEÉÊlÉiÉ {ÉiÉÉå ºÉÉÊciÉ =ºÉºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ +ÉxªÉ ¤ªÉÉä®É ºÉàÉªÉ-ºÉàÉªÉ {É® {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä <ºÉ 

+ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉÖcèªÉÉ BÉE®ÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´Éä =ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉAÆ +ÉÉè® =ºÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÉé{É nä BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE 

<Æ]®{ÉÉäãÉ ºÉä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ®äb BÉEÉìxÉÇ® xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ VÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉE®´ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ nä¶É £ÉÉ®iÉ cè*  

 {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ AäºÉä BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉvªÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ®äb BÉEÉìxÉÇ® xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ VÉÉ®ÉÒ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè iÉÉÉÊBÉE xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ VÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉE®´ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ nä¶É =ºÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå |ÉiªÉ{ÉÇhÉ/ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉÇºÉxÉ ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉxªÉ 

BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉ®Æ£É BÉE® ºÉBÉEä* {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ{iÉ nºiÉÉ´ÉäVÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉxªÉ ºÉÉFªÉ ºÉÉé{Éä VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn 

{ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ nÉ>ón <¥ÉÉÉÊcàÉ BÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä iÉlÉÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉ®Æ£É BÉE®xÉä àÉå {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä ÉÊ´É{ÉEãÉ ®cÉ cè* 

£ÉÉ®iÉ {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ {É® +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ]ÅÉÒªÉ ¤ÉÉvªÉiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä, nÉ>ón <¥ÉÉÉÊcàÉ iÉlÉÉ +ÉxªÉ +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉÉÊnªÉÉå BÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ 

ãÉMÉÉxÉä +ÉÉè® =xcå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÉé{Éä VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ºiÉ®Éå {É® ãÉMÉÉiÉ® n¤ÉÉ´É ¤ÉxÉÉA cÖA cè*   

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊ´ÉxÉ©ÉiÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ªÉc £ÉÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉå SÉÉcä {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä {É®ºÉÚ 

BÉE®xÉÉ cÉä ªÉÉ {ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ {É® |Éè¶É® ÉÊ¤Éãb-+É{É BÉE®xÉÉ cÉä, càÉ nÉ>ón BÉEÉä ãÉÉBÉE® cÉÒ ®cåMÉä, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ àÉé ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ 

BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: He has given a statement. That is all. 



11.05.2015  
  

25 

11.41 hrs. 

SUBMISSION BY MEMBER 
Re : Reported comments made by a former Minister and sitting Member of 

Rajya Sabha on 9th May, 2015 on Hon. Speaker, Lok Sabha 
 

HON. SPEAKER: Now Shri Arjun Ram Meghwal.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I will see. I will allow you.  

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<ªÉä* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ (¤ÉÉÒBÉEÉxÉä®): àÉä®É £ÉÉÒ xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 àÉèbàÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEcÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉä®É xÉÉàÉ {ÉÖBÉEÉ®É cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* àÉé 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ <ºÉ +ÉÉä® +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ªÉÚÉÊxÉªÉxÉ BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉä] ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]® …... 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   +ÉÉ{É ªÉcÉÆ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ àÉiÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) * 

gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ :  =xcÉåxÉä º{ÉÉÒBÉE® BÉEÉÒ, ªÉÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ {É® |É¶xÉ ÉÊSÉÿxÉ ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® 

BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE º{ÉÉÒBÉE® ÉÊxÉ{ÉFÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   àÉé xÉÉàÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEc ®cÉÒ cÚÆ* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ :  ªÉc ¤Éäcn JÉiÉ®xÉÉBÉE +ÉÉ®Éä{É cè, £ÉªÉÆBÉE® +ÉÉ®Éä{É cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

...* ªÉc +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   àÉéxÉä xÉÉàÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉäãÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ :  º{ÉÉÒBÉE® BÉEÉÒ °ôÉËãÉMÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç SÉèãÉåVÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

Madam, it is not questionable. It is a well established practice. Nobody can 

question the ruling of the Speaker. ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ ¤Éäcn ÉÊSÉxiÉÉVÉxÉBÉE ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   +ÉÉ{É ªÉcÉÆ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉåMÉä*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ : àÉèbàÉ, ªÉc ¤Éäcn ÉÊSÉxiÉÉVÉxÉBÉE ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ|ÉÉÊ´ÉãÉäVÉ 

àÉÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä <ºÉä BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® =xcå SÉäiÉÉ´ÉxÉÉÒ nÉÒ VÉÉªÉä ÉÊBÉE ´Éc nÉä¤ÉÉ®É º{ÉÉÒBÉE® BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc ´ÉäãÉ-Aäº]äÉÎ¤ãÉ¶b |ÉèÉÎBÉD]ºÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) càÉ cÉ=ºÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä* àÉé ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉÒVÉä{ÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉÖJªÉ ºÉSÉäiÉBÉE cÚÆ* 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEciÉä cé ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +ÉÉ{É ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉèºÉä cÉÒ VªÉÉnÉ ºÉÖxÉiÉÉÒ cÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ 

=ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ªÉÚÉÊxÉªÉxÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]® xÉä +ÉÉ{É {É® +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ cè* àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ 

ÉÊSÉxiÉÉVÉxÉBÉE ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cè* càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ {É® |É¶xÉ ÉÊSÉÿxÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) SÉäªÉ® {É®, {ÉÉÒ~ÉºÉÉÒxÉ {É® ªÉc 

|É¶xÉ ÉÊSÉÿxÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉå <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉËxÉnÉ BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ ÉËxÉnÉ cÉä, cÉ=ºÉ BÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä, SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä cÉ=ºÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ÉËxÉnÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, iÉÉÉÊBÉE {ÉDªÉÚSÉ® àÉå ´Éc |ÉèºÉ àÉå AäºÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç 

º]ä]àÉé] xÉ nä ºÉBÉEå* ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   gÉÉÒ  £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ, bÉì. ´ÉÉÒ®äxp BÉÖEàÉÉ®, gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä, gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ. SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ, gÉÉÒ 

|ÉcãÉÉn ÉËºÉc {É]äãÉ +ÉÉè® bÉì. ÉÊBÉEÉÊ®] {ÉÉÒ. ºÉÉäãÉÆBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉÇÖxÉ ®ÉàÉ àÉäPÉ´ÉÉãÉ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ 

ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): Madam, I 

would like to make a small reference because a reference has been made to you. I 

would just like to make a small reference to Kaul and Shakdher on reflections on 

Speaker in discharge of his duties.  
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 “Office of the Speaker, Lok Sabha is a Constitutional office and 
enjoys exalted status in our democratic setup. Though it is not 
necessary for Speaker under the Constitution of the Rules of 
Procedure to sever his connections or her connections with the 
political Party to which he belongs, once he is elected to the office, 
he, while conducting the House, nevertheless acts in totally impartial 
manner. Impartiality is, therefore, an integral attribute vis-à-vis the 
office of the Speaker. Hence, reflection on the character or 
impartiality of the Speaker in discharge of his duties as the Speaker 
of the House has been held to constitute a breach of privilege and 
contempt of the House.” 

 

SHRI ARJUN RAM MEGHWAL : Yes, it is a contempt of the House. 

HON. SPEAKER: It is all right. 

 Shri E.T. Mohammad Basheer. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: It is under my consideration. I will allow. Please sit down. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: What notice is it? Do you want to raise the matter? Yes, I will 

allow you. 

THE MINISTER OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT, MINISTER OF HOUSING 

AND URBAN POVERTY ALLEVIATION AND MINISTER OF 

PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI M. VENKAIAH NAIDU): Madam 

Speaker, I have an appeal to Kharge Ji and to my other friends also. This is not a 

partisan matter. Let us not politicise it. Let us go into the facts. If it is a fact, let us 

apply our mind. Let the Opposition and the Government and all sides of the House 

also go through this matter. As of now, I am not saying anything without 

authenticity. A news item has appeared in the paper where the Speaker’s conduct 

has been questioned. That being a matter concerning the entire House, I appeal to 

the Opposition also to please go through this. Let us study it and then come to 

some meaningful conclusion so that this sort of trend is not allowed in future.  
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 This is not an issue of this party or that party; he may belong to any party. I 

am not talking about that. But this is a very serious matter. Speaker’s conduct 

should never be questioned in the House. Otherwise, parliamentary system will 

not be able to function effectively. This is my appeal to the hon. House. … 

(Interruptions) 

 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : <ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä* 

    gÉÉÒ <Ç.]ÉÒ. àÉÉäcààÉn ¤É¶ÉÉÒ®* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A* <ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ* 

   …(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: He has given a notice. Please let him raise his issue. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL (ALAPPUZHA): We have also given a notice.… 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I will allow you to raise your issue as well. Please sit down.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Whatever you have submitted is under my consideration. The 

direction will be given accordingly.  

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI E.T. MOHAMMAD BASHEER (PONNANI): Madam, I am raising a very 

important issue of national importance. … (Interruptions) I may be allowed to 

speak.… (Interruptions) This is not fair. … (Interruptions)  

 My demand is regarding repealing of Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act. 

It has been widely misused. It is against SCs, STs, adivasis and minorities. This 

law was enacted with a very high objective, that is, to curb all the activities against 

the integrity and sovereignty of the nation.  Unfortunately, this law has been 

misused in a highly condemnable manner. Thousands of youths are languishing in 
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Indian jails without trial. That is nothing but denial of justice. It is a very 

important issue as far as this nation is concerned.  

 In recent judgment in Hubli case, out of 17 accused, four were Malayalees. 

The court acquitted them after seven years and held that prosecution has miserably 

failed in proving the charges. Madam, after seven years the Court says that they 

are innocent. Their life has gone; their future has gone and their career has gone. 

Who is going to compensate all these things? 

 Madam, not only that, but similar cases are appearing in every part of the 

country. Youths are arrested. Without filing chargesheets, they are kept in jails. It 

is a denial of their rights. Hence, I urge upon the Government to repeal the 

Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: S/Shri M.B. Rajesh, Dr. A. Sampath and Md. Badaruddoza 

Khan are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri E.T. Mohammad 

Basheer. 

gÉÉÒ ¶ªÉÉàÉÉ SÉ®hÉ MÉÖ{iÉ (<ãÉÉcÉ¤ÉÉn) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ <ãÉÉcÉ¤ÉÉn àÉå ªÉàÉÖxÉÉ {ÉÉ® AÉÊ®ªÉÉ 

àÉå ]ÉåºÉ xÉnÉÒ {É® ºÉÆSÉÉÉÊãÉiÉ BÉEÉäcãÉÉ®PÉÉ], nä´ÉPÉÉ] +ÉÉè® vÉxÉ´ÉÉãÉ {ÉäªÉVÉãÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ =kÉ® |Énä¶É ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

xÉÉBÉEÉàÉÉÒ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ +É{ÉxÉä =qä¶ªÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÚhÉÇ BÉE®xÉä àÉå +ÉºÉ{ÉEãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* ºÉéBÉE½Éå MÉÉÆ´É {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉEããÉiÉ ºÉä VÉÚZÉ 

®cä cé* +ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÊàÉiÉ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ, {ÉÉ<{ÉãÉÉ<xÉ ãÉÉÒBÉEäVÉ +ÉÉè® céb{ÉÆ{É BÉEä VÉãÉºiÉ® BÉEä xÉÉÒSÉä ÉÊMÉ®xÉä ºÉä {ÉäªÉVÉãÉ 

ºÉàÉºªÉÉ +ÉÉè® MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® cÉä MÉ<Ç cè* {ÉÉ<{ÉãÉÉ<xºÉ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ A´ÉÆ ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ VÉÉÒhÉÇ-¶ÉÉÒhÉÇ cÉäxÉä BÉEä 

BÉEÉ®hÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÆ¶É MÉÉÆ´É {ÉäªÉVÉãÉ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ ºÉä ´ÉÆÉÊSÉiÉ cÉä MÉªÉä cé VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ªÉc ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE <xÉ 

{ÉÉ<{ÉãÉÉ<xÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉàÉªÉ {É® ~ÉÒBÉE BÉE®ÉªÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® céb {ÉÆ{ºÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉc®É<Ç ¤ÉfÃÉ<Ç VÉÉA ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ 

ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉàÉÖÉÊSÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* +ÉiÉ: àÉä®É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ <ºÉàÉå 

+ÉÉÊ´ÉãÉà¤É BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®ä*  
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gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc (ºÉiÉxÉÉ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ªÉcÉÆ 

ABÉE +ÉÉÊiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ =~ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ nÉÒ cè* àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä vªÉÉxÉ 

àÉå ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ gÉÉÒ®ÉàÉ BÉEÉ VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ SÉÉÊ®jÉ ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ ´ÉhÉÇxÉ ®ÉàÉÉªÉhÉ àÉcÉBÉEÉBªÉ àÉå ÉÊãÉÉÊ{É¤Ér cè, jÉäiÉÉ 

ªÉÖMÉ àÉå £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ gÉÉÒ®ÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉElÉÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ n¶ÉÇxÉ ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè iÉlÉÉ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉä {ÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

£ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ gÉÉÒ®ÉàÉ xÉä +É{ÉxÉä SÉÉènc ´ÉÉÇ BÉEä ´ÉxÉ´ÉÉºÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå ºÉä ºÉÉfÃä MªÉÉ®c ´ÉÉÇ ÉÊSÉjÉBÉÚE] àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉiÉÉªÉä lÉä* +ÉÉVÉ 

£ÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÆ =xÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉÊcàÉÉ BÉEhÉ-BÉEhÉ àÉå ÉÊ´É®ÉVÉàÉÉxÉ cè* ãÉÉJÉÉå ãÉÉäMÉ ´ÉcÉÆ +ÉÉiÉä-VÉÉiÉä cé* £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ gÉÉÒ®ÉàÉ BÉEÉ 

VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ-n¶ÉÇxÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ xÉVÉnÉÒBÉE ºÉä näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* gÉÉÒ®ÉàÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå xÉ näJÉiÉä cÖA, 

=xÉBÉEä +ÉÉn¶ÉÇ VÉÉÒ´ÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖ{ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ c® àÉÉxÉ´É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉVÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè* =xÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉµÉEàÉÉå BÉEÉä 

®ÉàÉÉªÉhÉ àÉcÉBÉEÉBªÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉÉè{ÉÉ<ªÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ, =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉBÉßEÉÊiÉ-ÉÊSÉxcÉå ºÉÉÊciÉ, ABÉE ®ÉàÉÉªÉhÉàÉ {ÉÉÊ®ºÉ® ¤ÉxÉÉªÉä VÉÉxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ãÉà¤Éä ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* BÉÖEâóFÉäjÉ àÉå àÉcÉ£ÉÉ®iÉ iÉlÉÉ ÉÊSÉjÉBÉÚE] àÉå ®ÉàÉÉªÉhÉ nÉäxÉÉå BÉEÉ 

AäÉÊiÉcÉÉÊºÉBÉE {ÉÉÊ®ºÉ® ´ÉcÉÆ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ +ÉiªÉÆiÉ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE cè* {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ A´ÉÆ ºÉÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉBÉE oÉÎ]BÉEÉähÉ ºÉä ªÉc +ÉiªÉÆiÉ 

={ÉªÉÉäMÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉ* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ´Éc +ÉÉÊ´ÉãÉà¤É <ºÉ |ÉÉäVÉäBÉD] BÉEÉÒ 

º´ÉÉÒBÉßEÉÊiÉ nä iÉÉÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ABÉE xÉªÉÉ ®ÉàÉÉªÉhÉàÉ {ÉÉÊ®ºÉ® ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEä*  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ +ÉÉè® bÉì. ÉÊBÉEÉÊ®] {ÉÉÒ.ºÉÉäãÉÆBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA 

ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ iÉÉ©Év´ÉVÉ ºÉÉcÚ (nÖMÉÇ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ´É¶ÉäÉBÉE® UkÉÉÒºÉMÉfÃ àÉå ºÉÉÎ¤VÉªÉÉå BÉEä nÉàÉ ºÉÉãÉ àÉå 

¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ®ciÉä cé* ¤É½ä BÉßEÉÊÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç àÉå ºÉ¤VÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnBÉE JÉÖn cÉÒ ºÉÉvÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ãÉäiÉä cé ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉ +ÉÆSÉãÉÉå 

àÉå ÉÊxÉ´ÉÉºÉ®iÉ ºÉ¤VÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnBÉE ÉÊVÉxcå àÉ®É® {É]äãÉ BÉEcÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉä ¤ÉÉ½ÉÒ BÉEciÉä cé, =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉ 

BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÉvÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ* VÉÉä +ÉiªÉÆiÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É cÉäiÉä cé +ÉÉè® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ºÉÉÎ¤VÉªÉÉÆ ÉÊºÉ® {É® ®JÉBÉE® MÉÉÆ´É-MÉÉÆ´É PÉÚàÉBÉE® 

¤ÉäSÉiÉä cé* {ÉcãÉä ªÉä BÉÖEÆ+ÉÉ JÉÉänBÉE® ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç BÉE®iÉä lÉä ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¶ÉÉBÉEà¤É®ÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ UkÉÉÒºÉMÉfÃ ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ 

uÉ®É BÉÖEU +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè {É®ÆiÉÖ +É¤É VÉãÉ ºiÉ® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ xÉÉÒSÉä VÉÉ SÉÖBÉEÉ cè* <xÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÊ~xÉÉ<ªÉÉå BÉEÉ 

ºÉÉàÉxÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ {É½ ®cÉ cè* ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ {ÉÉÊ®ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉÉä® ´É {ÉÆ{É BÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉxªÉ ºÉÉvÉxÉ <xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA xÉcÉÓ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉä* +ÉiÉ: BÉEäxp ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ ´É ®ÉVªÉ ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ uÉ®É ]áÉÚ¤É ´ÉèãÉ JÉxÉxÉ ´É ºÉ¤ÉàÉÉÌºÉ¤ÉãÉ {ÉÆ{É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¶ÉiÉ 

|ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ +ÉxÉÖnÉxÉ AäºÉä ºÉ¤VÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnBÉE BÉßEÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉä iÉiBÉEÉãÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®ä* 

SHRI R. DHRUVANARAYANA (CHAMARAJANAGAR): Madam, I want to 

raise an important issue regarding the delay in release of compensation to 

Karnataka State by the Union Government for the damage caused in the State due 
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to hailstorm and intense rainfall in the month of April. In the month of April, 

Karnataka received heavy high-intensity rains and hailstorm. Due to this reason, 

eight districts of Karnataka State got severely and badly affected. As a result, the 

standing crops in 64,462 hectares of land got completely destroyed.  

  In this connection, Karnataka State’s Revenue Minister and Agriculture 

Minister, 15 days back, had taken an appointment with the Union Agriculture 

Minister and given a memorandum. Till today, the Central Government has not 

sent a team to analyse the crop loss. The total loss estimated in the State is about 

Rs. 422.36 crore because heavy damage has been caused there.  

Since the Central Team is still awaited, I would urge upon the Union 

Government to release compensation as well as send a Central Team to analyse 

the situation.  

Thank you very much. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   gÉÉÒ AºÉ.{ÉÉÒ. àÉÖqÉcxÉÖàÉä MÉÉè½É BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ +ÉÉ®. wÉÖ´ÉxÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ 

ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

SHRI S.P. MUDDAHANUME GOWDA (TUMKUR): Madam, this is a very 

important subject. We all associate with him.  

SHRI M. VEERAPPA MOILY (CHIKKABALLAPUR): Madam Speaker, thank 

you very much for allowing me to raise an important issue with regard to 

sericulture farmers.  

 In fact, even during the UPA regime, it was once reduced from 30 per cent 

to five per cent. Then the matter was agitated before this House, and all the 

sericulture farmers -- not only in Karnataka, but even in the rest of the places --- 

agitated over the matter, and I think that one or two sericulture farmers also 

committed suicide. So, having considered this issue, the then Finance Minister 

again, in fact, increased the Import Duty from five per cent to 15 per cent. 

Thereafter, the matter was also taken up by the hon. Chief Minister of Karnataka 

with the Textile Minister and also the Finance Minister.  
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In fact, the hon. Minister of Textile wrote a letter even to Shri Venkaiah 

Naidu, the hon. Minister for Urban Development in which he stated that : “It 

seems proper to keep customs duty on import of raw silk at the present level of 15 

per cent as a balanced approach to protect interest of sericulture farmers, reelers, 

weavers and various stakeholders of the silk textile industry.” In fact, the balance 

was maintained between the weavers and the sericulturists, but all of a sudden the 

Finance Minister, in his Finance Bill of 2015, again reversed the process and he 

said that : “In order to promote ‘Make in India’, I propose to reduce the basic 

customs duty on raw silk from 15 per cent to 10 per cent.” This has really shocked 

the sericulture farmers.  

 How can such a decision be taken at the cost of the farmers as against 

‘Make in India’? … (Interruptions) Madam, I will just conclude. When we say 

that they are working for the corporate world, then they say that we are accusing 

them. It is so manifest. In fact,  … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: In ‘Zero Hour’, no speech is allowed. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI M. VEERAPPA MOILY: Yes, Madam. I am concluding. … (Interruptions) 

SHRI S.P. MUDDAHANUME GOWDA: Madam, it is a very important matter 

concerning the sericulture farmers in Karnataka. … (Interruptions) 

SHRI R. DHRUVANARAYANA: Madam, it is an important matter concerning 

the State of Karnataka. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, I know it. I am allowing it. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI M. VEERAPPA MOILY : In fact, there is a sharp fall in prices of raw silk; 

sharp fall in prices of cocoons in the cocoon markets; reduction in prices of 

cocoons and raw silk, which directly resulted in large-scale uprooting of mulberry 

gardens; and loss of capital invested by reelers and sericulturists, which has 

affected all the sericulture farmers and they are on the streets. I think that the 

Government has to reduce it. I do not know what provoked them suddenly to 
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reduce it from 15 per cent to 10 per cent. My appeal to the Government is that it 

can be restored to 15 per cent if not 30 per cent. 

HON. SPEAKER : Shri S.P. Muddahanume Gowda and  Shri R. Dhruvanarayana 

are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri M. Veerappa Moily.  

gÉÉÒ ºÉÖJÉ¤ÉÉÒ® ÉËºÉc VÉÉèxÉÉ{ÉÖÉÊ®ªÉÉ (]ÉåBÉE -ºÉ´ÉÉ<Ç àÉÉvÉÉä{ÉÖ®): àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä µÉEÉ<àÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä xÉÉ¤ÉÉÉÊãÉMÉÉå 

BÉEÉÒ =©É BÉEÉä 18 ´ÉÉÇ ºÉä PÉ]ÉBÉE® 16 ´ÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé, =ºÉÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÆn£ÉÇ àÉå àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ 

BÉEãÉ PÉ®Éå àÉå Þ ºBÉÚE]ÉÒ Þ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ SÉãÉxÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* càÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉÎSSÉªÉÉÆ BÉEÉãÉäVÉ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cé iÉÉä ºBÉÚE]ÉÒ BÉEÉ 

|ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cé* 18 ´ÉÉÇ ºÉä BÉEàÉ +ÉÉªÉÖ cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä {ÉÖÉÊãÉºÉ ´ÉÉãÉä =xÉBÉEÉ SÉÉãÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé ªÉÉ +É®äº] 

BÉE®iÉä cé* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ =xÉBÉEä +ÉÉÊ£É£ÉÉ´ÉBÉEÉå BÉEä {ÉEÉäxÉ +ÉÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® càÉ =xcå UÖ½´ÉÉiÉä cé* 

 àÉä®É +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ãÉÉ<ºÉåºÉ ¤ÉxÉ´ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ =©É 18 ´ÉÉÇ ºÉä PÉ]ÉBÉE® 16 ´ÉÉÇ BÉE® nÉÒ VÉÉA, 

ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉÎSSÉªÉÉÆ ºBÉÚEãÉ iÉBÉE +ÉÉ®ÉàÉ ºÉä VÉÉ ºÉBÉEå* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ PÉ®Éå BÉEÉ ºÉÉàÉÉxÉ ãÉäxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉÊcãÉÉAÆ 

£ÉÉÒ ºBÉÚE]ÉÒ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ |ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cé* SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ ãÉÉ<ºÉåºÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè, <ºÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ {ÉÖÉÊãÉºÉ ´ÉÉãÉä =xcå 

{É®ä¶ÉÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* àÉé SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE bÅÉ<ÉË´ÉMÉ ãÉÉ<ºÉåºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 18 ´ÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉªÉÖ BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc 16 ´ÉÉÇ BÉEÉ 

|ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA, SÉÉcä iÉÉä =ºÉàÉå BÉÖEU +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä ÉÊãÉJÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉA ÉÊBÉE ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ãÉÉäBÉEãÉ AÉÊ®ªÉÉ àÉå cÉÒ =ºÉä 

SÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ <VÉÉVÉiÉ cÉä* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ +ÉÉè® gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉªÉ ÉÊàÉgÉÉ ]äxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ ºÉÖJÉ¤ÉÉÒ® ÉËºÉc VÉÉèxÉÉ{ÉÖÉÊ®ªÉÉ uÉ®É 

=~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

SHRI R.K. SINGH (ARRAH): Thank you, Madam, for giving me the opportunity 

to speak. 

 Madam, we heard on TV yesterday the news that India is going to play a 

Test and One-day Cricket Series with Pakistan. In Pakistan, Pakistan has allowed 

the mastermind of the Mumbai terror attacks, Hafeez Saeed, to roam freely. 

Pakistan has just now released Lakhvi on bail. They have said that they have 

appealed against that bail, but that appeal is not going anywhere. The mastermind 

and chief facilitator of the 1993 Mumbai bomb blast, Dawood Ibrahim, is in 

Pakistan, as the Home Minister has just stated.  
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12.00 hrs. 

 What is the point of playing Cricket with a country which is giving shelter 

to terrorists who have attacked you and who have carried out bomb blasts against 

you? I just do not understand it. You do not have friendly, normal relations with a 

country, which sends terrorists across the Line of Control every day, which is what 

they are doing.  

 So, I would request the Government to very seriously reconsider the 

decision in this regard. … (Interruptions) 

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL: As per rules, I have given a notice, but you have not 

allowed me, Madam. 

HON. SPEAKER: I will allow you. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Nishikant Dubey, Shri Arvind Sawant and Shri P.P. 

Chaudhary are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri R.K. Singh. 

gÉÉÒ ®ÉàÉÉ ÉÊBÉE¶ÉÉä® ÉËºÉc (´Éè¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ABÉE àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå =~ÉxÉä BÉEÉ 

àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÆ* 

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +É£ÉÉÒ cÉãÉ àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ UkÉÉÒºÉMÉfÃ BÉEä nÉÆiÉä´ÉÉ½É àÉå VÉÉxÉÉ, ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE ®èãÉÉÒ 

BÉEÉä ºÉà¤ÉÉäÉÊvÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ +ÉÉè® 24,000 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEä AàÉ+ÉÉäªÉÚ BÉE®xÉÉ +ÉÉÉÊn ºÉ®ÉcxÉÉÒªÉ {ÉcãÉ cé* nÚºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® 

|ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä nÉè®ä ºÉä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ xÉBÉDºÉÉÊãÉªÉÉå uÉ®É 1200 ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉMÉ´ÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ +ÉÉè® |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ 

BÉEä VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn =xÉàÉå ºÉä ABÉE BÉEÉÒ ciªÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE nÖJÉn jÉÉºÉnÉÒ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ABÉE +ÉÉä® càÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® +ÉOÉºÉ® cÉä ®cä cé iÉÉä nÚºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® BÉÖEU àÉÖ]Â~ÉÒ £É® ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊ´ÉxÉÉ¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® +ÉOÉºÉ® cÉä ®cä cé* 

PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉÉå xÉä ®ÉiÉ àÉå cÉÒ {ÉÖÉÊãÉºÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ nÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊ´É´É¶É {ÉÖÉÊãÉºÉ uÉ®É BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉcÉªÉiÉÉ xÉ BÉEÉÒ 

MÉªÉÉÒ*  nÉè®ä BÉEä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ®äãÉ {É]®ÉÒ =JÉÉ½xÉÉ, {ÉÖãÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ ºlÉãÉ {É® BÉEÆº]ÅBÉD¶ÉxÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ àÉ¶ÉÉÒxÉÉå àÉå +ÉÉMÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä 

BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEÉªÉÇºlÉãÉ {É® iÉèxÉÉiÉ 17 BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉ +É{Éc®hÉ +ÉÉÉÊn PÉ]xÉÉAÆ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cé* 

càÉÉ®É ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ ´Éè¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ =OÉ´ÉÉn |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä cÉÊlÉªÉÉ® =~É ÉÊãÉA cé, =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ®É]Å BÉEÉÒ àÉÖJªÉvÉÉ®É ºÉä VÉÉä½xÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå |É£ÉÉ´ÉÉÒ BÉEnàÉ 

=~ÉA VÉÉAÆ +ÉÉè® ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä BÉEÉªÉÉç àÉå iÉäVÉÉÒ ãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA* càÉÉ®ä FÉäjÉ BÉäE =OÉ´ÉÉn |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉªÉÉç BÉäE ºÉà{ÉÉnxÉ BÉäE ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É ÉÊ´É¶ÉäÉ +ÉÉÉÊlÉÇBÉE ºÉcÉªÉiÉÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA*  
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gÉÉÒ £ÉÉxÉÖ |ÉiÉÉ{É ÉËºÉc ´ÉàÉÉÇ (VÉÉãÉÉèxÉ) : vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ* àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå ´ÉÉÇ 2015 àÉå ¤ÉäàÉÉèºÉàÉ 

´ÉÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ JÉ®É¤É cè* ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ, ´ÉcÉÆ {É® VÉÉä ¤ÉéBÉDºÉ cé, =xcÉåxÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ µÉEäÉÊb] BÉEÉbÂºÉÇ ºÉä U& |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ {É® <ãÉÉcÉ¤ÉÉn ¤ÉéBÉE ãÉÉÒb 

¤ÉéBÉE cè* º]ä] ¤ÉéBÉE +ÉÉì{ÉE <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ, ºÉå]ÅãÉ ¤ÉéBÉE, {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ ¤ÉéBÉE, <ãÉÉcÉ¤ÉÉn OÉÉàÉÉÒhÉ ¤ÉéBÉE +ÉÉÉÊn +ÉxªÉ ¤ÉéBÉEÉå xÉä 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä BÉEäºÉÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEÉbÇ ºÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn |ÉÉÒÉÊàÉªÉàÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉ®É {ÉèºÉÉ +ÉÉ<ÇºÉÉÒ+ÉÉ<ÇºÉÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ¤ÉéBÉE BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ 

ãÉÉäà¤ÉÉbÇ VÉxÉ®ãÉ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä JÉÉiÉÉå àÉå +É£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ {ÉèºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ 

BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ BÉEcxÉÉ cè ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä <xÉ ¤ÉéBÉEÉå xÉä {ÉèºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA ªÉc {ÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä JÉÉiÉä àÉå xÉcÉÓ 

£ÉäVÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* 

 <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉä®ÉÒ BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä ¤ÉéBÉEÉå xÉä ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä |ÉÉÒÉÊàÉªÉàÉ ãÉäxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä 

¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉèºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ £ÉäVÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE®É<Ç VÉÉA* VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä {É® VÉÉä nÉäÉÉÒ {ÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA, SÉÉcä 

BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ nÉäÉÉÒ cÉä ªÉÉ ¤ÉéBÉE cÉä, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ºÉJiÉ ºÉä ºÉJiÉ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEÉ 

{ÉèºÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éc ÉÊnãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA* AäºÉÉÒ 160 OÉÉàÉºÉ£ÉÉAÆ cé, ÉÊVÉxÉàÉå ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 12000 ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉä 

<ºÉBÉEÉ ãÉÉ£É ÉÊàÉãÉä*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ +ÉÉè® gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ £ÉÉxÉÖ |ÉiÉÉ{É ÉËºÉc ´ÉàÉÉÇ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA 

ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ ®´ÉxÉÉÒiÉ ÉËºÉc (ãÉÖÉÊvÉªÉÉxÉÉ) : àÉèbàÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä, nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ãÉ½É<Ç àÉå ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 19 ºÉÉãÉ 

BÉEÉÒ UÉä]ÉÒ =©É àÉå {ÉEÉÆºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ {ÉExnÉ SÉÚàÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEä ¤ÉcÉnÖ® BÉEÉèàÉÉÒ ºÉ{ÉÚiÉ ¶ÉcÉÒn BÉE®iÉÉ® ÉËºÉc ºÉ®É£ÉÉ, 

ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä 16 xÉ´Éà¤É®, 1915 BÉEÉä ãÉÉcÉè® VÉäãÉ àÉå {ÉEÉÆºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ {ÉExnÉ SÉÚàÉÉ, =xÉBÉEÉÒ BÉÖE¤ÉÉÇxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE vªÉÉxÉ 

ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉÉÇ 1896 àÉå ãÉÖÉÊvÉªÉÉxÉÉ ÉÊVÉãÉä BÉEä MÉÉÆ´É ºÉ®É£ÉÉ àÉå BÉE®iÉÉ® ÉËºÉc xÉä VÉxàÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEÉä 

+ÉÆOÉäVÉÉå ºÉä +ÉÉVÉÉn BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ UÉä]ÉÒ =©É àÉå, 15 ÉÊºÉiÉà¤É®, 1914 àÉå {ÉfÃÉ<Ç 

UÉä½BÉE® MÉn® ãÉc® àÉå BÉÚEnä* ªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉBÉE® =xcÉåxÉä MÉn® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä µÉEÉÉÎxiÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉJÉ¤ÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ ÉË|ÉÉË]MÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ 

ºÉÆ£ÉÉãÉÉÒ* =xcÉåxÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉäªÉ]ÅÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãºÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä nä¶É´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉMÉßiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ cÖBÉÚEàÉiÉ BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE ºÉÆPÉÉÇ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉäÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* <ºÉ nÉè®ÉxÉ ´Éc +É{ÉxÉä +ÉãÉMÉ-

+ÉãÉMÉ ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ BÉEå]ÉäxÉàÉå] àÉå VÉÉBÉE® ºÉèÉÊxÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ cÖBÉÚEàÉiÉ BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE cÉÊlÉªÉÉ® 

=~ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉäÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®iÉä ®cä* =xcå ãÉÉcÉè® àÉå 13 ÉÊºÉiÉà¤É®, 1915 BÉEÉä {ÉEÉÆºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉVÉÉ ºÉÖxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç* ¤É½ÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉcÉÒn BÉE®iÉÉ® ÉËºÉc ºÉ®É¤ÉÉ, ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½ÉÒ nä¶É£ÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊàÉºÉÉãÉ {Éä¶É BÉEÉÒ, VÉ¤É £ÉMÉiÉ 

ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉEÉÆºÉÉÒ {É® ãÉ]BÉEÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ãÉä VÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä =xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉä¤É àÉå ¶ÉcÉÒn BÉE®iÉÉ® ÉËºÉc ºÉ®É¤ÉÉ 
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BÉEÉÒ {ÉEÉä]Éä lÉÉÒ* £ÉMÉiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉé BÉE®iÉÉ® ÉËºÉc ºÉ®É¤ÉÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ MÉÖâó àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* <iÉxÉÉÒ 

¤É½ÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ® ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ nä¶É£ÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ £ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ lÉÉÒ* àÉä®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä MÉÖVÉÉÉÊ®¶É cè +ÉÉè® àÉÉÆMÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉE®iÉÉ® 

ÉËºÉc ºÉ®É¤ÉÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¶ÉcÉÒn cÖA 100 ºÉÉãÉ cÉä ®cä cé, +ÉiÉ& ºÉ®BÉEÉ® =xÉBÉEÉÒ ªÉÉn àÉå ABÉE bÉBÉE ÉÊ]BÉE] VÉÉ®ÉÒ 

BÉE®ä* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉEÉä]Éä ´ÉÉãÉÉ ABÉE ÉÊºÉBÉDBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉE®ä* =xcÉåxÉä nä¶É BÉEÉÒ JÉÉÉÊiÉ® ¶ÉcÉniÉ BÉEÉÒ cè 

<ºÉÉÊãÉA =xÉBÉEÉÒ ªÉÉn àÉå ABÉE ¥Éä́ É®ÉÒ A´ÉÉbÇ =xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉº´ÉÉÒ® BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ PÉÉäÉÊÉiÉ BÉE®ä* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ: gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉÆiÉ nÖ¤Éä, gÉÉÒ ¶ÉÉÊ¶É lÉ°ô®, gÉÉÒ £ÉMÉ´ÉÆiÉ àÉÉxÉ, bÉì.A. ºÉà{ÉiÉ, gÉÉÒ ¤Én°ôqÉÒxÉ +ÉVÉàÉãÉ, 

gÉÉÒ MÉVÉäxp ÉËºÉc ¶ÉäJÉÉ´ÉiÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ ®´ÉxÉÉÒiÉ ÉËºÉc uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ 

BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä (MÉÉäbÂbÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå càÉä¶ÉÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ àÉå cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉiàÉciªÉÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® ¤ÉfÃ ®cÉÒ cè* càÉ =xcå ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉ ºÉÉvÉxÉ ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ xÉcÉÓ 

BÉE®É {ÉÉ ®cä cé* ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® BÉDãÉÉ<àÉä] SÉåVÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ VÉÉä {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, BÉE£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉäãÉÉ´ÉßÉÎ] cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, BÉE£ÉÉÒ 

¤ÉäàÉÉèºÉàÉ ¤ÉÉÉÊ®¶É cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉEºÉãÉ FÉÉÊiÉOÉºiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå càÉä¶ÉÉ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉäiÉÉÒ 

cè ÉÊBÉE º´ÉÉàÉÉÒxÉÉlÉxÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç ãÉÉMÉÚ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉMÉiÉ àÉÚãªÉ ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä {ÉÉiÉÉ 

cè* BÉE<Ç ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ xÉc® ºÉä {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ãÉä ®cä cé, iÉÉä BÉE<Ç ]áÉÚ¤É´ÉèãºÉ uÉ®É {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ãÉä ®cä cé +ÉÉè® ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ iÉlÉÉ bÉÒVÉãÉ ºÉä 

{ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉE® ®cä cé*  VÉ¤É-VÉ¤É <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå +ÉBÉEÉãÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ, ºÉxÉÂ 1901 àÉå ABÉE <®ÉÒMÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ 

¤ÉxÉÉ lÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ºÉxÉÂ 1967-1968 àÉå VÉ¤É {ÉÚ®É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉ lÉÉ, iÉÉä <®ÉÒMÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

|ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ<Ç* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉAÆ lÉÉÓ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ BÉEÉèxÉ ºÉÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉEÉèxÉ 

ºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉAMÉÉ* +ÉÉVÉ BÉDãÉÉ<àÉä] SÉåVÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå uÉ®É +ÉÉiàÉciªÉÉ BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä ¤ÉfÃiÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé* 

<ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ ÉÊbº{ªÉÚ] SÉãÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉEcÉÆ bèàÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ cè BÉEcÉÆ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ cè* <ºÉ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä 

+ÉÉWÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä <iÉxÉä ºÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ càÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉËºÉSÉÉ<Ç BÉEä ºÉÉvÉxÉ ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®É {ÉÉ ®cä cé* àÉä®ÉÒ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c 1901 àÉå +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉE® 1969 àÉå <®ÉÒMÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉä, +ÉÉVÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® ºÉä 45-

50 ºÉÉãÉ ¤ÉÉn =ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ABÉE xÉªÉÉ <®ÉÒMÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä càÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä JÉäiÉÉå àÉå {ÉÉxÉÉÒ àÉÖcèªÉÉ BÉE®É ºÉBÉEå* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ:   gÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ. SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ, gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ, gÉÉÒ MÉVÉäxp ÉËºÉc ¶ÉäJÉÉ´ÉiÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä 

uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

SHRI M.B. RAJESH (PALAKKAD): Madam, I would like to draw the attention 

of this Government and the House to a very grave matter of financial 
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misappropriation in a Central Public Sector Unit in our country. Indian Telephone 

Industries is a major CPSU. ITI is a member of a consortium which is meant for 

the implementation of the two major projects of the Government of India – the 

National Population Register by the Home Ministry and the Socio-Economic and 

Caste Census by the Ministry of Rural Development. So, ITI is one of the 

members of the consortium entrusted with the task of implementing these projects.  

 Between 2010 and 2015, the Government of India had sanctioned and 

released an amount of Rs.1,160 crore for the purpose of implementing these two 

projects. Out of this Rs.1,160 crore, Rs.539.83 crore was diverted for other 

purposes than utilizing for these two projects. This is an important issue. This has 

adversely affected and stalled the implementation of these two projects – NPR and 

Socio-Economic and Caste Census. The ITI Unit of Palakkad in my constituency 

is entrusted with the task of these two projects. Hence the Government of India, 

Ministry of Rural Development, Home Ministry and even the UP Government 

have all issued notices to the ITI Unit, Palakkad. They are seeking explanation 

from the ITI, Palakkad. The Chief Vigilance Officer (CVO) has already initiated 

an inquiry into this diversion and misappropriation of funds. What is more 

shocking is that people who are responsible, including the CMD, for this 

misappropriation and diversion of funds are continuing in their office despite CVO 

investigation and despite other serious allegations against them including helping 

out of turn the private vendors.  

Madam, I have got documentary evidence to show how they have helped 

some private vendors and how money has been released to them in violation of all 

rules. It is surprising that the Government is allowing them to continue in office 

despite completion of their tenure, and they are getting extension month after 

month. This Government is talking about good governance. Is this the example of 

good governance, giving extension to corrupt officers, corrupt CMD of Indian 

Telephone Industries? 
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Madam, I demand immediate removal of the CMD and a comprehensive 

investigation, comprehensive inquiry into this whole affair of Indian Telephone 

Industries.  

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, Shri Md. Badaruddoza Khan and Shri P.K. 

Biju are permitted to associate with the issue raised by Shri M.B. Rajesh.  

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL (ALAPPUZHA): Thank you, Hon. Speaker, for giving 

me this opportunity to raise a matter of very urgent public importance relating to 

the fishermen community in the country.  

Madam, trawling ban has been extended by this Government from 47 days 

to 61 days and from 12 nautical miles to 200 nautical miles of the Indian sea. It 

created a lot of apprehension among the fishermen community in India. The 

Government’s position is that this action has been taken as per the 

recommendation of Syda Rao-Gopalakrishnan Committee. After Syda Rao retired, 

Gopalakrishnan headed the Committee.  

I have the reports of Syda Rao Committee. Dr. Syda Rao, who was 

Chairman of the Experts Committee which studied the pros and cons of a uniform 

fishing ban, has dissociated with the controversial recommendation of the 

Committee. In the meanwhile, Dr. A. Gopalakrishnan, who headed the Committee 

after Rao’s retirement, wrote to the Central Government seeking permission to 

rework and resubmit the report on which the ban was based. The development has 

challenged the very scientific basis of a uniform fishing ban, vindicating the stand 

of the fisher folk. 

In response to the recent controversy, Dr. Syda Rao, who is former Director 

of Central Marine Fisheries Research Institute clarified that he retired as the Head 

of the Institute in July 2013, and eventually ceased to be the Chairman of the 

Experts Committee that assessed the scientific basis of the fishing ban. He had 

convened only a single meeting of the Experts Committee which was later chaired 

by the present Director. “Afterwards, I had nothing to do with the preparation of 
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the report, nor did they ever consult me on any aspect. I am hearing that my name 

is attributed to the said report and is frequently appearing in the press.” said Rao.  

He further noted that earlier he had held the view that trawling ban should 

not be based on the spawning season. He said, “In 2010, a Committee headed by 

me had clearly indicated that the main spawning seasons of marine fish in India 

were March-April and September-October, not June-July. Hence it should not be 

considered for determining the trawling ban period. I had taken the same stand 

even in the first meeting of the Committee in July 2013”. 

Even as the fishermen organizations sharply criticized the Experts 

Committee report, Committee Chairman Gopalakrishnan wrote to Secretary to the 

Department of Animal Husbandry, Dairying and Fisheries admitting that the 

report had serious omissions. The Chairman himself reported that there were 

serious omissions and that the Committee needed to rework and resubmit its 

recommendations. In an apologetic letter he admitted that the Committee 

overlooked the fact that peak breeding period of pelagic fish was April-May and 

that of demersal fish was October-November. The report did not take cognizance 

of the Kerala Monsoon Fishery (Pelagic) Protection Act. It is against the Kerala 

Act also. 

Madam, this situation has now been created by the Central Government. 

After farmers, fishermen are agitating against this Government. My submission is 

that this order should be withdrawn. The Government is saying that as per the 

Committee report this order has been issued. But Committee’s Chairmen, former 

as well as present, are saying that this was not their opinion. Therefore, my request 

is that the order should be withdrawn. I need an assurance from the Government.  

When Prof. K.V. Thomas, myself and Shri Premachandran raised this issue 

last time, the hon. Minister said that he was going to convene a meeting. However, 

no meeting has been convened so far. My simple request to you, Madam, is to 

direct the Government to take immediate action and withdraw the ban. Otherwise, 

the entire coastal belt of India will agitate against this Government.  
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HON. SPEAKER: Shri Shashi Tharoor and Shri P.K. Biju are permitted to 

associate with the issue raised by Shri K.C. Venugopal. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL: Madam, the Government should respond. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): The Government had given an 

assurance. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: You can only associate. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI K.C. VENUGOPAL: This is a serious matter. We want a response from the 

Government. … (Interruptions) 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: The Government has to respond. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: You cannot expect like this. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: Kindly get a response from the Government. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Is Shri Anshul Verma there? No.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Is Shri Ram Mohan Naidu there? No.  

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, Shri Santok Singh. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. 

… (Interruptions)…  

HON. SPEAKER: No, I cannot force the Government. 

… (Interruptions) 

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ (VÉÉãÉÆvÉ®) : àÉèbàÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ ABÉE ¤É½ä cÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ {É® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉèbàÉ º{ÉÉÒBÉE®, nÉä+ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ®ÉÒVÉxÉ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É |ÉÉÆiÉ BÉEÉ ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ®ÉÒVÉxÉ cè +ÉÉè® 

VÉÉãÉÆvÉ® VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE àÉä®É ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ cè, ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: This is not fair. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Your Party Member is disturbing you. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I cannot force the Government. Nothing will go on record.  

… (Interruptions)…  

HON. SPEAKER: Only what Shri Santok Singh says will go on record. 

… (Interruptions)… * 

HON. SPEAKER: You are not allowing your own Member. It cannot be done like 

that. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ: àÉcÉänªÉ, VÉÉãÉÆvÉ® VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE àÉä®É ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ cè, ´Éc nÉä+ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ®ÉÒVÉxÉ BÉEÉ ABÉE àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ 

<ãÉÉBÉEÉ cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉèbàÉ cÉ=ºÉ +ÉÉbÇ® àÉå BÉE®å* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºlÉÉxÉ nÉä+ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ®ÉÒVÉxÉ BÉEÉ 

ºÉèx]® cè +ÉÉè® {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEÉ ºÉèx]® cè * ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ªÉc ®ÉÒVÉxÉ càÉä¶ÉÉ cÉÒ º´ÉÉºlªÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä ´ÉÆÉÊSÉiÉ ®cÉ cè* <ºÉ 

ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA 1994 àÉå càÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉé] lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ºÉ®nÉ® ¤Éä+ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc BÉEÉÒ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉé] lÉÉÒ* =ºÉ 

´ÉBÉDiÉ =ºÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉèbàÉ, BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ cÉ=ºÉ +ÉÉbÇ® àÉå ãÉÉ<A* 

HON. SPEAKER: Please sit down. I cannot force the Government in ‘Zero Hour’. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ : àÉèbàÉ, BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ cÉ=ºÉ +ÉÉbÇ® àÉå ãÉÉ<A*  

HON. SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record.  

… (Interruptions)… * 

HON. SPEAKER: Only Shri Santok Singh’s speech will go on record. 

… (Interruptions)… * 

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ  : àÉèbàÉ, BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ cÉ=ºÉ +ÉÉbÇ® àÉå ãÉÉ<A, ªÉc ¤É½É àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ <¶ªÉÚ àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå 

ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ´Éc ÉÊ®BÉEÉbÇ àÉå xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè*  

HON. SPEAKER: Is Shri Harinarayan Rajbhar there? No. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ: àÉèbàÉ, VÉèºÉä àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE nÉä+ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ®ÉÒVÉxÉ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEÉ ABÉE àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ®ÉÒVÉxÉ cè* 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Bharat Singh – not present. Shri Arvind Sawant. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ : àÉèbàÉ, +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç nÉÊFÉhÉ) : ÉÊ¤ÉvÉÚ½ÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  ÉÊ¤ÉvÉÚ½ÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ <¶ªÉÚ ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ cè? +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉèÉÊ~ªÉä*  

HON. SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. 

… (Interruptions)…  

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, Shri Arvind Sawant. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ : àÉèbàÉ º{ÉÉÒBÉE®, ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* ºÉcªÉÉäMÉÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå  ºÉä àÉä®ÉÒ  ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE 

BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ ¤Éè~ VÉÉAÄ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÉÊ¤ÉvÉÚ½ÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ¤Éè~ VÉÉAÄ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉÖZÉä iÉÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä nÉä* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉÖZÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ºÉÖxÉxÉÉÒ cè* +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉA*   

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: What is this? ªÉc BÉDªÉÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè? 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Mr. Minister, please ask him what is happening? 

… (Interruptions) 

 

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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HON. SPEAKER: Why is he saying something? 

… (Interruptions) 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SKILL DEVELOPMENT 

AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY 

OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI RAJIV PRATAP RUDY): Madam, I 

would like to say something if you permit for just a second. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I can understand but this is not the way. I am sorry. 

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç nÉÊFÉhÉ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: Nothing will go on record. I am sorry. 

… (Interruptions)…  

gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ : àÉä®ÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä* ªÉc WÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉ´É® cè * ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) càÉÉ®ä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉªÉä* +É£ÉÉÒ 

<xÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ cÖ+ÉÉ xÉcÉÓ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 He says he could not speak. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I will allow you after him. Please sit down. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI ARVIND SAWANT: She is allowing you. … (Interruptions) 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ´É |ÉiÉÉ{É °ôbÉÒ: º{ÉÉÒBÉE® àÉèbàÉ, càÉ ºÉ¤É SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ºÉnºªÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉå* +É£ÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ 

VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä, +ÉÉ{É =xÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÓ* BÉEä.ºÉÉÒ. ´ÉähÉÖMÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ºÉÉc¤É xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉ ãÉÉÒ* +É¤É º´ÉªÉÆ 

´ÉähÉÖMÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ºÉÉc¤É xÉä BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEä ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä ºÉä ®ÉäBÉEÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå ÉÊbº]®¤ÉåºÉ {ÉènÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

+ÉMÉ® <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® ºÉä ªÉä ºÉnºªÉ +ÉÉ{ÉºÉ àÉå BÉE®iÉä ®cåMÉä iÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® àÉé ÉÊ¤ÉvÉÚ½ÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä BÉEèºÉä ®ÉäBÉE ºÉBÉEiÉÉ 

cÚÆ?...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) VÉ¤É ªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉÉ SÉÉcå iÉÉä ´Éä SÉÉÒJÉ-SÉÉÒJÉ BÉE® ¤ÉÉäãÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® VÉ¤É càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ 

ºÉnºªÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉcå iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É =xcå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä xÉ nå*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÉÊ{ÉE® càÉ <xcå BÉEèºÉä ®ÉäBÉE ºÉBÉEiÉä 

cé?...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, <ºÉàÉå ¤ÉèãÉåºÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉE®xÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä +ÉÉè® 

´ÉähÉÖMÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ VÉÉÒ =xcå ÉÊbº]¤ÉÇ BÉE® ®cä lÉä*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  When Congress Members have to unite, 
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they unite but why Shri Venugopal is disturbing Shri Chaudhary?  Why Shri 

Chaudhary from the Congress Party was not being allowed to speak?… 

(Interruptions) Why did you disturb him?  This is happening again and again.  

This is the situation.  Madam, we cannot stop our Members unless and until they 

start behaving.  We cannot stop them.… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ¤ÉèÉÊ~A*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉä®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖÉÊxÉA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ®ÉÉÊniªÉ àÉÉvÉ´É®É´É ÉËºÉÉÊvÉªÉÉ (MÉÖxÉÉ) : ªÉc <xÉBÉEÉ àÉÖqÉ lÉÉ, <ºÉÉÊãÉA ´Éä ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä* =xÉBÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ àÉÖqÉ 

lÉÉ?...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ®ÉÉÊniªÉ VÉÉÒ, ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: All this will not go on record. 

… (Interruptions)…  

HON. SPEAKER: The House stands adjourned to meet again at 1230 hours. 

12.21 hrs  

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Thirty Minutes past 
Twelve of the Clock. 
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12.30 hrs 

The Lok Sabha re-assembled at Thirty Minutes past  
Twelve of the Clock. 

 
(Hon. Speaker in the Chair)  

 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: ‘Zero Hour’ will be taken up later on. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I am sorry to say that your own Members are disturbing.  I had 

said that I will allow you.  We cannot have ‘Zero Hour’ like this.  Now we will 

take up legislative business. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Now I will not allow.  I was even allowing you.  But this is not 

the way.  I had promised you to allow.  But I will not allow you now. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Now you can speak in the evening. 

… (Interruptions) 
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12.31 hrs 

 

APPROPRIATION ACTS (REPEAL) BILL, 2015- Contd... 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, we will take up Item No. 4 – further consideration of The 

Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015.  Now, the hon. Minister to continue. 

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE (SHRI D.V. SADANANDA 

GOWDA): Madam, this is an exercise of repealing the Acts which are obsolete 

and redundant.  After a lapse of 14 years, this exercise has been taken up by this 

Government.  Earlier, it was brought up in 2001… (Interruptions).   

12.32 hrs  

At this stage, Shri Deepender Singh Hooda and some other  
hon. Members came and stood  on the floor near the Table. 

 
SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: So, this is a great exercise by this Government 

to clean the statute book which is burdened with some redundant and obsolete laws.

 The Union Government under the leadership of hon. Prime Minister, Shri 

Narendra Modiji has committed to bring reforms in the legal system so that it is 

more accessible to the common man.… (Interruptions).  The Government has taken 

several initiatives to simplify the complex registration, to convert the overlapping 

registrations, to repeal the redundant laws, etc.… (Interruptions) 

In this connection, several committee reports are there before the Government.  

Even the hon. Prime Minister had constituted a two-member committee on 1st September, 

2014 to review the repeal of obsolete laws… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: We will take up ‘Zero Hour’ in the evening and not now.  Only 

the statement of the Minister will go on record. 

… (Interruptions)…  
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SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: Even the Law Commission had given four 

reports for repealing these laws in 2000 numbering 248th, 249th, 250th and 251st.… 

(Interruptions).  So far we have identified nearly 1741 such laws which have 

become redundant and obsolete.  Even in 1998, the PC Commission in its report 

had identified that more than 700 Appropriation Acts passed by Parliament have 

either become irrelevant or dysfunctional.  So, the Law Commission also has 

clearly said that there is no meaning in keeping these statutes on the statute book.  

So, they have to be repealed… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Please go back to your seats.  He had also given a notice for 

adjournment motion.  I had promised him to allow. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA:  Therefore, our Government has initiated 

the present proposal to repeal the Appropriation Acts up to 2012.  We have 

consulted the Ministry of Finance as also the Ministry of Railways with regard to 

repealing the Appropriation Acts right from 1950 to 2012.   

 Recently, a Select Committee of the Rajya Sabha while examining the 

Repealing and (Amending) Bill, 2014, as passed by the Lok Sabha, had supported 

repealing of these Appropriation Acts.  These Acts continue to pile up and are 

unnecessarily remaining on the statute book… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: You have to control your Members. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA: The Select Committee had also 

recommended repealing of these obsolete and redundant Acts.  The Select 

Committee has recommended exploring the possibility of having an idea for 

inclusion of an automatic repeal clause.  Accordingly, we have examined it and 

from next year onwards in all the Appropriation Acts, we would be bringing a 

repealing clause as per the procedures which have been followed by the UK. 

HON. SPEAKER:  Please go to  your seats. 

… (Interruptions) 
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 SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA:  Now the total number of such  

Appropriate Acts has been identified.  In this Bill, I have brought about 750 Acts 

which includes 111 State Appropriate Acts enacted by the Parliament during 

1952-1976 in terms of clause 2 of article 357 of the Constitution. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  I am sorry. Please go to your seats first. 

12.35 hrs  

At this stage, Shri Deepender Singh Hooda  and some other hon. Members 
went back to their seats. 

HON. SPEAKER:  All of you may please understand me.  àÉéxÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉé ´ÉbÇ näiÉÉÒ cÚÆ 

iÉÉä àÉé ´ÉbÇ BÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ AbVÉxÉÇàÉäx] àÉÉä¶ÉxÉ lÉÉ, àÉéxÉä =xÉBÉEÉä àÉÉèBÉEÉ 

ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ, àÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉiÉä cÉä ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉÖEU ¤ÉÉiÉ =~ÉiÉÉ cè, I cannot 

force the Minister to reply. You know it better than me because for the last many 

years, +ÉÉ{É ºÉ¤É ãÉÉäMÉ cÉÒ ºÉnxÉ SÉãÉÉ ®c cÉä, +ÉÉ{É <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä VÉÉxÉiÉä cÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉéxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉÉ®-¤ÉÉ® 

àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ* àÉéxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä àÉÉèBÉEÉ nä £ÉÉÒ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ* àÉéxÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ* àÉÖZÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä 

|É¶xÉ àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cé* àÉéxÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ABÉE-ABÉE BÉE®BÉEä, ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä àÉè]® +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉÉ´É® àÉå ãÉMÉä lÉä* 

In between also, I have been allowing you. AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉé ºÉ¤É cÉäxÉä ¤ÉÉn àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä AãÉÉ>ó 

BÉE® ®cÉÒ cÚÆ* àÉé ¤ÉÉÒSÉ-¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå AbVÉº]àÉäx] BÉE® ®cÉÒ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® AbVÉº] BÉE®BÉEä ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉÉèBÉEÉ näxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É 

BÉE®iÉÉÒ cÚÆ* àÉMÉ® <ºÉBÉEÉ +ÉlÉÇ ªÉc xÉcÉÓ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ cÉ=ºÉ àÉå <ºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä BÉE®å* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ {ÉEÉÒ¶É®àÉèxÉ BÉEÉ  <¶ªÉÚ 

{ÉcãÉä £ÉÉÒ =~ SÉÖBÉEÉ lÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ{ÉE¶É®àÉèxÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉè {ÉcãÉä àÉÉèBÉEÉ näiÉÉÒ cÚÆ*  I have given 

that opportunity. +É¤É AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè* àÉéxÉä nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä àÉÉèBÉEÉ 

nÚÆMÉÉÒ*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   àÉé +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉèBÉEÉ nä ®cÉÒ cÚÆ* But that does not mean that 

you do anything taking things for granted. I am allowing you.  I am trying to 

accommodate you. àÉé c® ºÉàÉªÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ nä ®cÉÒ cÚÆ* àÉé +É£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA =ÉÊSÉiÉ 

àÉÉèBÉEÉ {ÉÉ BÉE® ºÉàÉªÉ nä nÚÆMÉÉÒA  and I am giving you an opportunity but not now. This is not 

the way. I am sorry.  
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… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ÉÊ{ÉE® ´ÉcÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE (GULBARGA): In parliamentary democracy, 

such things happen always. Shri Deepender Singh Hooda has given notice for 

Adjournment Motion.   

HON. SPEAKER:  Shri K.C. Venugopal has also given notice for Adjournment 

Motion.  

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE :  Then you told that it will be taken up.  As it 

is a very important issue, naturally you should allow him.  That is one point.  

Secondly, as per our own Directions of the Speaker and Rule 115,… 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   +É£ÉÉÒ =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

SHRI MALLIKARJUN KHARGE:  That is on the clarification of the Home 

Minister as to what he said in the other House and what he has said in this House.   

Everything is done as per the rules of the House.  But I am unable to understand as 

to why we are not allowed to speak. … (Interruptions) Madam, you told that it 

should be taken up as per the rules. Only as per the rules, notice for Adjournment 

Motion has been given.  Only as per rules, he has raised the point.  But still we are 

not getting an opportunity to speak.  I request you to allow us to speak.   This is a 

very important matter. Adjournment Motion is very important.  You may kindly 

allow us in whatever form – maybe ‘Zero Hour’ or something like that because we 

are cooperating with you.  We have agreed for extending the Session for three 

days.  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  càÉxÉä ãÉèÉÊVÉºÉãÉäÉÊ]´É ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉºÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä:  càÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå iÉÉÒxÉ ÉÊnxÉ ¤Éè~xÉä BÉEÉä iÉèªÉÉ® cé* 
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  àÉé +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉèBÉEÉ n ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä :  càÉ ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉxÉ ®cä cé* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  +ÉÉ{É ªÉc xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉE àÉé +ÉÉ{É BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉèBÉEÉ xÉcÉÓ näiÉÉÒ cÚÆ*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä:  VÉÉä xÉÉäÉÊ]ºÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ cè, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä =ºÉä àÉÉxªÉiÉÉ näxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :   ¶ÉÉàÉ BÉEÉä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER:  Yes, Mr. Minister. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA (ROHTAK): Madam, please do not go 

back on your words.… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I am not going back on my words. I will allow you in the 

evening. 

… (Interruptions) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉé ¶ÉÉàÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA AäãÉÉ>ó BÉE°ôÆMÉÉÒ* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER:  The matter will be raised but not now. I am sorry. I am not 

going back on my words. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER:  Only the hon. Minister’s Statement will go on record. 

… (Interruptions)…  

SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA:   Hence, the Government has decided to 

repeal the Appropriation Acts from the year 1950 onwards up to 2012. … 

(Interruptions) The total number of Appropriation Acts comes to nearly 758 which 

include 111 State Appropriation Acts enacted by the Parliament during 1950 to 

1976 in terms of Clause 2 of Article 357 of the Constitution. After the 42nd 
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Amendment to the Constitution, the Appropriation Acts passed by Parliament 

during the President’s Rule have to be repealed only by the State Governments 

concerned. Till 1976, we have got a right. So, we are repealing them. Therefore, 

we are taking up 758 Acts which have become irrelevant. They have become 

dysfunctional. Since the Appropriation Acts themselves are meant for spending 

money after the Finance Bill is passed,  a saving clause is also made in this Bill to 

save the past transactions because certain transaction will come into scrutiny  

afterwards. For that reason, a specific saving clause is also made. So, after the gap 

of about 14 years, the Bill has been brought forward. Almost all the Reports of the 

Commissions and even the Committee Reports have said that these Appropriation 

Acts need to be scrapped from the Statute Book. The Appropriation Acts lose their 

importance as soon as the money drawn is spent. So, there is no meaning in 

continuously keeping these Acts in the Statute Book. This is a Bill which really 

removes so many Appropriation Acts from the Statute Book. 

 I enthusiastically hope that the whole House will wholeheartedly and fully 

support this Bill. 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, Shri Abhijit Mukherjee. 
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… (Interruptions) 

PROF. K.V. THOMAS (ERNAKULAM):  Madam, I just take one minute. 

HON. SPEAKER: Your Party Member is speaking on this Bill. Are you speaking 

on this Bill only? 

PROF. K.V. THOMAS : When the Government decided to extend the Session for 

three days, all of us suggested that Members have already planned programmes for 

the coming days. This is the Budget Session. Since the Parliamentary Affairs 

Minister insisted, the House was extended. Important Bills are coming up for 

discussion. How many Members from the Ruling Party are there? What is the 

attendance of the House? I am not asking questions. If the Government is serious, 

it has to ensure attendance and maintain the dignity of the House. … 

(Interruptions) Please look at the Agenda. All these subjects are listed for 

discussion. How are they going to run the House? 

HON. SPEAKER: This is not the issue.  

PROF. K.V. THOMAS :  This may be an issue. 

HON. SPEAKER: Now, Shri Abhijit Mukherjee to speak. 

SHRI ABHIJIT MUKHERJEE (JANGIPUR):  Madam, I am thankful to you as 

also to our leader also for allowing me to speak on the subject. I am just making 

four points or observations. 

 This is basically on black money, social sector spending, subsidy, petrol 

and diesel prices and fertilizer subsidy. 

HON. SPEAKER: Are you speaking on the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill? 

What is it? 

SHRI ABHIJIT MUKHERJEE :  Yes. 

HON. SPEAKER:  This is about the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill. Your name 

has come here. 



11.05.2015  
  

53 

 Do you want to speak on this Bill?   

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Rudy ji, this is not the way. No. 

Nothing will go on record.  

… (Interruptions)…  

HON. SPEAKER:  Shri P.P. Chaudhary 
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SHRI P.P. CHAUDHARY (PALI): Madam Speaker, thank you very much for 

affording me an opportunity to speak on the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill. I 

rise to support the said Bill. Since 1950 or even before that, we have been enacting 

two types of Acts which have limited life. One is Appropriation Act, and the other 

is Amendment Act. So far as the Appropriation Act is concerned, it has a life of 

one financial year. As far as the Amendment Act is concerned, it has a life of only 

a few seconds.  

 In the case of the Amendment Act, once the amendment is carried out, on 

account of the notification of that Act, then, the amendment is carried out in the 

principal Act forthwith. On account of carrying out of that amendment, the 

significance and the sanctity of that Amendment Act is lost. Basically, it dies a 

natural death.   

 In the case of the Appropriation Act, which is before this august House, and 

once that financial year is over, the Appropriation Act cease to be in force, and it 

becomes obsolete. The retention of that Act as separate, independent, and distinct 

is unnecessary. Basically, the object of the repeal is to remove superfluities and to 

remove redundant law. If these Appropriation Acts are not taken out from the 

Statute Book or from the library, then, unnecessarily it would pile up and create 

confusion. Since 1950, there are many Appropriation Acts. Since 1950, this is the 

first time that this exercise is being undertaken. Hence, I extend my thanks to the 

hon. Law Minister for undertaking this Herculean task for identifying all the 

Appropriation Acts, and bringing a composite Repeal Bill.  

 Basically, the Appropriation Act is for a period of one year. It serves its 

purpose, once the financial year is over. It loses its utility once the life of the 

Appropriation Act of one year is over. It is high time that we should bring such 

type of Bill for repeal.  

 Apart from it, in Clause 3, of Bill, no doubt the savings Clause has been 

provided to the effect that the repeal by this Act of any enactment shall not affect 

any other enactment in which the repealed enactment has been applied, 
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incorporated or referred to; and this Act shall not affect the validity, invalidity, 

effect or consequences of anything already done or suffered, or any right, title, 

obligation or liability already acquired, accrued or incurred, or any remedy or 

proceeding in respect thereof, or any release or discharge of or from any 

debt,penalty, obligation, liability, claim or demand, or any indemnity already 

granted, or the proof of any past act or thing.  

 “nor shall this affect any principle or rule of law, or established 
jurisdiction, form or course of pleading, practice or procedure, or 
existing privilege, restriction, exemption, office or appointment, 
notwithstanding that the same respectively may have been in any 
manner affirmed or recognized or derived by, in or from any 
enactment hereby repealed; 
 
nor shall the repeal by this Act of any enactment revive or restore 
any jurisdiction, office, liability, right, title, privilege, restriction, 
exemption, practice, procedure or other matter or thing not now 
existing or in force; 
 
nor shall the repeal of the enactments by this Act affect the audit, 
examination, accounting, investigation, inquiry or any other action 
taken or to be taken in relation thereto by any authority and such 
audit, examination, accounting, investigation, inquiry or action could 
be taken, and, or continued as if the said enactments are not repealed 
by this Act.” 

 

 My humble suggestion to the hon. Minister is that we have the General 

Clauses Act and Section 6 (a) of the General Clauses Act takes care of this 

situation, whether it is an Appropriation Act or it is an Amendment Act. Once an 

amendment is carried out in the principal Act and once the purpose for which it is 

enacted is served or ceases to be in existence, then it shall be deemed to be 

inoperative. So, providing such a long clause is not required, in my humble 

opinion. Apart from that, a fear has been expressed time and again whether the 

repeal will repeal the amendment made in the principal Act. It will not because in 

Section 6 (a) of the General Clauses Act we have taken sufficient precaution and 

once an amendment is carried out in the principal Act, it will not repeal whatever 
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amendment is carried out. So also, in the Appropriation Act, once the financial 

year is over, then it loses its sanctity and ceases to be in existence. 

 On the question of repeal of Amendment Acts as well as Appropriation 

Acts, the Commission on Review of Administrative Law suggested in 1998 that a 

large number of Appropriation Acts are there in the Statute Book, they are in the 

library since 1950 and they are creating a lot of confusion, but no action has been 

taken so far. This is the first time that such an attempt has been made by our hon. 

Law Minister because these Appropriation Acts are lying in the Statute Book since 

1950 and they are irrelevant and dysfunctional. Besides this, the Law Commission 

of India also, in its 248th Report, has opined that obsolete laws warranting 

immediate repeal should be repealed. For that purpose, the hon. Law Minister 

brought a Bill for the repeal of the Amendment Acts and now he has come 

forward with the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill. In 2014, while examining the 

Repealing and Amending Bill, 2014, the Select Committee of the Rajya Sabha 

made a recommendation for providing a sunset clause. For the first time, to my 

knowledge, I have suggested that instead of bringing a Repeal Bill every time 

before this august House and taking the valuable time of the House, we must have 

a sunset clause in the Amendment Act itself or in the Appropriation Act itself that 

once the purpose for which they are enacted is over, they shall automatically 

repeal themselves. This is because the entire matter is before the hon. House and 

we can examine whether we can provide a sunset clause and in what manner we 

can enact this particular law. But if we take all these laws, about 1,200 together, 

we are required to examine one by one. Then it will be a Herculean task and there 

is a chance that we may commit a mistake. So, for that purpose, the 

recommendation was made by the Select Committee that the Government should 

examine it and they should provide a sunset clause for automatic repeal. On the 

basis of that recommendation, I am happy that the Government has examined the 

issue and the Government has taken a decision that in future whenever they will 
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bring the Appropriation Act, 2016, then a sunset clause for automatic repeal of 

that Act will be provided.  

 Again, we are not required to pile up all the statutes in our law library.  This 

is not a solitary example in our country.  But in UK and Australia, this exercise is 

being done.  The sunset clause for automatic repeal is provided.  In the United 

Kingdom, all Appropriation Acts usually contain a repealing provision which 

specifically repeal older Appropriation Acts. So far as Australia is concerned, the 

Legislation Act, 2001 is there.  There, 302 sections have been provided and care 

has been taken for automatic repeal of such type of legislation. 

 So, I extend my thanks again to the hon. Minister, through you, Madam, 

that for taking a decision that in future we are not required to go for this exercise. 

The automatic repeal clause will be enshrined in the Amendment Act or in the 

Appropriation Act. Thank you very much. 
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PROF. SAUGATA ROY (DUM DUM): Madam, I support the Appropriation Acts 

(Repeal) Bill, 2015.  I thank the Minister for making this effort.  This is an 

example of how Government work piles up and multiplies.  Every Act that we 

pass in Parliament, it has to be printed in the Central Law Book.  Not only the 

Government publishes the Central Laws passed, but also the private law books 

publish them.  Uselessly these Appropriation Acts are included.   

 As we know, no Government can spend money out of the Consolidated 

Fund of India unless it is appropriated by a proper Appropriation Act.  But the 

validity of an Appropriation Act is only for one year.  At the end of the Financial 

Year, the meaning and validity of the Appropriation Act ends.  What has been 

happening is that over the year, there are four appropriations taken in the House.  

If you recollect, one is the vote-on-account appropriation.  The second is the actual 

appropriation.  Then there is Railway vote-on-account appropriation and then 

Railway Appropriation Bill.  So, four appropriations are being done per year.  

From 1950, all these Appropriation Bills are there in the Statute Book, the Central 

Laws thick book that is published.  Nobody cared to repeal them before.   

 In 1998, there was a Committee to study Government functioning.  They 

recommended that all these should be abolished or repealed.  Then the Law 

Commission also said, yes, the repeal should be done.  A Standing Committee of 

the Rajya Sabha went into the matter.  They recommended that there should be an 

automatic repeal clause in the Appropriation Act that at the end of the 

Appropriation Act there will be a clause that this Act will stand repealed at the end 

of 31st March, such and such year.   

 In the Statement of Objects and Reasons – we have studied – the Minister 

has mentioned Australia and UK.  Australia has an automatic repeal clause; it is a 

Commonwealth country.  UK repealed them in parts, from time to time.  We are 

following the UK method in which we shall repeal clauses.  Now, because many 

States go under the President’s Rule, so, up to 1976, before the 42nd Amendment, 

the budgets of the States under the President’s Rule had also to be appropriated in 
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the Parliament.  As a result of this, those also were acted.  So, altogether there are 

758 such Appropriation Acts out of which 111 relate to State Appropriation Acts.  

Now we are going to repeal all these Acts in one go.  The Minister has earlier also 

taken some initiatives in repealing antiquated laws.  You see, the Indian Penal 

Code is of 1860.  All our laws are from British time.  There are Police Acts, 

hundreds of Acts which have become redundant.  A study should be made or the 

Law Commission Report should be sought for and these useless Acts should be 

deleted, be repealed from our Statute Book. 

13.00 hrs. 

So, nobody can take exception to the Government lightning its own paper 

work.  Ultimately, the laws have to go online.  If you go to a lawyer’s chamber, he 

asks you fees depending on how many AIRs and how many law books are there in 

his chamber.  There is no necessity.  All the laws can go online.  Anybody can 

have access without buying these costly law books because if the bare Act costs 

Rs. 200, there will be annotated versions costing Rs. 1000. So, to study any law 

becomes very difficult.   

 I would like the Minister to simplify our laws.  Simplify the law making 

procedure and the whole system so that the common man need not interact with 

the legal system through lawyers only. For simple laws, the common man should 

know his rights.  It is possible to simplify them. I am glad that the Law Minister 

has started the initiative.  I think, in the coming days, this archaic language of the 

laws will be done away with, modern language should be brought in and all 

useless laws would be repealed from the Statute Book.   

 With that, I support the Bill.   
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SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK) : Madam, I stand here to 

participate in the discussion relating to the Appropriation Act (Repealed) Bill, 

2015.    

 As has been already mentioned by my predecessors Mr. Chaudhary and Mr. 

Roy, the principal object of such repealing Act and also by the Minister is to 

exercise dead matter, prune of superfluities and remove such redundant laws from 

the Statute Book to bring in clarity.  This idea has been put forth for the last 20 or 

25 years and the first attempt was made in 2001 when a large number of such 

redundant laws were pruned and removed from the Statute Book.  

 As has been mentioned, antiquated laws need to be removed.  Our system 

of law making is more than 100 years old.  A number of laws are there which are, 

actually, become redundant; they have become antiquated; and they need to be 

removed.  The Law Commission has also repeatedly mentioned that which are 

those laws which need to be removed. Accordingly, I would expect the same from 

the Law Minister who will also be moving some amendment to that effect.  

 This Bill practically, while one goes through it, is confined to Clause 2 only 

which says: 

“The enactments specified in the First Schedule are hereby repealed 
to the extent mentioned in the fourth column thereof.”  

 

 This is the sum total of the Bill.  But the Bill itself is only 22 lines and, I 

think, within 22 minutes we will also be passing this Bill.  But the question here is 

that it encompasses 65 years or 62 years to be precise of appropriation burden 

which is going to be off-loaded.  That is the main concern of this Bill. Two 

Committee Reports have also been mentioned here. The Select Committee of 

Rajya Sabha have specifically mentioned and gone into the details as to why it 

should be removed.  They have gone into the functioning of two countries, one is 

the United Kingdom and another is Australia.  In Australia, rather it is more 

comprehensive in nature.  But as was mentioned by Saugata da, in United 
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Kingdom, it goes in stages.  In this Bill the provision that has been put forth is that 

we are going to adopt the United Kingdom’s method.   

 My question to the hon. Minister is that why are we not accepting the 

Australian method, as was being mentioned, with the sunset clause which will 

automatically get it removed? Why are we adopting this United Kingdom’s 

method which will allow the appropriation to continue to be in the Statute for two 

years and only after that it will be deleted?  The Committee was of the considered 

view that a lot of time could be saved and utilized on urgent public interest issues 

that are pending with the legislature.  

But here, the Australian provision, which is a comprehensive law – the 

Legislation Act, 2001, contains 302 sections and other annexures, which deal with 

lifecycle of legislation, that means, the financial year, improving its structure and 

content and simplifying its provisions where practicable. Section 89 of the said 

Act deals with ‘automatic repeal’ of certain laws and  provisions. Its   Sub-section 

2 says that ‘Appropriation Act is automatically repealed on the last day of the 

financial year.’ 

 Why are we not accepting that?   If there is any genuine reason of accepting 

the United Kingdom’s version, which systemically repeals   Appropriation Act,  

and which is usually two sessions in arrears, why are we adopting the United 

Kingdom’s System and not the Australian System?  This needs to be explained. 

 The other point, which I would like to mention here is that the 

Appropriation is not only our   concern – not the concern of the Lok Sabha or the 

Parliament,   Appropriation   Bills are also being moved in the State Assemblies.  

Can we not move a Bill as per the Constitution’s Article 252, which becomes a 

model?  So, about the Appropriation Bill, the respective State Governments also 

mount.  So, once we move in Article 252, the respective State Governments  

burden also will follow this as a model Bill.  They will also do the same thing in 

their respective States.  So, by this, every State will be unburdened of this load, 

which is actually something antiquated and needs to be changed 
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 With these few words, I support the Bill. 

          

HON. SPEAKER: Now, the House stands adjourned to meet again at 1410 hours. 

13.17 hrs  

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Ten Minutes past 
 Fourteen of the Clock. 
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14.13 hrs. 

The Lok Sabha reassembled at Thirteen Minutes past  

Fourteen of the Clock 

(Hon. Speaker in the Chair) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä (MÉÖãÉ¤ÉMÉÉÇ) : näJÉ iÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ BÉDªÉÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉÒ £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ* ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä näÉÊJÉA* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ VÉÉAÆMÉä, JÉÉxÉÉ JÉÉ ®cä cé* +ÉÉ VÉÉAÆMÉä* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : ºÉkÉÉ{ÉFÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ cè cÉ=ºÉ BÉEÉä SÉãÉÉxÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 
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14.14 hrs 

 

APPROPRIATION ACTS (REPEAL) BILL, 2015-Contd... 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The House shall take up further consideration of the 

Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill.  

 

SHRI ABHIJIT MUKHERJEE (JANGIPUR): Thank you Madam, I sincerely 

apologize for the fiasco happened earlier.  I am sorry for that and I apologize for 

that.   

 I am also thankful to my bosses and to you also for giving me this chance.   

 Madam, a number of speakers have already spoken on the same Bill.  There 

are some Acts which are 65 years old and have become redundant.  They have 

outlived their purpose.  So, it should be removed or discarded. So, I agree with the 

Law Minister and the Government. 

 Although the Bill looks simple, it is not so. I have no doubt that the Law 

Ministry has put in lots of efforts to put in various Acts that are listed in this Bill. 

Valuable time of the bureaucracy and the Government has been put in, which can 

be avoided by incorporating a clause which will automatically make any law, 

which is redundant, to lapse. This has been pointed out by the Commission on 

Review of Administrative Law in its Report in 1998. Further, the Law 

Commission of India in its 248th Report on Obsolete Laws Warranting Immediate 

Repeal observed that ‘Appropriation Acts’ must be repealed to clear the Statute 

Book. 

 The Members, who spoke earlier, have pointed out the practices followed 

by other countries like UK and Australia. In Australia, the Bills, which are 

outlived or served its purpose, will get lapsed automatically. In UK it gets piled up 

and removed periodically, obvious, through the Parliament. I feel that those laws 

which are very old and not in use, should automatically lapse. 
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 Just as it is the primary duty of the Parliament to legislate, equally it is for 

the Government to reduce the burden of the Parliament. Every minute of 

functioning of the House is a cost to the public exchequer. It is the taxpayers’ 

money which bears the cost of running this House. Therefore, if we follow a 

similar system as in Australia, we, as policy makers, will reduce the burden on the 

public exchequer.   

 Madam, we have seen a huge reduction by this Government in the spending 

on social sectors and the hon. PM is also asking people to give up gas subsidy. 

While this Government has sacrificed social sector, I see no reason why it is not 

acting quickly to follow a more efficient system to repeal obsolete laws to save the 

burden on the exchequer. 

 With this, I conclude and thank you very much, Madam. 
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SHRI S.R. VIJAYA KUMAR (CHENNAI CENTRAL): Hon. Speaker Madam, at 

the outset I express my immense pleasure on the repeal of the earlier judgement 

and the comeback staged by our revered leader, Maanbumigu Makkalin Mudalvar 

Amma. 

 I thank the people of Tamil Nadu for their fervent prayer appealing before 

the Almighty for justice. 

 I thank the Chair for giving me an opportunity to speak on this Bill which is 

justified. 

 This is the year of 2015. We are now repealing 758 Appropriation Acts 

remaining in the law books from 1950. Of these, most of them are related to 

Appropriation for Railways between 1950 and 2012. Madam, 111 Appropriation 

Acts are related to various States under the President’s Rule from 1950 to 1976. 

Appropriation Acts are financial allocations for a particular Ministry or a State. 

Such Acts spend themselves after a particular financial year. 

 The 248th Report of the Law Commission of India referred to a large 

number of Appropriation Acts and said that they have lost meaning and are still 

shown on the Statute Books. Ensuring that they may not have any negative impact 

on actions that were taken validly under these Acts, these 758 Acts are now 

repealed. 

 Even in delay we get good relief at times. Now we have got our beloved 

leader Amma relieved after a long delay. Likewise, our law books will be relieved 

of these Appropriation Acts lying there for many years. They continue to pile up 

and remain effective till repealed. This may give rise to petty litigations lingering 

for long. 

 The Select Committee of the other House expressed its considered view 

that the repeal of these Acts will help us to save a lot of time and can be utilized 

on urgent public interest issues. 
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 One may wonder why there is no automatic repeal clause when such 

Appropriation Acts are meant for one financial year. The ‘life cycle’ of such 

legislations goes beyond one year to enable the stakeholders to make use of the 

provisions of such Acts. But still care should have been taken by either the 

Railway Ministry or the Union Law Ministry or the Union Finance Ministry to 

avoid a vast accumulation. 

 ‘Old order changes yielding place to new’ is the order of our world. Every 

year new Railway and Finance Appropriation Acts are introduced. Unless 

repealed, the previous years’ Appropriation Acts remain effective. It is also 

necessary to explore the introduction of identical clauses in other Bills. So, a way 

out has been found now to repeal the old laws that are irrelevant after a financial 

year. 

 In countries like the United Kingdom and Australia, there are automatic 

repealing practices. In UK, the moment a new Appropriation Act is introduced, the 

older Act is automatically repealed. In Australia, on the last day of the financial 

year, the Appropriation Act automatically comes to an end. This Bill proposes to 

adopt the United Kingdom model to repeal old Appropriation Acts. 

 On this occasion, I would like to urge upon the Government to identify 

certain laws which have been amended many a times. Such Bills causes delay in 

interpretation of law before the courts of law. Even in the computer age, certain 

amendments and re-interpretations are not readily available. The only way out 

would be to bring out a comprehensive law reviewing every Act in the Statute 

Book. 

 I thank the Chair for giving me this opportunity and I also thank our 

revered leader Maanbumigu Makkalin Muthalvar, Puratchi Thalaivi Amma for 

enabling me to be here in this House, I conclude. Thank you.  
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SHRI THOTA NARASIMHAM (KAKINADA): Thank you, Madam, I 

completely support the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015 and I would like to 

thank the decision of our Prime Minister, Narendra Modi to do away with archaic 

laws hindering efficient governance. I would also thank to hon. Law Minister, Shri 

Sadananda Gowda for bringing out this Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015, 

which will repeal around 758 Appropriation Acts, which have lost relevance and 

become obsolete, redundant or dysfunctional including certain Railways 

(Appropriation) Acts and Finance Appropriation Acts. Repealing the non-current 

laws is in consonance with the recommendations of P.C. Jain Commission. It will 

be a positive step and will help in bringing reforms in the country’s legal system.  

 Out of a large number of Appropriation Acts passed in the past, several are 

confined only to Statute Books. The Appropriation Acts are intended to operate 

for a limited period of time, authorizing expenditures for the duration of one 

financial year, which are not usually included in any list of Central Acts. 

 The Bill also provides repeal of 111 State Appropriation Acts enacted by 

Parliament between 1950 and 1976. These Acts provide budgetary support to 

States. They were enacted when the States were under President’s Rule. Certain 

Acts like the Andhra Appropriation Act, 1954, the Andhra Appropriation Act, 

1955 and the Andhra Appropriation (Vote on Account) Act, 1955 have completely 

lost their relevance in the present political system.  

 After 1976, the right to repeal such Appropriation Acts was given to States. 

This initiative is also in consonance with the report of the 20th Law Commission of 

India headed by retired justice A. P. Shah and the recommendations of the Select 

Committee of Rajya Sabha to repeal outdated Acts. Around 1741 laws in the 

country have become redundant but still they are in existence.   

 I would also recommend the Government to put a repeal clause in the 

Appropriation Acts which will help in bringing new reforms in the present legal 

system and will put an end to the outdated Acts, which have outlived their utility. 
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Appropriation Acts are intended to operate for a limited period of time to 

authorize expenditure for one financial year or less.   

 It must be emphasized that repealing Appropriation Acts whose terms have 

ended will in no way cause any negative impact on actions that were validly taken 

under these Acts.   

 I thank you once again for giving me this opportunity to speak on the 

Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015. 

 



11.05.2015  
  

70 

 

SHRI P. KARUNAKARAN (KASARGOD): Thank you, Madam, Speaker. I am 

glad to support the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015 presented by the hon. 

Law Minister, Shri Gowda ji. I think there is no opposition or contradiction on any 

part of the House because the Bill has become a need of the day. There are many 

unnecessary laws that have accumulated in the judicial arena. I appreciate the 

initiative taken by the Minister to have a rational stand on the issue.  

 Madam, some of the laws become outdated as the situation changes and 

some of them get defunct. So, we should take this issue into consideration very 

seriously.   Madam, we should do a re-thinking of the law-making process itself 

that we are engaged now-a-days. This is my view. Though the Parliament 

discusses the legislation, we discuss only half of the portion while half of the 

portion is completed by the bureaucrats or by the Secretary level members of 

concerned Ministry regarding the rules, regulations, sub-rules etc. It is true that 

these rules and regulations are placed before this House, but at the same time, it is 

quite clear that even the Ministers or the Members are not going through these 

rules. Sometimes, these rules become really contradictory even to the principal 

Act itself. So, it becomes much difficult and brings hardship to the common 

people. If they want to get justice, they have to go to the High Court or the 

Supreme Court for further definition or clarification thereof. In such a case, getting 

justice through the law becomes an expensive affair. It is not possible for the 

common people to go to the High Court or the Supreme Court. As a result, what 

happens is that though the Minister himself or the Parliament itself thinks that 

some positive steps have to be taken, but due to defect in the rules, it really brings 

much hardship to the common people and it is not possible for them to get justice. 

So, this issue has to be taken into consideration as far as the law-making process is 

concerned. 

 At the time of Freedom Movement, we have had many experiences where 

many of the freedom fighters were in jail. It was also done in the name of the law. 
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Since they were fighting against the British Rule, as far as the British Government 

was concerned, it was against their interest. So, they were put behind the bars. It 

did not happen only during the time of the British Rule. Even after, we have had 

such experiences. The first Leader of the Opposition of this House, Shri A.K. 

Gopalan, was in jail for a long period, during the British Rule and even after that. 

He appeared before the court and argued for himself. I would like to say that in the 

first speech that he had made in his House, he said that ‘I am not a single graduate, 

but I may not speak of broken rules, but I may speak in broken English.’ That is 

the first sentence that he had made. He had argued in the Madras High Court for 

his case and that charter – A.K. Gopalan versus Madras High Court - has become 

a lesson for the law students to study. It is true in the case of Shri Sampath, who is 

a Member, also. His father, Shri Anirudhan, was also a Member of this House. He 

was also in jail for a long time. At last, it was said that there was no case against 

him. There are so many examples which we can give.  

 As far as law is concerned, it should be giving equal treatment to the 

people, whether they are big or the poor, but we see that in many cases, law is not 

implemented in such a way. There are many instances where we can see that law 

is implemented, as far as the Muslim youths as stated by Shri E.T. Mohammed 

Basheer earlier and backward people are concerned, differently because they are 

not able to argue for their cases in the High Court or the Supreme Court. 

Therefore, there is an impression, as far as the common people are concerned, that 

law is not giving equal treatment to the people, but it is in favour of the rich. Here, 

we have to think that there should be such vigilant exercise as far as law-making 

process is concerned.  

 It becomes more important when many Bills come in this House and we 

say that they have to be sent to the Standing Committee. It is not asked on the 

political basis. The Bills have to be screened in detail as far as possible.  It should 

not be discussed just because we have the majority in the House or the minority in 

the House. We have the experience in respect of the other Bill. When we 
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submitted many of the amendments, they were defeated. When the Bill went to the 

Rajya Sabha, the amendments were accepted. It came back to this House and then, 

they were accepted here also. So, this House and the Parliament has to take a 

serious note of this, irrespective of whether we have the majority or the minority, 

and merit has to be considered as far as law-making process is concerned. 

Otherwise, again we have to go in for repeal of many of the laws that we have 

passed.  

 I really congratulate the Minister for having taken this effort to rationalise, 

at present, this, but at the same time, there should be a conscious effort as far as 

the law-making process is concerned. It should not be taken just because of the 

majority or the minority. At the same time, the sense of the law has to be taken 

consideration.  

 Thank you. 
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gÉÉÒ AºÉ.AºÉ.+ÉcãÉÖ´ÉÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ (nÉÉÌVÉÉËãÉMÉ): +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ‘n A|ÉÉäÉÊ|ÉA¶ÉxÉ ABÉD]ÂºÉ (ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ) ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, 2015’ BÉEä 

ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ´ÉèºÉä näJÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä ªÉc ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, VÉÉä ãÉÉì BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ 248´ÉÉÓ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEä iÉciÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ 

MÉªÉÉ cè, <ºÉàÉå càÉ =xÉ A|ÉÉäÉÊ|ÉA¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãºÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, VÉÉä ´ÉÉÇ 1950 ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 2012 iÉBÉE +ÉÉàÉ 

¤ÉVÉ] +ÉÉè® ®äãÉ ¤ÉVÉ] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ãÉÉA MÉA lÉä* ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ, =ºÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉ VÉcÉÆ-VÉcÉÆ ®É]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ lÉä +ÉÉè® 

®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ VÉÉä A|ÉÉäÉÊ|ÉA¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãºÉ ãÉÉA MÉA lÉä, =xcå càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* 

+ÉMÉ® càÉ näJÉå iÉÉä ãÉÉì BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ xÉä <ºÉBÉEä {ÉcãÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ 18´ÉÉÓ, 21´ÉÉÓ, 81´ÉÉÓ, 96´ÉÉÓ, 148´ÉÉÓ +ÉÉè® 159´ÉÉÓ 

ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Éç àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEcÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, VÉ¤É càÉå +ÉÉWÉÉnÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ, =ºÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉ ´ÉÉÇ 1834 ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ´ÉÉÇ 1949 iÉBÉE VÉÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

<xÉèBÉD] cÖA lÉä, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ BÉE®ÉÒ¤É 2,910 lÉÉÒ* =ºÉàÉå ºÉä càÉ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE 2,530 ºÉå]ÅãÉ ABÉD] BÉEÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE® 

SÉÖBÉEä cé, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =xÉàÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä ABÉD]ÂºÉ +ÉÉì¤ºÉÉìãÉÉÒ] +ÉÉè® ÉÊ®bxbäx] lÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ ÉÊ¥ÉÉÊ]¶É ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ´ÉÉn 

ªÉÉ BÉEÉäãÉÉäÉÊxÉªÉãÉ °ôãÉ BÉEÉä SÉãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA lÉÉÒ* càÉxÉä =xÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* càÉ ´ÉÉÇ 1950 ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 

+ÉBÉD]Ú¤É®, 2014 iÉBÉE 3,702 ºÉå]ÅãÉ ABÉD]ÂºÉ {ÉÉºÉ BÉE® SÉÖBÉEä cé* =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉE®ÉÒ¤É 1,301 BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEÉä càÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ 

BÉE® SÉÖBÉEä cé* +ÉÉVÉ VÉÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ º]è]áÉÚ] ¤ÉÖBÉE {É® cé, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 2,401 cè* <ºÉBÉEÉ àÉiÉãÉ¤É BÉE®ÉÒ¤É 6,612 

ºÉäx]ÅãÉ ABÉD]ÂºÉ cé, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä càÉÉ®É nä¶É SÉãÉ ®cÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ <ºÉ +ÉÉä® +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉiÉ´ÉÉÓ 

+ÉxÉÖºÉÚSÉÉÒ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä VÉ¤É ÉÊãÉº]-* àÉå BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉlÉÉÇiÉÂ {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 97 

ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cé* ÉÊãÉº]-** BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä VÉ¤É ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ®å, ®ÉVªÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉºÉ£ÉÉAÆ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉiÉÉÒ cé, =ºÉàÉå 66 ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ 

cé* ÉÊãÉº]-*** àÉå ºÉàÉ´ÉiÉÉÔ ºÉÚSÉÉÒ àÉå 47 ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cé* càÉÉ®ä AäºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cé, VÉÉä ®ÉVªÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉÒ SÉãÉ ®cä cé 

+ÉÉè® ®ÉVªÉÉå BÉEä º]ä] ãÉÉìWÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊCÉEiÉÉ¤Éå £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉfÃ MÉªÉÉÓ cé* ´ÉcÉÆ {É® £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cé* VÉ¤É iÉBÉE càÉ 

=xÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä iÉ¤É iÉBÉE WÉàÉÉÒxÉÉÒ cCÉEÉÒBÉEiÉ àÉå ¤ÉnãÉÉ´É xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* càÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ ãÉÉ<¥Éä®ÉÒ 

BÉEÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉ® UÉä]É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉä xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé* càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ +É½SÉxÉå +ÉÉ ®cÉÒ cé, ÉÊVÉxcå 

ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉ ®cä cé* VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä xªÉÉªÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉä àÉå BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ +É½SÉxÉå {ÉènÉ 

BÉE®iÉä cé, ´Éä <xÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEÉ nÖâó{ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* <ºÉä cÉÒ ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉxÉä ªÉc ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA ´ÉÉÇ 

1998 àÉå {ÉÉÒ. ºÉÉÒ. VÉèxÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ* {ÉÉÒ. ºÉÉÒ. VÉèxÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç nÉÒ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® 

ªÉc ºÉ¤É BÉÖEU cÖ+ÉÉ*  
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 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ä ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉå +ÉÉVÉ ºÉÉè´ÉÉÆ ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* <ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉE<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ AäºÉä cé, VÉÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ®ÉVªÉ àÉå ®É]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉEA MÉA lÉä* {É®, ÉÊVÉxÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä 

xªÉÉªÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè, ´ÉèºÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 100 £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE =ºÉºÉä BÉEàÉ cè* ´ÉèºÉä VÉÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cé, =xÉBÉEä 

¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ càÉå ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* VÉ¤É càÉ A|ÉÉäÉÊ|ÉA¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãºÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE® ãÉäiÉä cé ªÉÉ +ÉàÉåbàÉå] ABÉD] BÉEÉä 

ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE® näiÉä cé, <xÉBÉEÉä ÉÊ®BÉEÉìbÇ àÉå ºÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé iÉÉä càÉå ªÉc vªÉÉxÉ ®JÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE càÉ 

<xcå ºÉ´ÉÇnÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA xÉ VÉãÉÉAÆ* VÉÉä ÉÊbÉÊVÉ]ãÉ <ÆÉÊbªÉÉ ¤ÉxÉ ®cÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå +ÉÉBÉEÉÇ<´É àÉå ®JÉå ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ {ÉÖ¶iÉå 

=ºÉä näJÉ ºÉBÉEå* àÉé +ÉÉVÉ +ÉMÉ® ABÉE ¶ÉÉävÉ BÉE®xÉä ¤Éè~ÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ®É]ÅÉÒªÉBÉE®hÉ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEä 

{ÉcãÉä ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ lÉÉ* =ºÉ ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉä ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®BÉEä ®É]ÅÉÒªÉBÉE®hÉ cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ ®É]ÅÉÒªÉBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉä 

ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®BÉEä ÉÊ{ÉE® ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒBÉE®hÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, iÉÉä BÉDªÉÉ +É´ÉºlÉÉ =ºÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉ lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® BÉDªÉÉ +É´ÉºlÉÉ +É¤É cè? ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå 

VÉÉä ®É]ÅÉÒªÉBÉE®hÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, iÉÉä =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÉäÉhÉ +ÉÉè® nÉäcxÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÆ{ÉnÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ 

+ÉMÉ® =ããÉäJÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, ¶ÉÉävÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉä<Ç UÉjÉ ¤Éè~äMÉÉ iÉÉä =ºÉä ªÉä ºÉÉ®ä BÉEÉMÉVÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉåMÉä*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ABÉE +ÉÉè® SÉÉÒVÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{É ®ÉäVÉ ªÉcÉÆ  

ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉºÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cé* ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉºÉ BÉE®iÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉ +ÉÉ{É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ºÉnºªÉ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ {ÉÖBÉEÉ® +ÉÉ{É BÉEciÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +ÉàÉåbàÉå] xÉÆ¤É® 44 ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, iÉÉä ´Éc =ºÉ +ÉàÉåbàÉå] àÉÚ´É BÉE®iÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É =ºÉä +ÉÉ<VÉ +ÉÉè® xÉÉäVÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉBÉE® 

ÉÊxÉMÉäÉÊ]´É BÉE® näiÉÉÒ cé* nÚºÉ®ä ÉÊnxÉ àÉé +ÉMÉ® |ÉÉäºÉÉÒÉËbMÉ àÉå fÚÆfxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ´Éc 44´ÉÉÆ +ÉàÉåbàÉå] BÉDªÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc 

|ÉÉäºÉÉÒÉËbMÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊcººÉÉ cè ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, iÉÉä ´Éc xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè* càÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ àÉÉÆMÉ lÉÉÒ, ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEÉä ÉÊxÉMÉäÉÊ]´É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

+ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEÉä {ÉÉìVÉÉÒÉÊ]´É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, ´Éc ÉÊãÉJÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ´Éc xÉcÉÓ ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè iÉÉä ´Éc +ÉÉvÉÉ® 

xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉiÉÉ cè* BÉEãÉ VÉ¤É ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ªÉÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ {ÉrÉÊiÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå {ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉå] BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉäºÉÉÒÉËbMÉ 

BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® BÉEÉä<Ç ¶ÉÉävÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA UÉjÉ ªÉÉ UÉjÉÉªÉå ¤Éè~åMÉÉÒ iÉÉä =xÉBÉEÉä ªÉä ºÉÉ®ÉÒ SÉÉÒVÉå xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉåMÉÉÒ* àÉä®É 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <xÉBÉEÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®iÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉ <xÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉBÉEÉÇ<´É àÉå £ÉÉÒ bÉãÉBÉE® ®JÉå*  

 nÚºÉ®É, àÉé nÉÉÌVÉÉËãÉMÉ FÉäjÉ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊºÉãÉÉÒMÉÖ½ÉÒ, xÉBÉDºÉãÉ¤ÉÉ½ÉÒ, {ÉEÉºÉÉÒnä´ÉÉ £ÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊ¥ÉÉÊ]¶É 

ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ´ÉÉn àÉå ABÉE nÉÉÌVÉÉËãÉMÉ <Æ|ÉÚ´ÉàÉå] {ÉEÆb xÉÉàÉ ºÉä ABÉE °ôãÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ´Éc °ôãÉ +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉtÉàÉÉxÉ cè* 

ºÉ¤É VÉMÉc VÉàÉÉÓnÉ®ÉÒ JÉiàÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç, ÉÊBÉExiÉÖ ´ÉcÉÆ VÉàÉÉÓnÉ®ÉÒ +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ JÉiàÉ cÉä {ÉÉ<Ç cè* =ºÉBÉEÉ VÉÉä ®ä] lÉÉ, 

ãÉÉÒVÉ {É® VÉÉä ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® ÉÊnA MÉA lÉä, cÉ] ÉÊnA MÉA lÉä, nÖBÉEÉxÉå nÉÒ MÉ<Ç lÉÉÓ ªÉÉ àÉBÉEÉxÉ ÉÊnA MÉA lÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉ 

+ÉÉÉÌ¤É]Åä]ãÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ÉÊbÉÎº]ÅBÉD] àÉÉÊVÉº]Åä] ªÉÉ ®ÉVªÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ =ºÉBÉEÉ ®å] ¤ÉfÃÉ näiÉä cé* àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

bÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. {ÉEÆb BÉEÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä ãÉéb ÉÊ®{ÉEÉàºÉÇ BÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® xÉªÉÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

<ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä VÉàÉÉÒxÉÉÒ cBÉEÉÒBÉEiÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ 

µÉEÉäxÉÉäãÉÉìÉÊVÉBÉEãÉ BÉEÉäb +ÉÉì{ÉE ABÉD]ÂºÉ ºÉä ÉÊãÉº] =~ÉBÉE® =ºÉä ÉÊ®VÉäBÉD] xÉcÉÓ BÉE®xÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ªÉc ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ c® ABÉE 
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VÉMÉc VÉÉBÉE® ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉÖxÉBÉE® +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉå àÉå ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉE®äMÉÉÒ, ÉÊ®{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®äMÉÉÒ iÉÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä 

BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ AäºÉä cé, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉä =~ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ªÉcÉÒ BÉEcBÉE® àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉ {É® 

vªÉÉxÉ nä +ÉÉè® +ÉMÉ® cÉä ºÉBÉEä iÉÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ºÉ {É® VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nå*   
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SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): Thank you very much, Madam, 

for affording me this opportunity to make my observations in respect of this Bill. I 

rise to support the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015.  

 Madam, before entering into the contents of the Bill, I would like to say 

that we have to bow our head to the framers of our Indian Constitution as well as 

the makers of Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. It is the 

best written Constitution in the world. So far as the Rules of Lok Sabha are 

concerned, they are the best rules relating to parliamentary practices in the world. 

My first submission to the Government is that we have to abide by the provisions 

of the Constitution as well as abide by the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of 

Business in Lok Sabha. It is only because of the Constitution and the Rules that 

this parliamentary democratic system in our country is prevailing in a better way.  

From 1950 onwards, if we see, the biggest democracy in the world is India, 

definitely. Even the transformation of power from one Government to another 

Government – right from the 13 days of Vajpayee Government, followed by Shri 

Deve Gowda’s Government and subsequently by another Government – it is a 

series in terms of continuation and the entire process being handled in a very 

democratic way. We are able to protect our parliamentary democratic system in 

the country only because of the Constitution. The parliamentary procedures are 

also moving in the right direction only because of the Rules of Procedure and 

Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha. So, my submission is that we have to abide by 

the provisions of the Constitution, whatever be the political situation which is 

prevailing in our country, and also one has to observe the Rules of Procedure of 

this House. Otherwise, the system will be diluted and that will result in the 

weakening of parliamentary democratic system of our country.          

 Coming to the point with respect to this Bill, I fully support the Bill moved 

by the hon. Minister because so many redundant Bills are pending in the Statute 

Book. We have to remove the redundant Bills from the Statute Book so that it will 
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be very easy to implement those Bills. I have gone through the provisions of our 

Constitution as well as the Bill. It is a wonderful thing. We have to vote for each 

and every paisa to be spent from the Consolidated Fund of India, by means of 

Demands for Grants. Not only that. Even though Demand is being voted by this 

House, yet the Government has no power to take the money. We have to pass an 

Appropriation Bill or a legislation to appropriate the money. That means, the 

Government is empowered to take even a single paisa only if we pass an 

Appropriation Bill. How pucca and strict is it being made, without any loophole? 

That is why, I am saying that we have to bow our heads to the Framers of the 

Constitution as well as the makers of the Rules of this House. 

 Coming to this Appropriation Bill, it is good thing to remove all these 

legislations. Another point which is to be discussed is about the automatic repeal 

clause. The Rajya Sabha Select Committee has made a specific recommendation. I 

think it is a good suggestion because instead of having this bundle of legislations 

of Appropriation Act, it is better to have automatic repeal clause along with the 

Appropriation Act. Definitely, it will be easier for the Government also and we 

can avoid unnecessary legislation also. 

 At the same time, when I support the automatic repeal clause, I would like 

to know from the hon. Minister whether the Government is thinking in terms of 

the Finance Bill also. We have passed so many Finance Bills. Those Finance Bills 

are also for a particular financial year. That is also pending. I would like to know 

whether the Government is thinking in that direction also. As far as the Finance 

Act is concerned, so many financial obligations are there; so many cases and 

consequential Act s are also there. So, it is difficult in respect of the Finance Act. 

But as far as the Appropriation Bill is concerned, it is only empowering the  

Government to withdraw money from the Consolidated Fund of India. So, it is 

better to have an automatic repeal clause along with the Appropriation Bill so that 

the time of this House can be saved.  



11.05.2015  
  

78 

 With these suggestions, I would conclude and congratulate the Minister for 

bringing such a Bill.           
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THE MINISTER OF LAW AND JUSTICE (SHRI D.V. SADANANDA 

GOWDA): Madam Speaker, at the very outset, I thank all the Members who have 

whole-heartedly supported this Bill. Supporting is one thing but whole-heartedly 

supporting is another thing. So, all the Members who spoke on this Bill, they have 

whole-heartedly supported this Bill with a few suggestions.  It should be made 

much more clear. The law should be made clear so that it becomes accessible for 

the common man and to see that the stringent laws are taken out of the Statute 

Book which have become obsolete and redundant.  

 This is the vision of the hon. Prime Minister. We have taken up this 

initiative. Nearly,  1,741 Acts have been identified for repeal. Out of this, two 

Bills have already been tabled and passed. One is having 35 Acts and another one 

is having 90 Acts. Today, this Bill is having 758 Appropriation Acts. Another Bill 

with 187 Acts is ready. I am going to table it in the near future. Altogether, out of 

1,741, nearly, 1,700 Acts which are obsolete and redundant and dysfunction, will 

be taken away from the Statute Book within a short span of one year of this new 

Government.  

 Earlier, this exercise was made last in the year 2001 during the regime of 

hon. Prime Minister Shri Atal Behari Vajpayee. Of course, about ten times these 

repealing and amendment Acts have been taken and about 1,291 obsolete laws 

have been repealed earlier.  

 Of course, our Members have sought a few clarifications. I will not take 

much of time. My friend hon. Shri P.P. Chaudhary was suggesting me to have an 

amendment to Section 6A of the General Clauses Act.  Section 6A of the General 

Clauses Act is practically not applicable to Appropriation Acts. Section 6 is a 

general provision which deals with the effect of the repeal of the Acts. As far as 

6A is concerned, it is not applicable to Appropriation Acts. So, that matter will not 

come into the purview of this.  

 Of course we have to follow a few legislative precedents. For that reason 

right from 1901 we were following the procedures which have been laid down by 
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the UK. Even certain repealing Acts have been done during 1901 and 1903 where 

a saving clause has been provided to see that certain clauses would be in force in 

the future days also. Similarly, here also we have made a saving clause to see that 

if, because it is an Appropriation Act wherein as rightly said by Shri 

Premachandran we are drawing money from the Consolidated Fund of India, 

something that needs to be looked into. 

 Hon. Members Saugata Roy and Bhartruhari Mahtab brought to my notice 

why we have not taken, of course we have included this automatic repeal clause, 

from next year onwards in all 2016 Appropriation Acts, a repeal clause will 

automatically be there. Automatic repeal clause of two years in arrears will be 

there. The 2013 Appropriation Act will be repealed in 2016 Appropriation Act. 

So, one year for spending, and if there is any money is left out it will be carried 

forward to the next year in the next Appropriation Bill. So, automatically from 

2016 onwards continuously all the Appropriation Acts which will come into force 

from 2013 onwards will be automatically cleared. It will be just like a sunset 

clause.  

 Of course we examined the Australian Legislation Act 2001 and the UK 

procedure which is followed which is accepted by us. It is not only accepted by us 

even the Law Commission, even the Standing Committee also examined in detail 

and said that the UK model is the right model for us to take into consideration, so 

we have taken it. As far as the Australian legislation Act is concerned, it is a very 

comprehensive Act. Of course it contains about 302 sections and other annexures 

also. Of course one section 89 which provides for automatic repeal has about 12 

sub-sections. It has to look into all the Acts which have to be repealed in detail. 

So, it is a very lengthy procedure. So, our Standing Committee as well as the Law 

Commission and our legal experts came to the conclusion that the UK model is the 

right model. So, we are opting for the UK model and that will be in force in future.  

 Hon. Member Bhartruhari Mahtab observed why Article 252 should not be 

amended so that even the States also have this. As far as Article 252 is concerned, 
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a resolution has to come from the State Government. Two or more State 

Governments have to send a resolution to the Central Government. Then only the 

Central Government can look into the matter. But I hope that hon. Member 

Bhartruhari Mahtab’s suggestion will be complied with by this because after 

passing this Act, the same procedure will be followed by the State Governments in 

the coming future. I think it will be a model for the State Governments also. They 

can have a sunset clause in their Appropriation Acts in the coming days.  

Of course up to 1950 to 1976, 111 State Appropriation Acts which were 

passed by the Parliament during the President’s Rule were taken into 

consideration. After 42nd Amendment, the power was vested with the State 

Governments. 

 Some other suggestions have been given by our friends, which will be 

certainly taken care of.  The Law Commission in its 248th Report has clearly said 

that repealing of Appropriation Acts whose terms have ended will in no way cause 

any negative impact on actions that will validly be taken under this Act.  They 

further observed that the existence of the dead law with the living law creates 

confusion even in understanding.  So, it is a matter of simplification of law and it 

should be made very clear that confusion should not be there with the living laws 

and certain laws which are really obsolete. 

 Finally, Madam Speaker, the Statutes, unlike human beings, do not die a 

natural death with possible exception of Statutes whose life is pre-determined by 

the legislation at the time of their enactment.  So, this is a step where we are 

putting the natural death to the Acts which will become dysfunctional.  As already 

all the Members have whole-heatedly supported this Bill, I commend that this Bill 

may be passed.     
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HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the Appropriation Acts (Repeal) Bill, 2015 be taken into 
consideration.” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The House shall now take up clause by clause consideration of 

the Bill. 

Clauses 2 and 3 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

  “That Clauses 2 and 3 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clauses 2 and 3 were added to the Bill. 

The Schedule was added to the Bill. 

Clause 1, Enacting Formula and the Long Title were added to the Bill. 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The Minister may move that the Bill be passed. 

SHRI D.V. SADANANDA GOWDA : I beg to move: 

   “That the Bill be passed.” 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the Bill be passed.” 
 

The motion was adopted. 
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14.53 hrs. 
 

 UNDISCLOSED FOREIGN INCOME AND ASSETS  
(IMPOSITION OF TAX) BILL, 2015 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Now we take up Item No. 5 - The Undisclosed Foreign Income 

and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill, 2015. 

 

THE MINISTER OF FINANCE, MINISTER OF CORPORATE AFFAIRS AND 

MINISTER OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING (SHRI ARUN 

JAITLEY): Madam, I  beg to move  

“That the Bill to make provisions for undisclosed foreign income 
and assets, the procedure for dealing with such income and assets 
and to provide for imposition of tax on any undisclosed foreign 
income and asset held outside India and for matters connected 
therewith or incidental thereto, be taken into consideration. ” 

 

HON. SPEAKER:  Motion moved : 

“That the Bill to make provisions for undisclosed foreign income 
and assets, the procedure for dealing with such income and assets 
and to provide for imposition of tax on any undisclosed foreign 
income and asset held outside India and for matters connected 
therewith or incidental thereto, be taken into consideration. ” 
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SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA (ROHTAK): Madam, we had given a 

notice on this Bill.… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Yes, you have given your notice.  Now, I will give the ruling. 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA : Madam, the notice we have given is in 

relation to whether this Bill be treated as a Money Bill or a Finance Bill.… 

(Interruptions).  We know that we do not have an authority to challenge you.  

Whatever ruling you give is final.  But I think what the Government has done in 

this case is actually improper, if you look at the Statutes of the Constitution, if you 

look at the Articles of the Constitution where Money Bill and Finance Bill are 

defined.   

 As per Article 110 of the Constitution, a Bill is deemed to be a Money Bill 

if it contains only provisions dealing with all or any of the following matters, 

namely imposition, abolition, remission, alteration or regulation of any tax.  

Whereas a Money Bill deals solely with the matters specified under Article 110(1) 

of the Constitution, a Finance Bill does not exclusively deal with all or any of the 

matters specified under the said Article.   That is to say that it may contain some 

other provisions also. 

 A Money Bill contains only those provisions. The only way the 

Government can justify this Bill to be a Money Bill is to say that the penal course 

in the prosecution element that is included in the Bill is included in the definition 

of ‘incidentals’ along with the imposition of taxes because ‘incidentals’ is allowed. 

But otherwise there is no way that the Government can justify this Bill as a Money 

Bill. The Government has to concede that this Bill is a Financial Bill as defined 

under Article 117 (1) of the Constitution because that is what the Constitution 

says. 

 The Constitution-makers, when they made this provision in Article 117 (1) 

foresaw a situation in which a Bill which is very similar to a Money Bill but which 

has some other elements also. This is a huge penal element involved in it. There 
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are associated elements in the Money Laundering Act and the FEMA also which 

are going to be a part of this entire piece of legislation. That is why the 

Constitution provides for this particular Article, because under this Article this Bill 

can be sent to a Joint Committee for more legislative scrutiny. In this case, within 

the laws of criminal jurisprudence, it would have us send such a Bill with such 

heavy penal and prosecution impositions to be subjected to higher level of 

legislative scrutiny. That is why this Article is provided for a kind of Money Bill 

which has certain other elements also. So, I would like to urge upon you and 

through you the Government to reconsider treatment of this Bill as a Money Bill. 

This is a very important piece of legislation. You use Article 117 of the 

Constitution which will ensure that this Bill will be put to more legislative scrutiny 

by sending it to a Joint Committee. That is one request to you. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, please sit down. 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA : Madam, I think the Minister wants to say 

something. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: In his speech, he will also explain the things. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: It is not necessary that everybody should speak. Do you have 

anything different to say? 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Yes, but it is related to it. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: I will give a ruling on this. 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB : He is asking for sending it to the Standing 

Committee. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: He has that it is not a Money Bill. 

SHRI E. AHAMED (MALAPPURAM): The matter raised by Shri Hooda is also a 

matter of concern for us. … (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: You will have to wait for only one minute. 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB: This is a new Bill. 
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  àÉciÉÉ¤É VÉÉÒ, àÉé {ÉcãÉä =xÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå {É® BÉÖEU °ôÉËãÉMÉ nä nÚÆ, ÉÊ{ÉE® +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉäãÉå iÉÉä ¤ÉäciÉ® cÉäMÉÉ*  

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: Madam, the Minister may reply. … 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Deepender Singh Hooda has given a letter. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: While speaking, he can respond to whatever rest is there. 

… (Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: Just now, for the Money Bill part only, whatever I am saying is 

this. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: On that point, let the Minister reply. … 

(Interruptions) 
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HON. SPEAKER: He has given the letter and now also he has argued that the 

Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill, 2015 is not a 

Money Bill. In this context, I may inform that the Bill seeks to make provisions 

for undisclosed foreign income and assets, the procedure for dealing with such 

income and assets and to provide for imposition of tax on any undisclosed foreign 

income and asset held outside India. 

 Clause 3 of the Bill provides for charge of tax on an assessee in respect of 

his total undisclosed foreign income and asset. Clause 60 provides that the 

undisclosed asset located outside India and declared under clause 59 within time 

specified therein shall be chargeable to tax at the rate of thirty per cent of value of 

such undisclosed asset on the date of commencement of the Bill. Chapters III, IV, 

V and VI of the Bill relate to tax management, penalties, offences and 

prosecutions and tax compliance respectively. Chapter VII contains general 

provisions relating to the implementation of the Bill. 

 Clause (1) of Article 110 provides that a Bill shall be deemed to be a 

Money Bill if it contains only provisions dealing with all or any of the matters 

specified in sub-clauses (a) to (g) thereof. While ruling on the exact significance of 

the scope of the word ‘only’ occurring in Article 110 (1), the then hon. Speaker, 

Shri Mavalankar observed: 

15.00 hrs. 

“I think, prima facie, that the word ‘only’ is not restrictive of the scope of 
the general terms.  If a Bill substantially deals with the imposition, 
abolition, etc., of a tax, then the mere fact of the inclusion in the Bill of 
other provisions which may be necessary for the administration of that tax 
or, I may say, necessary for the achievement of the objective of the 
particular Bill, cannot take away the Bill from the category of Money Bills.  
One has to look to the objective of the Bill.  Therefore, if the substantial 
provisions of the Bill aim at imposition, abolition, etc,, of any tax then the 
other provisions would be incidental and their inclusion cannot be said to 
take it away from the category of a Money Bill. 
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SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA : That is the objection, Madam. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : VÉÉä ÉÊ®àÉäÉËxÉMÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè =ºÉä ¤ÉÉn àÉå ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]® ABÉDºÉ{ÉãÉäxÉ BÉE®åMÉä* 

 “Unless one construes the word ‘only’ in this way it might lead to 
make Article 110 a nullity.  No tax can be imposed without making 
provisions for its assessment, collection, administration, reference to courts 
or tribunals, etc., one can visualise only one section in a Bill imposing the 
main tax and there may be fifty other Sections which may deal with the 
scope, method, manner etc., of that imposition.” 
 The provisions contained in Chapters III to VII are consequential 
upon levy of tax under Clauses 3 and 60.  Hence, the provisions deal with 
imposition, regulation, etc., of tax on income and asset.  The provisions of 
these Chapters as such attract the provisions of Article 110(1)(a) of the 
Constitution. 
 I have, therefore, categorized this Bill as a Money Bill within the 
meaning of Article 110 of the Constitution of India. 

  

Now, Shri Mahtab, if you wish to make any point. 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB : Madam, the Undisclosed Foreign Income 

and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill, 2015, that is listed today for consideration 

and passing, is a completely new Bill with 88 clauses and deals with undisclosed 

foreign income and assets issues.  For very long time the black money, that has 

been stashed abroad, has been in public discourse and there is public demand to 

enact a new law. 

 But, it does not have that much of teeth to achieve any meaningful purpose.  

We have FEMA which allows a resident to hold foreign asset freely provided 

these were acquired when an Indian citizen was residing outside India.  The Bill 

stipulates undisclosed income abroad will no longer be taxed under Income Tax 

Act.  So, domestic black money holders can escape from the Income Tax Act.  

This goes against the basic purpose of the Bill.  This Bill creates arbitrage 

opportunity with a lesser punishment if black moneys are transferred from off 

shore to on shore.  This cannot be the intention of any legislation. 

 Finally, where is the power to bring back stashed away funds in the Bill?  It 

is missing. 
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 When this is the case of the Bill, I am of the opinion, Madam, that it should 

be sent to the Standing Committee of Finance for deliberation which can definitely 

improve the effectiveness of the intent of the Bill. 

DR. P. VENUGOPAL (TIRUVALLUR): Madam, this is a new Bill.  It also 

involves many judicial forums apart from foreign agencies.  This requires creation 

of new statutory body overlapping the functions of the Enforcement Directorate.  

Hence, this Bill calls for a thorough study by a Standing Committee.  So, Madam, 

you may refer this Bill to the Standing Committee to make this vital law flawless. 
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HON. SPEAKER: Hon. Members, I may inform the House that Shri Arun Jaitley, 

the Minister-in-charge of the Bill vide letter dated 25th April, 2015 had requested 

me for not referring the Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of 

Tax) Bill, 2015 to the Standing Committee on Finance.  While so requesting the 

hon. Minister had stated that the Bill has been introduced in Lok Sabha as a part of 

Government’s effort to address the menace of black money.  This new law needs 

to be enacted urgently so that deterrent action can be taken against offenders 

secreting their income and assets abroad.  The Bill also provides for one time 

compliance opportunity for a limited period to persons who have any foreign 

assets which have hitherto not been disclosed for the purposes of Income Tax Act.  

A notification needs to be issued at the earliest to bring into effect the compliance 

provisions.  This can be done only after the Bill has been enacted. 

 In view of the reasons stated by the hon. Minister, I did not refer the Bill to 

the Standing Committee. 

 Now, Hon. Minister.
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SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, I am grateful to you for the opportunity to move 

this Bill.  The Government had decided and as was announced in the course of the 

Budget itself that we intend to seek certain harsh measures against unlawful 

money which is stashed by people abroad.  ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ 

¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå ªÉÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå VÉÉä BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ MÉè® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ ®JÉiÉä cé, =ºÉBÉEÉä nä¶É àÉå ãÉÉxÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä 

ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç BÉE®xÉä cäiÉÖ, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉ {É® VÉÉä ={ÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç cÉä ºÉBÉEäMÉÉÒ, BÉE®äMÉÉÒ* ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ =ºÉBÉEä 

iÉciÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ºÉÆÉÊ´ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉå {ÉÉÊ®£ÉÉÉÊÉiÉ cè, vÉÉ®É 110 BÉEä iÉciÉ àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

BÉDªÉÉ cè? ºÉ®ãÉ £ÉÉÉÉ àÉå +ÉMÉ® àÉé ºÉàÉZÉÉ>óÆ iÉÉä ªÉc AäºÉÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ àÉå {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® ªÉc 

+ÉÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ PÉÉäÉhÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ cè ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç <ÆBÉEàÉ MÉè®-BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉäE ºÉä 

ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ PÉÉäÉhÉÉ ÉÊBÉEA  nä¶É BÉEä ¤ÉÉc® ®JÉÉÒ cè,  iÉÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn =ºÉBÉEä >ó{É® ]èBÉDºÉ ãÉMÉäMÉÉ* 

]èBÉDºÉ BÉEÉÒ n® 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÉlÉ 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ ãÉMÉäMÉÉÒ* SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ªÉc ]èBÉDºÉ {ÉcãÉÉÒ 

¤ÉÉ® =ºÉBÉEä >ó{É® ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè iÉÉä º´ÉÉ£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉBÉE cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ ¤ÉÉc® cè ªÉÉ ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉàÉnxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉc® cè,...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc cÖbÂbÉ : àÉèbàÉ, 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ {ÉcãÉä |ÉlÉàÉ ´ÉÉÇ àÉå lÉÉÒ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ : àÉé +É£ÉÉÒ ABÉDºÉ{ãÉäxÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ*  Just give me two minutes.   You will 

understand.  You have to concede on the face of it that it is a money Bill.  SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

BÉEä´ÉãÉ {ÉEÉì®äxÉ AºÉè]ÂºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA cè, <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ bÉìàÉèÉÎº]BÉE ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* bÉìàÉèÉÎº]BÉE 

¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉxªÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉä càÉ +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä näJÉåMÉä* VÉÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå MÉè® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ 

iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ PÉÉäÉhÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä, +ÉxÉÉÊbBÉDãÉä+ÉbÇ cè, ªÉÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉºÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ xÉä +ÉÉ®¤ÉÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä ÉÊbBÉDãÉä+É® 

BÉE®BÉEä ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ ®JÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA b®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEÉ®hÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä +ÉxÉãÉÉì{ÉÖEãÉÉÒ, 

+ÉxÉÉÊbºBÉDãÉÉäVb  ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ ¤ÉÉc® ®JÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEä >ó{É® {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ ]èBÉDºÉ ãÉMÉäMÉÉ* VÉÉä 

ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ 3 cè, ´Éc SÉÉÉÍVÉMÉ ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ cè* SÉÉÉÍVÉMÉ ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ àÉå 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ]èBÉDºÉ ãÉMÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEä >ó{É® 

{ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ, cVÉÉÇxÉÉ ãÉMÉäMÉÉ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºÉÆ{ÉÉÊkÉ MÉè®-BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ®JÉÉÒ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ nÉÒ 

VÉÉAMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ àÉå ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉä BÉEà{ÉãÉÉªÉåºÉ ÉË´ÉbÉä BÉEciÉä cé, ´Éc BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉE® nä ÉÊBÉE ªÉc àÉä®ÉÒ 

+ÉÉàÉnxÉÉÒ ªÉÉ àÉä®ÉÒ ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ ¤ÉÉc® cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ BÉEà{ÉãÉÉªÉåºÉ ÉË´ÉbÉä BÉEä iÉciÉ =ºÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä =ºÉBÉEä >ó{É® ]èBÉDºÉ 

+ÉÉè® {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ näxÉä BÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* ´Éc ]èBÉDºÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ =ºÉBÉEä >ó{É® nä nä iÉÉä ´Éc ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn 

+É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä +ÉxªÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç ºÉä +ÉãÉMÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® °ôãºÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® VÉÉä 
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xÉÉäÉÊ]{ÉEÉ< BÉE®äMÉÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ +É´ÉÉÊvÉ BÉDªÉÉ ®cäMÉÉÒ, àÉé º{É] xÉcÉÓ BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé =nÉc®hÉ BÉEä iÉÉè® {É® BÉEc 

®cÉ cÚÆ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE VÉÉä ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ ¤ÉxÉä cé, ªÉc =ºÉBÉEä iÉciÉ cÉäMÉÉ* 

 àÉÉxÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä nÉä àÉcÉÒxÉä BÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ <ºÉä ÉÊbBÉDãÉäªÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÉè® BÉÖEãÉ Uc àÉcÉÒxÉä BÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ 

BÉEà{ãÉÉªÉåºÉ ÉË´ÉbÉä BÉEä iÉciÉ ]èBÉDºÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ näxÉä BÉäE ÉÊãÉA ÉÊàÉãÉiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É ]èBÉDºÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ªÉÉÊn 

ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® BÉEà{ãÉÉªÉåºÉ ÉË´ÉbÉä ¤ÉÆn cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ]èBÉDºÉ ªÉÉ {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ näxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ +É´ÉºÉ® VÉÉä 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc +É´ÉºÉ® ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä iÉÉÒºÉ {É®ºÉå] ]èBÉDºÉ VÉÉä c® BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä 

{ÉcãÉä cÉÒ näxÉÉ {É½iÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® 120 {É®ºÉå] {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä näxÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ* iÉÉÒºÉ {É®ºÉå] {ãÉºÉ iÉÉÒºÉ {É®ºÉå] +É¤É 

¤ÉfÃBÉE® iÉÉÒºÉ {É®ºÉå] {ãÉºÉ 120 {É®ºÉå] cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉ* 120 {É®ºÉå] BÉEÉ àÉiÉãÉ¤É iÉÉÒºÉ {É®ºÉå] BÉEÉ SÉÉ® MÉÖxÉÉ cè* 

]èBÉDºÉ BÉEä >ó{É® +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä <iÉxÉÉ näxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä >ó{É® ÉÊµÉEÉÊàÉxÉãÉ |ÉÉäÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ SÉãÉäMÉÉ 

ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå iÉÉÒxÉ ºÉÉãÉ BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ +ÉÉè® nºÉ ºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉVÉÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè*  

 ºÉ®ãÉ £ÉÉÉÉ àÉå <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉ® ªÉc cè* +ÉMÉ® ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä xÉ ¤ÉxÉiÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEä´ÉãÉ <xÉBÉEàÉ 

]èBÉDºÉ ABÉD] BÉEä iÉciÉ cÉÒ SÉè{]® ¤ÉxÉÉ ãÉäiÉä iÉÉä <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDºÉ BÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® AäºÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉä BÉEÉ 

ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå ]èBÉDºÉ xÉcÉÓ nåMÉä iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ näxÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ* +ÉÉ{É {É® 

|ÉÉäÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ SÉãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÒxÉãºÉ |ÉÉäÉÊ´ÉVÉxºÉ cé* <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDºÉ ABÉD] àÉå £ÉÉÒ 

{ÉÉÒxÉãºÉ |ÉÉäÉÊ´ÉVÉxºÉ cé* c® ºÉÉãÉ {ÉEÉ<xÉåºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä càÉ <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDºÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒÉÊºÉªÉÉå |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ¤ÉnãÉiÉä cé* 

´Éc àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè <ºÉÉÊãÉA VÉ¤É càÉ =ºÉä ¤ÉnãÉiÉä cé iÉÉä =ºÉä ¤ÉnãÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn cÉÒ {ÉEÉ<xÉåºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä 

+ÉÉ{É àÉå ®ciÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®£ÉÉÉÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* It is a Bill for imposition, 

abolition, remission, alteration and regulation of tax and any other purpose 

incidental thereto. +ÉÉ{É {É® {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® ]èBÉDºÉ ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä ÉÊ{ÉEMÉºÉÇ ¤ÉiÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÓ* àÉé =xcå 

º{É] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* VÉÉä BÉEà{ãÉÉªÉåºÉ ÉË´ÉbÉä BÉEä iÉciÉ ]èBÉDºÉ nåMÉä, =xcå 30 {ãÉºÉ 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉÉ 

{É½äMÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉä BÉEà{ãÉÉªÉåºÉ ÉÊ´ÉbÉä BÉEä iÉciÉ ]èBÉDºÉ xÉcÉÓ £É®åMÉä +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉn àÉå {ÉBÉE½ä VÉÉAÆMÉä, =xcå 30 {ãÉºÉ 90 

ªÉÉxÉÉÒ ]Éä]ãÉ 120 {É®ºÉå] ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ, àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä 30 {É®ºÉå] {ãÉºÉ 120 {É®ºÉå] BÉEcÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ 30 

{ãÉºÉ 90 ªÉÉxÉÉÒ ]Éä]ãÉ 120 {É®ºÉå] cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ ÉÊµÉEÉÊàÉxÉãÉ |ÉÉäÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÚ¶ÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉ* ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

BÉEä´ÉãÉ ]èBÉDºÉä¶ÉxÉ ãÉÉì cè* A taxation law imposes tax on undisclosed income being kept 

outside India. For the first time, a tax is being imposed.   Therefore, there is a 

compliance window and once the compliance window closes, penalty plus 

prosecution will be harsher.  ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä <ºÉBÉEä |ÉÉäÉÊ´ÉVÉxºÉ cé, ´Éä ºÉÉ®ä <ÆÉÊºÉbä]ãÉ cé* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ABÉE 
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¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® º{É] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, {ÉEÉ<xÉåÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ* +ÉÉ{É 

+ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 110 {ÉÉÊfÃA* +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 109 àÉå Special procedure with regard to Money Bill cÉäiÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE ´Éc ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚVÉ cÉäMÉÉ* ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ cÉäMÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå VÉÉAMÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ´ÉÉäÉË]MÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ* Bill will be returned back to Lok Sabha with or without 

suggestions.  So, the title is ‘Money Bill’. +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 110 àÉå definition of Money Bill 

cè. Article 111 is on Assent to Bills. VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ xÉä +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 117 BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ cè, 

Article 117 refers to special provisions with regard to Financial Bills.  Probably, 

you are under the impression that - because the words used now is financial Bill - 

financial Bill as in contradiction to a Money Bill, the two becomes separate.   

 Now, read the substance.   The marginal note or the title does 

not change that.  It is interchangeable because the language says: 

 
“A Bill or an amendment making any provision for any of the 
matters specified in sub-clauses (a) to (f) of clause 1 of article 110 
shall not be introduced or moved except on the recommendations of 
the President and a Bill making such a provision shall not be 
introduced in the Council of States.” 

 

+ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 110 àÉå VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É (+ÉÉWÉàÉMÉfÃ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉVÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä BÉEä´ÉãÉ <iÉxÉÉ {ÉiÉÉ SÉãÉ VÉÉA 

ÉÊBÉE ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ cè? BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® <ºÉ {É® ¤ÉcºÉ cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè, BÉE<Ç 

¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ =~ SÉÖBÉEä cé* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE +ÉÉ{É <iÉxÉä nä¶ÉÉå àÉå MÉA cé...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{É VÉ¤É ¤ÉÉäãÉåMÉä, iÉ¤É <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEÉÊcA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É : <iÉxÉÉ {ÉiÉÉ SÉãÉ VÉÉA ÉÊBÉE ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É VÉÉÒ, {ãÉÉÒVÉ ¤ÉèÉÊ~A* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Shri Deepender Singh Hooda, under Article 117, what is 

referred to as a Financial Bill, in the body of the Article, in fact, it refers to Article 

110. So, that itself is a Money Bill. This only prescribes a procedure that before a 
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Money Bill is introduced, it will need the assent of the President before 

introduction. A normal Bill requires it after it is passed. <ºÉàÉå {ÉcãÉä £ÉÉÒ AºÉäx] SÉÉÉÊcA cÉäMÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉn àÉå £ÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA cÉäMÉÉÒ*  nÚºÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE, it will only be introduced in the Lok 

Sabha, not in the Rajya Sabha. Any other Bill can be introduced in both the 

Houses. Therefore, Article 117 is only a procedure with regard to Bills under 

Article 110 which are to be introduced only in the Lok Sabha. These are not two 

separate categories of Bills – Money Bills and the Financial Bills. 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: One more important issue is there.… 

(Interruptions) 

HON. SPEAKER: He is yielding. +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉ SÉÖ{É ®ÉÊcA, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä °ôãºÉ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cé*  

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA:  Sir, there is one more important 

distinction. You are right that like Money Bill, Financial Bills can only be 

introduced in the Lok Sabha on the recommendation of the President. But, 

however, other restrictions in regard to a Money Bill do not apply to this category 

of Bills, that is to say, Financial Bills under Section 117 (1) of the Constitution can 

be referred to a Joint Committee of both the Houses. That is why, the Constitution-

makers provided for this particular Article because   in this Article they say that in 

the case of  Finance Bills, just like Money Bills, they will have the provisions to 

deal with taxes. You are absolutely right. But, along with taxes, if there are certain 

substantial provisions along with the taxes, then that particular Bill  has to be 

provided a higher degree of legislative scrutiny. That is why, this particular section 

was introduced in the Article. That is my contention. You can argue it is a Money 

Bill. You could be right because it is a Money Bill. But, a Financial Bill 

essentially is a sub-section of Money Bill in that sense. But  it does not have the 

restriction or ability to sending it to a Joint Committee. So, that is the limited point 

that I am making. 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY:  Once we are clear, this law is only a law for imposing 

taxes on undisclosed income kept outside India. Because it is a new tax, an 
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opportunity for compliance is being given. Those who miss the opportunity will 

have the penal provision and a prosecution. That, in a nutshell, is the Bill. Those 

who keep outside and do not avail of that and are eventually penalized VÉÉä gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ 

ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É VÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä VÉÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå AºÉä]ÂºÉ cé, ÉÊ{ÉE® ´Éc ÉÊ®BÉE´É®ÉÒ =xÉBÉEä +ÉMÉäxº] £ÉÉÒ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ 

cè, ªÉc £ÉÉÒ <ºÉàÉå |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 117 àÉå BÉEä´ÉãÉ º{Éä¶ÉãÉ |ÉÉìÉÊ´ÉVÉxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ®É]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

+É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉä º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ £ÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

 Madam, there are three good reasons why it should not go to the Standing 

Committee. You have already ruled it. But let me specify that because Shri 

Mahtab has raised it. The flight of unlawful assets is very quick. Today, you do 

not have to physically carry money from one country to another. Merely sitting 

with your laptop or your palm-top, money within minutes can jump between 120 

or 150 countries. Therefore, flight of capital takes place. It has been a big political 

issue in this country and we must take immediate steps to stop this flight.  

 Once we have introduced this Bill, then, if you are going to give months 

and years to people that such and such a law is coming, we are only going to 

facilitate the flight of the capital taking place, and flight taking place to unknown 

destinations.  

 Secondly, the danger of losing the taxation within the current year is also  

going to be there, and because taxes are always made applicable for that year, that 

is one of the reasons why you have a convention that on money bills, we normally 

don’t send them to the Standing Committee. There is  a third reason. Since all of 

us are speaking in one voice, and my friends on the other side have been very firm 

in even taunting us to say, what steps we have been taking; once we take steps, 

please don’t develop cold feet. Then, you must stand up and support those steps. 

For the last 11 months, you have been very boldly saying, why don’t you take 

steps? We have taken steps. Please now start walking the talk and support those 

steps rather than go into the technicalities of referring them to the Standing 

Committee.  
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 With these observations, I will speak at the end, I commend this Bill for 

acceptance of the hon. House.  
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...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä (MÉÖãÉ¤ÉMÉÉÇ) : BÉDªÉÉ àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ ®É<] xÉcÉÓ cè...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ: +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÉ<b ºÉä nÉÒ{Éäxp VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä cé, +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉn àÉå º{É]ÉÒBÉE®hÉ {ÉÚU ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ +ÉMÉ® lÉÉä½É vªÉÉxÉ nå iÉÉä àÉé =xÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉä® JÉÉÓSÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* 

=xcÉåxÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®É BÉEÉä<Ç <Æ]ä®äº] xÉcÉÓ cè, ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ =xcÉÓ BÉEÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´Éc ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä 

ÉÊciÉ àÉå <ºÉä ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ: AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* 

gÉÉÒ àÉÉÎããÉBÉEÉVÉÇÖxÉ JÉ½MÉä : ªÉc +ÉºÉiªÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä <Æ]ä®äº] cè, ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä ºÉcàÉiÉ cé* 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉÉä |ÉÉäÉÊºÉVÉ® +ÉÉ{É AbÉì{] BÉE® ®cä cé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÉºÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉ, =ºÉ |ÉÉäÉÊºÉVÉ® BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ 

SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEä àÉèÉÊ®] ªÉÉ bÉÒàÉèÉÊ®] {É® xÉcÉÓ cè* |ÉÉäÉÊºÉVÉ® {É® SÉSÉÉÇ <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉE® ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEÉä º]åÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEÉ VÉÉä àÉÖqÉ =~ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉèbàÉ, <ºÉBÉEä 

¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® cè, +ÉÉÉÌ]BÉEãÉ 110 (ºÉÉÒ) àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ {ÉÉ´É® cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEÆ´É]Ç ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, +ÉÉ{É JÉÖn cÉÒ BÉEc ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé* <ºÉàÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ ´ÉBÉEÉãÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ: àÉéxÉä °ôÉËãÉMÉ nä nÉÒ cè* +É£ÉÉÒ gÉÉÒ nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc cÖbÂbÉ VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉåMÉä* 
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gÉÉÒ nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc cÖbÂbÉ: vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉxÉä +ÉÉMªÉÇÖ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {ÉEÉ<xÉåÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ 

BÉEä]äMÉ®ÉÒ àÉå +ÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ* ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +ÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä =ºÉ {É® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä °ôÉËãÉMÉ nÉÒ* 

càÉ {É® ´Éc °ôÉËãÉMÉ ¤ÉÉvªÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉ =ºÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®iÉä cé*   

 <ºÉ SÉSÉÉÇ àÉå £ÉÉMÉ ãÉäiÉä cÖA àÉé ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉE càÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉciÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉEãÉ BÉEÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ªÉc BÉEcä ÉÊBÉE ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä 15 

ãÉÉJÉ BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ BÉEä +ÉÉè® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ JÉ½É cè* àÉMÉ® càÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä 

VÉ°ô® ºÉSÉäiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® càÉÉ®ä BÉÖEU ºÉÆ¶ÉªÉ cé*  

First of all, we do not think that this Bill is going to be effective enough to 

get back substantial black  money into the country as is promised. That is our first 

fear about this Bill. Secondly, it has no provision whatsoever to ensure that black 

money that we get back in our country is actually sent to the accounts of the 

citizens as was the poll promise of the Bharatiya Janata Party. Thirdly, we fear that 

this Bill will lead to  a lot of hardships on many taxpaying, law-abiding innocent 

unsuspecting residents and citizens of our country. I will during the course of my 

deliberations talk about in detail  each one of these points, the political background 

of it.  

 On November 6 , 2014, hon. Finance Minister in the  Rajya Sabha said that, 

let us not make black money a NDA versus UPA issue.  In fact, he carried on that 

speech in the House when we debated GST recently and at that time he beseeched 

upon the House to rise above party lines and support GST in union. Now, let me 

ask this. While he is asking us to rise above partiy lines, who is doing politicking? 

Which party opposed the GST when they were in the Opposition and now they are 

championing it? Which party opposed the Civil Nuclear Deal while they were in 

the Opposition and now they are championing it? Which party opposed FDI in 

insurance while they were in the Opposition and now they are championing it? In 

fact, one Bill that they supported while they were in the Opposition was the Land 

Acquisition Bill, our version of the Land Acquisition Bill and now they are 

bringing their own version and opposing our version. So, his argument seems to be 
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this that you rise above political lines, you rise above part lines and support our 

Bills while we will leave no opportunity to sink beneath political opportunism and 

score points. Who made it a NDA versus UPA issue? <ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉªÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉÆnäc xÉcÉÓ 

cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É àÉå +ÉÉè® {ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® ºÉ¤É BÉEä ÉÊnàÉÉMÉ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉËSÉiÉÉ cè* ªÉc ABÉE 

¤É½É àÉÖqÉ cè* càÉ £ÉÉÒ SÉÉciÉä cé +ÉÉè® ºÉÉ®É nä¶É SÉÉciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉA* àÉMÉ® <ºÉ <¶ªÉÚ {É® ÉÊ´ÉkÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä VÉ¤É ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå {ÉÚUÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, iÉÉä <xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉä ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA 

+ÉÉè® AxÉbÉÒA BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå xÉ näJÉÉ VÉÉA* àÉMÉ® <ºÉ àÉÖqä BÉEÉä ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE àÉÖqä BÉEÉ °ô{É ÉÊBÉEºÉxÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ? 

ãÉÉãÉ BÉßEhÉ +ÉÉb´ÉÉhÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ¤Éè~ä cÖA cé, càÉ <xÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ <VVÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé, àÉÉSÉÇ 31, 2009 BÉEÉä JÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉ®, 

+ÉÉäÉÊb¶ÉÉ àÉå ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä +ÉÉàÉ SÉÖxÉÉ´É BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä 25 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä 

BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå VÉàÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ´Éc ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä SÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä c® MÉÉÆ´É BÉEä ¤ÉÉÆ]ä àÉå +ÉÉAMÉÉ* 

ªÉc ´ÉÉÇ 2009 BÉEä SÉÖxÉÉ´ÉÉå ºÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉb´ÉÉhÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 38 ÉÊnxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉSÉäiÉxÉÉ 

ªÉÉjÉÉ cÖ<Ç* ´ÉÉÇ 2011 àÉå <ºÉÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå AbVÉxÉÇàÉå] àÉÉä¶ÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉªÉÉ*  AbVÉxÉÇàÉå] àÉÉä¶ÉxÉ àÉå +ÉÉb´ÉÉhÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ 

BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ càÉxÉä ºÉÖxÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® |ÉhÉ¤É àÉÖJÉVÉÉÔ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä =ºÉàÉå ºÉÖxÉÉ* ¤ÉÉÒVÉä{ÉÉÒ xÉä ABÉE ]ÉºBÉE 

{ÉEÉäºÉÇ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå MÉÖ°ôàÉÚÉÌiÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉÊVÉiÉ bÉä´ÉãÉ VÉÉÒ, VÉÉä +ÉÉVÉBÉEãÉ càÉÉ®ä AxÉAºÉA cé, ´Éä =ºÉàÉå ºÉnºªÉ lÉä 

+ÉÉè® gÉÉÒ àÉcä¶É VÉä~àÉãÉÉxÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ Aº]ÉÒàÉä] ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcÉ- Now the issue is settled. 

The amount of black money abroad is Rs. 30 lakh crore and it is a settled number. 

They said that 500 billion US dollars is the black money abroad and it is a settled 

issue. ªÉc +ÉÉÉÊJÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊ{ÉEMÉ® cè* àÉMÉ® ´Éc +ÉÉÉÊJÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊ{ÉEMÉ® xÉcÉÓ lÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* 

®ÉVÉxÉÉlÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä 17 +É|ÉèãÉ, 2013 àÉå ãÉJÉxÉ>ó àÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE bäfÃ ºÉÉè ÉÊnxÉ àÉå BÉEÉãÉÉ ÉÊnxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉAÆMÉä* 

¤ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ®ÉàÉnä´É VÉÉÒ xÉä +ÉMÉºiÉ àÉÉc àÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉÉè ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éäb âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè* +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® àÉå <xÉ 

ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉÇ àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEÉÆBÉEä½ àÉå 7 xÉ´Éà¤É®, 2013 BÉEÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE 

<iÉxÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä c® ABÉE BÉEä ¤ÉÉÆ]ä àÉå 15 ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 20 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä +ÉÉ 

VÉÉAÆMÉä* ªÉc ÉÊxÉBÉEÉÇ =xcÉåxÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ* àÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè? ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ABÉE ºÉÉãÉ ºÉä <xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè* 

ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä c{ÉDiÉä ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ABÉE +ÉÉä®ãÉ |É¶xÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ ºÉä ÉÊàÉãÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉDªÉÉ 

VÉ´ÉÉ¤É ÉÊàÉãÉÉ? +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ ÉÊ{ÉEMÉºÉÇ ÉÊnA ÉÊBÉE <iÉxÉä-<iÉxÉä ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè* 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ABÉE ºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +ÉÉªÉÉ- “There is no official estimation 

regarding the amount of black money generated in the country.” This is a written 

statement. ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä c{ÉDiÉä 5 àÉ<Ç, 2015 BÉEÉä ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä ªÉc º]ä]àÉå] +ÉÉªÉÉ 
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ÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉxÉÖàÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ iÉÉÒxÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉÒ AVÉåºÉÉÒVÉ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ <Æº]ÉÒ]áÉÚ] 

+ÉÉì{ÉE {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE {ÉEÉ<xÉéºÉ AÆb {ÉÉìÉÊãÉºÉÉÒ, xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ BÉEÉ=ÆÉÊºÉãÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE +É{ãÉÉ<b <BÉEÉäxÉÉìÉÊàÉBÉE ÉÊ®ºÉSÉÇ +ÉÉè® xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ 

<Æº]ÉÒ]áÉÚ] +ÉÉì{ÉE {ÉEÉ<xÉåÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ àÉäxÉäVÉàÉå] ÉÊBÉE iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç +ÉÉªÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE <xÉ AVÉåºÉÉÒVÉ BÉEÉä VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEä 

ÉËlÉMÉ ]éBÉDºÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉä ´ÉÉÇ 2012 ºÉä ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ªÉÉxÉÉÒ ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA xÉä ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ªÉc VÉ´ÉÉ¤É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

xÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´ÉÉÇ 2012 ºÉä iÉÉÒxÉ ÉËlÉBÉE ]éBÉDºÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉBÉEãÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* 

<xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç +ÉÉ SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊnJÉ´ÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* =ºÉBÉEÉä ÉÊnJÉ´ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ 

cè?àÉé +É{ÉxÉä nãÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä <iÉxÉä ´ÉÉÇ ºÉä BÉE£ÉÉÒ 25 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ 

âó{ÉªÉä BÉEcÉ, BÉE£ÉÉÒ 30 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEcÉ, BÉE£ÉÉÒ {ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉÉè ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEcÉ, BÉE£ÉÉÒ 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä 

c® +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉÆ]ä àÉå +ÉÉ VÉÉAÆMÉä, ªÉc BÉEcÉ, BÉE£ÉÉÒ ªÉc BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE SÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä c® MÉÉÆ´É BÉEä ¤ÉÉÆ]ä àÉå +ÉÉ 

VÉÉAÆMÉä* +ÉÉVÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉä ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÖ°ô+ÉÉiÉ càÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ, ´Éc 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉÆBÉE½É +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É =ºÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç BÉEÉä ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA, =ºÉBÉEÉä ÉÊnJÉ´ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

BÉDªÉÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè* =ºÉBÉEÉä ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ +ÉÉVÉ càÉ +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* As far as this Bill is 

concerned, let me spend a little bit of time in analysing in detail this particular 

Bill. 

 Let me go straight to the heart of the matter.  The heart of this Bill is the 

stringent punitive action that it seeks to impose upon all those who have black 

money, all those who are unearthed as having black money.  But, it begs a point as 

to how this is different from the Income Tax Act of 1961.  The Finance Minister 

just explained that this is the first time how so many things are happening in this 

Bill.  Is it so?  If we look at this Bill clause by clause, actually it is not much 

different from the Income Tax Act in certain senses.  If I am wrong anywhere, I 

may please be corrected.  The Income Tax Act of 1961 already requires Indian 

residents to disclose their global incomes.  They have to disclose their Indian 

income as well as foreign income – it is already there in the statute – and pay due 

tax on it.  That is first point.  The rate of tax is same for both the categories, 

domestic as well as foreign income; it is 30 per cent.  This Bill also proposes 30 

per cent tax; so there is no difference.  Requirement of mandatory disclosure of 

foreign assets, as in foreign banks accounts etc., has been added to the Income Tax 
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Return from 2013.  Already, in the Income Tax, for the last two-three years, under 

the UPA regime, this was added.  You already have to disclose your foreign bank 

accounts.  So, there is nothing new in that provision as well. 

 Now, what about the stringent penal action that this Bill?  The media have 

been talking about it and hailing it as a new thing that has come up.  Concealment 

of taxable income, if I may inform the House, including any foreign income, under 

our statutes is already punishable with a penalty of 300 per cent of the tax evaded, 

which the Finance Minister just said, and rigorous imprisonment of up to seven 

years if the tax evaded is more than Rs. 25 lakh.  So, already it is there in the 

statutes.  Already seven years’ rigorous imprisonment is there.  What this Bill 

seeks to do is to increase the rigorous imprisonment from seven years to ten years.  

I agree with that.  It also provides to make the offences non-compoundable.  I 

agree with that also.  These are two minor things that the Bill seeks to do.   

 While the statutes have been in order since 1975 and still we are talking 

about the quantum of black money.  If the seven year rigorous imprisonment has 

not been able to deter the black money holders in dealing with black money, how 

will ten year imprisonment deter them?  It is a question that you should be asking.   

 The second provision of this Bill relates to the Prevention of Money 

Laundering Act and FEMA.  There are two important changes, firstly, 

concealment of foreign incomes is going to be made a predicate offence under the 

Money Laundering Act and, secondly, FEMA will be amended.  Basically, these 

two amendments in the Prevention of Money Laundering Act and FEMA would 

give powers to the tax authorities to attach the foreign assets as well as domestic 

assets.  Again, I would say, the Income Tax Act also confers wide powers to attach 

Indian assets of a person.  Now, what you will be able to do additionally is to 

attach the foreign assets.  That power is being given in this Bill.  But, overall what 

you have done is, you have taken the relevant portions of the Income Tax Act, 

which are already in the statutes, and the Money Laundering Act; you have put 
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them together and you are packing them as this brand new thing which you are 

going to come up with.   

 There is another aspect to this Bill which I want to point out which, I would 

say, is open to devious usage.  That is regarding amnesty.  That is the aspect about 

one year window.  You are not calling it amnesty but it is a one year window 

period where the tax is 60 per cent. We all know the history of amnesty schemes 

in India.  Since Independence, there have been 12 amnesty schemes starting from 

1949 to the last one in 1997, Madam, which you would recall, when you were also 

in Lok Sabha, the Voluntary Disclosure of Income Scheme.  It was hailed as the 

very last opportunity by the tax authorities and it also was incidentally the most 

successful one as claimed by the Income Tax Department.  In that scheme, about 

4,50,000 disclosures or declarations took place. Only 0.4 per cent of those were 

belonging to the category of Rs. 1 crore and above.  So, what really happened? 

Later on the C&AG looked at it because BJP has beliefs that all the C&AG reports 

are absolutely sacrosanct.  So, they must listen to it.  The C&AG looked at the 

VIDS 1997 which was the last amnesty Scheme. The C&AG concluded that that 

Scheme was nothing but totally misused for making declarations in benamy 

names. I am quoting from the C&AG Report.   

 Now, you have taken out some statutes from the Income Tax Act and the 

Money Laundering Act, put them together in a law and asserted a clause of 

amnesty.  How are you going to stop this?  I would send out a warning to the 

Finance Ministry and they should provide adequate safeguards against any misuse 

of this provision.  

 There is one very grave concern, which I have shared with the hon. Finance 

Minister recently as well.  That concern relates to the definition of ‘assessee’.  

Now, what is going to happen is that you have defined the ‘assessee’ as all Indian 

residents minus the non-residents, as defined from Section 3, Clause 6 of the 

Income Tax Act.  Basically, what that means is: 
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 “[(6) A person is said to be "not ordinarily resident" in India in any  

  previous year if such person is— 

(a) an individual who has been a non-resident in India in nine out of 
the ten previous years… ” 

 

 What really this means is that any person who is either Indian student 

studying abroad, who has gone abroad in the last eight years, or working 

professional – I know the Minister of State of Finance himself has lived abroad 

many years, so he would relate to some of those students – when they go abroad, 

they have to open their accounts. They acquire certain assets.  Now, what will they 

require to do is that every year they will have to file their Income Tax Return in 

India.  They have to declare those assets, maintain those tax papers, maintain the 

salary trail and everything and give the proper account to the tax authorities.  

Failing to do so, they are liable for heavy penal action including prosecution and 

imprisonment for ten years.  My heart goes out to those people who were chanting 

Modi, Modi at Madison  Square.  Imagine, there was a person in Madison Square 

who was chanting Modi, Modi and he wants to come back to India or some NRI 

gets patriotic and wants to come back to India, now, the first thing that he will 

have to do, as per your law, is to declare all his assets and everything.  Not only 

that, Section 2 (11) of the current Bill says that foreign asset, even if disclosed in 

Income Tax Return will be treated as undisclosed foreign asset by Tax Officer if 

he is not satisfied by the source of investment of that assessment provided by that 

assessee. Not only that, adding to this, if the Tax Officer imposes penalty, assessee 

has no provision to seek stay and has to pay the amount.  So, basically, this gives 

unbridled powers to the tax authorities to harass those Indian students who have 

gone for study abroad and the Indian professional who are working abroad and 

have stayed there for the last eight years. If any NRI comes back, he has to provide 

a proper money trail of all the assets that he has acquired.  If the paper trail is not 

properly verified by the tax authorities, imagine, what will happen to that NRI?  
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So, the Government should think about those people who were chanting Modi, 

Modi.  I think, they are not going to take this Bill in the right spirit.   

 Apart from that, lessons can be learnt from FATCA. The hon. Finance 

Minister had talk about FATCA in one of his speeches.  I was reading some of 

your speeches. FATCA is a similar law which was enacted by the United States 

two years back.  But it is little more stringent in some of the statues like on 

financial institutions because it levies 30 per cent tax on them. We have not done 

that.  I think, we should consider doing that. One of the biggest drawbacks of 

FATCA, which has come back to haunt USA last year, I must inform the august 

House, in the history of United States maximum number of US citizens, who were 

abroad, gave up the US passport because this FATCA was brought in.  

 Now, we have imported some of the same provisions.  We have an 

extremely huge number of Indian Diaspora.  I have also studies abroad; so, I can 

be at liberty to talk about them. Now, we do not want our students, who are 

studying abroad in the best Universities in the world to come back or we do not 

want to close the doors on the NRIs, who want to give up their lives there and 

come back and contribute towards India. 

 Madam, there are   two things that were needed to be addressed most,  if 

they are serious about getting the black money.  These things relate to (1) getting 

the information from the different countries, as the Finance Minister knows; and 

(2) securing the evidence.  Without getting the right information and securing the 

evidence, they would not be able to do much.  Just increasing the deterrent and 

increasing the threat of 10 years imprisonment etc., would not work.  First, they 

have to get the information. 

 Madam, a few years back, to get the information, the only principle that 

used to work was ‘the Principle of Dual Criminality’.  If the other country also 

thought that it was a criminal money – drug trafficking or terrorist money – and 

India also thought so,  we could exchange the information.  Recently in the last 

seven to eight years, on the concern for the black money, we have seen a new 
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regime developing the world over, which is Exchange of Tax Information based 

on Tax Treaties.  Now, Tax Treaties have been amended.  New Tax Treaties have 

come in.  Even the Double Taxation Avoidance Agreements (DTAA) that we have 

with various countries, have been negotiated.  A new clause has been added, 

known as clause 28, which allows for us   to get information from these countries.  

The list that we got from Switzerland or the list that we got from  Liechtenstein   

were the result of those new Double Taxation Avoidance Agreements containing 

that clause, which allows for us to get information. New Tax Information 

Exchange Agreements have also been formulated. This is the new protocol. It is 

based on request.  If we make request and we provide certain evidence, they give 

us the information. 

 Let me inform the House, and I would urge the Finance Minister to tell the 

truth to the nation that out of 130 Tax Treaties, which provide for us to get 

information, 103 of these were negotiated during the UPA time. That was what we 

were doing.  There are   130 Tax Treaties that India has today; 103 of these were 

negotiated by the UPA; seventeen had been negotiated or were the Tax Treaties, 

which had been prevalent even before the UPA..  I must ask the hon. Minister as 

to how many Tax Treaties they have been able to negotiate with the countries.  We  

negotiated  Tax Treaty with Switzerland and with Bahamas.  We were able to do 

all the tax havens.  But how many Tax Treaties around the world, have they been 

able to negotiate with?  This is information we need to get.  

 Madam, now, looking in the future, the next stage of information is the 

Automatic Information Exchange. At the moment, we have to make a request and 

provide evidence.   In future, starting from 2017, the world wants to see a regime 

in which automatically, the countries will be exchanging certain information.  For 

this, let me also inform the House,   India with the UPA Government at that point 

of time, played a significant role. We became one of the first signatories to the 

Multilateral Convention on Mutual Administrative Assistance in Tax Matters in 

2012.  This is a very important Convention, Madam.  This Convention is being 
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championed by both the OECD and G20. We were the first country, who raised 

the voice in G20 back in 2010 at Cannes, when Dr. Manmohan Singh said:  

 

 “G20 countries should take a lead in agreeing to automatic exchange of 
tax-related information with each other, irrespective of artificial distinctions 
such as past or present, for tax evasion or tax fraud as the era of bank 
secrecy is over.” 

 
 That was what Dr. Manmohan Singh said. That was what our commitment 

was.  That is where the world he headed; and we led the world at the time of the 

UPA.  At the time of the UPA, India was leading the world; and it was recognised 

as leading the world in that direction. 

 What has the current Government done as far as getting the tax 

information, securing the evidence and investigation are concerned?  We created 

the Directorate of Criminal Investigation in CBDT. It was done by the UPA-II in 

2012.  We created the Directorate. But what have they done? If I can have the 

attention of the hon. Finance Minister.  What did the Director, Enforcement 

Directorate, … say, on May 1 in the presence of the hon. Finance Minister? 

Madam, May 1 is the Enforcement Day.  

HON. SPEAKER: Do not take names of the persons, who are not here. 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA : Madam, Enforcement Directorate said the 

single biggest challenge for this agency which will be responsible for dealing with 

this particular act and is dealing with black-money probe cases has a large number 

of vacancies and the steep decline in staff members during the last year.  

 So, on the one hand you are giving us the promise of bringing back the 

black money and on the other hand, the ED has a steep decline of staff members.  

The ED is pleading with you to give some staff members so that we can probe on 

cases. 

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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 In conclusion, BJP had no option but to bring this Bill.  Why I say that?  

Now, they are championing this Bill as a signatory to the 2012 multi-lateral 

convention.   

 Madam, the multi-lateral convention was signed in 2012.  It was signed 

during the UPA time.  The multilateral convention basically entails, as the OECD 

official puts it, the effectiveness of automatic exchange of tax information will 

come only when standard is translated into domestic legislations.  For that, all 

signatories will have to adhere and bring similar domestic legislations to stick to 

the 2017 timeframe.  By signing multilateral convention, we gave a promise to the 

international community that we will be bringing about a domestic legislation. So, 

you have to bring this Bill.  It was a Bill which was signed by the UPA.  India 

signed it in 2012 and gave a promise to the international community.  So, you had 

no option but to bring this Bill. But what did you do?  It is a missed opportunity 

because what you did, you took some provisions out of the Income Tax Act, you 

took some provisions out of the prevention of money laundering Act and also from 

the FEMA.  You packaged them together as a new Bill.  You increased the 

sentence from seven years to ten years to stamp this Bill as if this is a new piece of 

legislation.  We warn you that this Bill will not lead to any fruitful results for the 

country and this will not help us bring back the black money.  It will only increase 

the hardships.  What you have done is only going to increase hardships for 

unsuspecting, law-abiding, tax paying citizens of the world. 

 àÉèbàÉ, +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® àÉå BÉEÉÆBÉDãÉÚb BÉE®iÉä ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå JÉ½ä cÖA cé* 

...  xÉä ABÉE ]ÉÒ.´ÉÉÒ. <Æ]®BªÉÚ àÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE ´Éc VÉÖàÉãÉÉ lÉÉ*   

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : +ÉÉ{É ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä xÉÉàÉ ãÉä ®cä cé, ªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE xÉcÉÓ cè +ÉÉè® ´Éä ãÉÉäMÉ ªÉcÉÆ {É® |ÉäVÉå] xÉcÉÓ cé*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: You should avoid the names.  

                                                 
 Not recorded 
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gÉÉÒ nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc cÖbÂbÉ : àÉèbàÉ, <ºÉä ABÉDºÉ{ÉÆVÉ BÉE® nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä +ÉvªÉFÉ xÉä 

BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉÖàÉãÉÉ lÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉèbàÉ, ÉÊnàÉÉMÉ iÉÉä BÉEciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´Éc ~ÉÒBÉE BÉEc ®cä lÉä, àÉMÉ® ÉÊnãÉ BÉEciÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ ~ÉÒBÉE BÉEc ®cä lÉä* ´Éc VÉÖàÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉÉ, ´Éc àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ VÉÖ¤ÉÉxÉ lÉÉÒ* 15 ãÉÉJÉ +ÉÉAÆMÉä, AäºÉÉ 

ÉÊnàÉÉMÉ BÉEciÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊnãÉ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉ ®cÉ cè* ÉÊnàÉÉMÉ iÉÉä BÉEc ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ...  xÉä VÉÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE ´Éc VÉÖàÉãÉÉ 

lÉÉ, ´ÉcÉÒ ~ÉÒBÉE cè* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

HON. SPEAKER: Again you are taking the names. No names should go in record.  

If the person is not present and if the person is not a Member of the House, those 

names should not be on record.  

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc cÖbÂbÉ : àÉèbàÉ, ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç àÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ, +É¤É BÉEÉÊ®A BÉÖEU vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) ªÉc 

BÉEciÉä cÖA, ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¶ÉÖ£ÉBÉEÉàÉxÉÉAÆ näiÉä cÖA ÉÊBÉE ªÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉAÆ*  càÉ 

ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä JÉÉiÉä àÉå, VÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 100 ÉÊnxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ lÉÉÒ, càÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉÉãÉ £ÉÉÒ näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉèªÉÉ® cé* 

{ÉÉÆSÉ ºÉÉãÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä VÉxÉiÉÉ xÉä ÉÊnA cé* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉA, ªÉc BÉEciÉä cÖA càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ 

ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

                                                 
 Not recorded 
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bÉì. ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ºÉÉäàÉèªÉÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç =kÉ® {ÉÚ´ÉÇ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä ÉÊàÉjÉ 

nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) BÉE<Ç ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä BÉE®iÉä ®cä cé* {ÉcãÉä ªÉä BÉEÉãÉä 

vÉxÉ BÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä lÉä, càÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉÉ |ÉÉ®à£É BÉE® ®cä cé* càÉÉ®ä ÉÊàÉjÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÊàÉ]àÉå] BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä 

àÉå, BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå =xÉBÉEä VÉÉä £ÉÉ´É cé, =xÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä àÉxÉ àÉå +ÉÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ, 

BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ ªÉc {ÉÉ]ÉÔ cè, =iÉxÉÉÒ cÉÒ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ cè* ºÉàÉºªÉÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® £ÉÉÉhÉ 

£ÉÉÒ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉä cé* àÉé ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉiÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ, +ÉÉMÉä àÉé +ÉÉè® ÉÊb]äãÉ àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ* ´ÉÉÇ 1946 àÉå 

{ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® <ºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä £ÉÉÉhÉ cÖA lÉä* ÉÊ{ÉE® ´ÉÉÇ 1951 àÉå £ÉÉÉhÉ cÖA, ÉÊ{ÉE® ´ÉÉÇ 1965, 1975, 1985, 

+ÉÉè® 1992 àÉå £ÉÉÉhÉ cÖA, ªÉc SÉãÉiÉä cÉÒ +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè* ªÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉÉè® BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ 

ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå c® ´ÉBÉDiÉ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEä càÉÉ®ä ºÉcªÉÉäMÉÉÒ <ºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® ºÉä £ÉÉÉhÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* ´ÉèºÉä <xÉBÉEÉ ªÉc º´É£ÉÉ´É 

cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ àÉÖZÉä ªÉÉn +ÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 'MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ c]É+ÉÉä' BÉEÉ xÉÉ®É ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® ºÉnxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉc® 

MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå BÉEÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ* {ÉÉÆSÉ-ºÉÉiÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå ºÉä ABÉE xÉªÉÉÒ {ÉrÉÊiÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖªÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEcÉÓ VÉÉxÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® ªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉxÉÉ, 

cÉlÉ >ó{É® BÉE®xÉÉ, BÉE£ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå, BÉE£ÉÉÒ ÉÊ{ÉE¶É®àÉèxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå, BÉE£ÉÉÒ +ÉàÉä~ÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå, +ÉÉè® BÉE£ÉÉÒ 

+ÉàÉä~ÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÚEb {ÉÉBÉEÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå, xÉÉ®É näxÉÉ +ÉÉè® SÉãÉä VÉÉxÉÉ*  

15.51 hrs   (Shri Pralhad Joshi in the Chair)  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉàÉä~ÉÒ {ÉÚEb {ÉÉBÉEÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉé ABÉE +ÉÉè® VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEãÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå näxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ cÚÆ* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  

 HON. CHAIRPERSON: No, let him continue. 

bÉì. ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ºÉÉäàÉèªÉÉ :  ´ÉÉÇ 1971 ºÉä , àÉÖZÉä ªÉÉn cè, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé {ÉfÃiÉÉ lÉÉ iÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ ªÉc xÉÉ®É ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

lÉÉ - 'MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ c]É+ÉÉä'* ´ÉÉÇ 1971 àÉå £ÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÒ 'MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ c]É+ÉÉä' BÉEÉ xÉÉ®É lÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÒ 'MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ c]É+ÉÉä' BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) {ÉEBÉEÇ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE iÉ¤É ´ÉÉÊ®~ ªÉc BÉE® ®cä lÉä, +É¤É iÉÉÒºÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉÒfÃÉÒ ªÉcÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ 

cè* BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ¤ÉÖ®É cè, BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉ+ÉÉä, ªÉä ¤ÉÉiÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cé*  

 àÉÖZÉä àÉÉBÉEÇ ]Â´ÉäxÉ BÉEÉ ´Éc ÉÊBÉEººÉÉ ªÉÉn +ÉÉªÉÉ cè* àÉÉBÉEÇ ]Â´ÉäxÉ BÉEciÉä lÉä ÉÊBÉE ÉÊºÉMÉ®ä] {ÉÉÒxÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉÖ®ÉÒ 

+ÉÉniÉ cè* àÉéxÉä +ÉxÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ® ÉÊºÉMÉ®ä] {ÉÉÒxÉÉ UÉä½ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{É ºÉàÉZÉä* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) Many times I have 

given up smoking.   BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ ´ÉÉãÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä £ÉÉÉhÉ ºÉÖxÉ BÉE®, ´Éc c® nÉä-SÉÉ® ºÉÉãÉ àÉå BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ 

ãÉÉ+ÉÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä SÉãÉä VÉÉiÉä cé* ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ xÉªÉÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ´ÉcÉÒ £ÉÉÉhÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* 

+É¤É ´Éc +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä {ÉÚU ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE {ÉèºÉÉ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä 

|ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉE£ÉÉÒ SÉÉªÉ ÉÊ{ÉãÉÉ BÉE® =xÉºÉä {ÉÚU ãÉå ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEcÉÆ {É® cè? ´Éc ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® ¤ÉiÉÉ nå iÉÉä 

´Éc iÉÖ®ÆiÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉä BÉE® +ÉÉªÉåMÉä* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)  
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HON. CHAIRPERSON: No crosstalk please. 

bÉì. ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ºÉÉäàÉèªÉÉ :  àÉcÉänªÉ, ABÉE cè xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®ÉÒ cè ®hÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ, ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. +ÉÉè® AxÉ.bÉÒ.A. àÉå ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ <iÉxÉÉ 

cÉÒ {ÉEBÉEÇ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. ®hÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ àÉå ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc ´ÉÉÇ 1946-47 ºÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉªÉÉÒ cè* +É¤É càÉÉ®ä BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEä ÉÊàÉjÉ ªÉc BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É <ºÉä <ºÉÉÊãÉA ãÉÉªÉä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

BÉEÉÊàÉ]àÉäx] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* +ÉÉ{É <ºÉä +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ ãÉÉªÉä? ABÉE cè ®hÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®ÉÒ cè xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ* +ÉÉb´ÉÉhÉÉÒ 

VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä <iÉxÉÉÒ >óÆSÉÉ<Ç nÉÒ +ÉÉè® àÉÉänÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ¶É{ÉlÉ ãÉäxÉä BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ {ÉcãÉÉÒ BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉä] 

BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÒÉË]MÉ àÉå BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ {É® AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ. ¤Éè~ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ, ªÉc BÉEÉàÉ £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ, xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ. BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå iÉÉä iÉÉÒxÉ ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ, ÉÊ{ÉE® +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉDªÉÉå MÉÉÊ~iÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ* 

àÉä®ä ÉÊàÉjÉ +É£ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½É £ÉÉÉhÉ nä ®cä lÉä* ´Éä +É{ÉxÉä cÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä {ÉÚUiÉä ÉÊBÉE +É¤É iÉBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä BÉDªÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ? cÉÆ ªÉc càÉå àÉÆVÉÚ® cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä =ºÉ >óÆSÉÉ<Ç iÉBÉE ãÉä VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé +ÉÉè® ´ÉÉÇ 2017 iÉBÉE càÉå 

<Æ]®xÉè¶ÉxÉãÉ ]ÅÉÆºÉ{Éè®äxºÉÉÒ ãÉÉì ABÉD] ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*  <ºÉä ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ xÉä 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* càÉxÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ näJÉÉ, BÉEÉãÉÉ ®ÆMÉ näJÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä VÉÉä ºÉ{ÉEän BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä lÉä, 

=xÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖxÉÉÓ* àÉä®ä ÉÊàÉjÉ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä lÉä, àÉé =xÉºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå +ÉxÉäBÉE ¤ÉÉ® 

SÉSÉÉÇAÆ cÖ<ÇÆ* 14 ÉÊnºÉà¤É®, 2011 BÉEÉä ºÉnxÉ xÉä AbVÉxÉÇàÉé] àÉÉä¶ÉxÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ* £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä 

+ÉÉb´ÉÉhÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, ºÉÖÉàÉÉ º´É®ÉVÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ =~ÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* iÉ¤É <ºÉ SÉSÉÉÇ àÉå £ÉÉMÉ ãÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä càÉÉ®ä ´ÉÉÊ®~ 

ºÉcªÉÉäMÉÉÒ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEä ABÉE xÉäiÉÉ xÉä BÉEcÉ --  

 “Experts say, the parallel economy is over Rs 1 trillion in India” 

        ªÉc ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ºÉÉäàÉèªÉÉ xÉä xÉcÉÓ BÉEcÉ lÉÉ* ÉÊBÉEºÉxÉä BÉEcÉ, +ÉMÉ® ªÉc {ÉiÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè iÉÉä ãÉÉ<¥Éä®ÉÒ àÉå VÉÉBÉE® 

ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ®BÉEÉbÇ näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA, {ÉiÉÉ SÉãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* ´Éä 6 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEc ®cä lÉä* 6 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ 

âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {ÉènÉ BÉEèºÉä cÖ+ÉÉ? =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ gÉÉÒ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ lÉä, gÉÉÒ xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ |ÉvÉÉxÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ lÉä* =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ? BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {ÉènÉ BÉEèºÉä cÖ+ÉÉ, ´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå <ºÉBÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* càÉxÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉÉ BÉEÉàÉ ªÉc ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE xÉªÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {ÉènÉ xÉ cÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉ <ÆiÉVÉÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* àÉé 

+ÉÉVÉ ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉè® nÉ´Éä BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEc ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ºÉ¤ÉxÉä <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä BÉE<Ç PÉÉä]ÉãÉä ÉÊMÉxÉÉA* MÉiÉ ABÉE ºÉÉãÉ àÉå àÉÉänÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ABÉE £ÉÉÒ BÉE®{¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ºBÉEèàÉ càÉå BÉEÉä<Ç 

¤ÉÉc® ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ BÉE® ÉÊnJÉÉA* càÉÉ®ä nÚºÉ®ä ºÉcªÉÉäMÉÉÒ ¶É®n ªÉÉn´É VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ --  

“Black money is not only outside, it is inside also.” 

càÉÉ®ä ABÉE +ÉÉè® ºÉcªÉÉäMÉÉÒ +É£ÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® MÉA cé, =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ -- 
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 “This is an old problem, national problem and do not treat it as a party 
problem” 

 

        VÉ¤É ´Éä ºÉkÉÉ àÉå lÉä iÉ¤É càÉºÉä +É{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®iÉä lÉä ÉÊBÉE ªÉc nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ cè* nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEÉ 

ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, càÉ <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ fÚÆf ®cä cé* +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É <ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÖZÉÉ´É näxÉÉ 

SÉÉcå iÉÉä ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ JÉÖãÉä àÉxÉ ºÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®åMÉä* càÉÉ®É +ÉxÉÖ£É´É VÉÉÒ®Éä cè* càÉ ºÉkÉÉ àÉå 12 àÉcÉÒxÉä ºÉä 

cé* BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEèºÉä {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, BÉEèºÉä {ÉènÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè ªÉÉ BÉEÉèxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè, càÉå BÉDªÉÉ {ÉiÉÉ? +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ºÉ¤É 

|ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖ£É´É cè* BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEèºÉä {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè, BÉEcÉÆ ®JÉxÉÉ cè, BÉEèºÉä ÉÊU{ÉÉxÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ 

c]É+ÉÉä BÉEÉ xÉÉ®É BÉEèºÉä näxÉÉ cè, ªÉc BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ºÉÉÒJÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä +ÉxÉÖ£É´É BÉEÉ nä¶É BÉEÉä {ÉEÉªÉnÉ cÉäMÉÉ* 

{ÉcãÉä VÉàÉÉxÉä àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä lÉä ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ SÉãÉä VÉÉ, {ÉcÉ½ BÉEä =ºÉ {ÉÉ®, VÉÆMÉãÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® 17 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® VÉÉxÉÉ, BÉDªÉÉ 

c®ÉÒ¶É VÉÉÒ BÉE£ÉÉÒ MÉA lÉä, BÉE£ÉÉÒ {ÉfÃÉ lÉÉ ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ, ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE xÉnÉÒ +ÉÉAMÉÉÒ, xÉnÉÒ ºÉä ®É<] ]xÉÇ ãÉä ãÉäxÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® ´ÉcÉÆ 

xÉÉÒSÉä VÉ®É JÉÉänxÉÉ* +ÉÉ{É +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEcÉÆ ÉÊU{ÉÉ cè, càÉ BÉEãÉ iÉÖ®ÆiÉ 

VÉÉBÉE® ãÉä +ÉÉAÆMÉä*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå càÉÉ®ä |ÉÉvªÉÉ{ÉBÉE àÉcÉänªÉ VªÉÉnÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE BÉEc ºÉBÉEåMÉä* 

 àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* ´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEèºÉä {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ BÉDªÉÉ 

cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ : àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ, BÉßE{ÉªÉÉ ¤Éè~ VÉÉ<A* Let him continue his speech.  

… (Interruptions) 

gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É : càÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÉhÉ xÉcÉÓ nä ®cä cé* xÉ ªÉc ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ãÉÉ {ÉÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® xÉ cÉÒ +ÉÉ{É ãÉÉ 

®cä lÉä* <xcÉåxÉä £ÉÉÒ ´ÉÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ ´ÉÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* £ÉÉÉhÉ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ nÉäxÉÉå xÉä BÉE® ãÉÉÒ, nÉäxÉÉå xÉä ãÉà¤Éä-ãÉà¤Éä 

£ÉÉÉhÉ nä ÉÊnA* ªÉc BÉEÉä<Ç xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉiÉÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå cè, ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå cè +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊBÉEºÉ-ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEÉÒ cè* <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* =ºÉºÉä BÉEÉàÉ SÉãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É PÉ¤É®É VÉÉAÆMÉä +ÉÉè® ãÉä +ÉÉAÆMÉä* 

ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ {É½äMÉÉÒ, +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* 

16.00 hrs. 

+ÉÉ{É =xÉBÉEä xÉÉàÉ ¤ÉiÉÉ<A, ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ cè, ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊBÉEºÉ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEÉ cè? iÉ¤É ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, <ºÉàÉå nä® xÉcÉÓ ãÉMÉäMÉÉÒ* ªÉc +ÉÉ{É +ÉSUÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä 

VÉÉxÉiÉä cé* ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉMÉ® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ºÉä ®ÉªÉ-àÉÉÎ¶´É®É ãÉäxÉÉ cè iÉÉä +ÉÉ{É ºÉä ÉÊãÉªÉÉ VÉÉA, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä +ÉSUÉ 

+ÉÉè® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤ÉÉÊfÃªÉÉ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É +ÉÉ{É cÉÒ nä ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* ªÉc ºÉSÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ãÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé*  
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bÉì. ÉÊBÉE®ÉÒ] ºÉÉäàÉèªÉÉ: ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÉÊxÉiÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEcÉÆ cè? àÉé 

´ÉÉÇ 2011 BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉä BÉD´ÉÉä] BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ* ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näiÉä ºÉàÉªÉ VÉÉä +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä ÉÊnA, =ºÉä àÉé {ÉfÃiÉÉ cÚÆ* 

=ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÆnÉVÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉxÉä ºÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒbÉÒ]ÉÒ BÉEÉ ABÉE 

<Æ]®xÉãÉ BÉEÉä® OÉÖ{É ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ºÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒbÉÒ]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä® OÉÖ{É xÉä <Æ]®xÉãÉ bÅÉ{ÉD] ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç ÉÊnªÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® ´Éc bÅÉ{ÉD] ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç 

¤ÉÉc® BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉÉ? +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºÉnxÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE According to Global Financial Integrity, 

from 1948, one year after Independence, to 2008, 213 billion US dollars have been 

lost by India since Independence. ªÉc +ÉÉÆBÉE½É àÉéxÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ*  BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉä 

=ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä ÉÊnA lÉä* BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEcÉÆ cè? àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ nÚºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ 

SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉÉºiÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® cè* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉDªÉÉå ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé? 

ªÉc ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ cè One of the experts has written the factors leading to 

generation of black money. Black money arising from illegal activities such as 

crime and corruption has an underlying anti-social element. The criminal 

component of black money may include proceeds from a range of activities 

including racketeering, trafficking in counterfeit and contraband goods, 

smuggling, production and trade of narcotics, forgery, illegal mining, illegal 

felling of forests, illicit liquor trade, robbery, kidnapping, human trafficking, 

sexual exploitation and prostitution, cheating and financial fraud, embezzlement, 

drug money, bank frauds, and illegal trade in arms. =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ {ÉEÉ°ôJÉ +É¤nÖããÉÉ VÉÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉÒ lÉä* 

=xcÉäxÉä +ÉÉb´ÉÉhÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE c´ÉÉãÉ BÉEä VÉÉÊ®A VÉÉä 

{ÉèºÉÉ +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè =ºÉxÉä VÉààÉÚ-BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® BÉEÉ ¤Éä½É MÉBÉEÇ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ cè*  BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ ]ä®ÉÊ®VÉàÉ +ÉÉè® bÅMÉ 

]ÅèÉÊ{ÉEÉËBÉEMÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ cè*  

 nä¶É BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ VÉäxÉ®ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEÉÒ cè* ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉcä ´Éc 

<Æ]®xÉãÉ cÉä ªÉÉ ABÉDºÉ]®xÉãÉ cÉä, nÉäxÉÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ´ÉÉäãÉäx]®ÉÒ ÉÊbºBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® ºBÉEÉÒàÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå 

18 ¤ÉÉ® ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ cÖ+ÉÉ ªÉÉ ãÉÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç* =ºÉàÉå ºÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® £ÉÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ xÉä xÉcÉÓ ãÉÉ<Ç* 

AàÉxÉäº]ÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ +ÉÉè® ´ÉÉäãÉäx]®ÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® ºBÉEÉÒàÉ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEÉÒ ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉ<Ç* {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

VÉäxÉ®ä] BÉE®Éä, ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ ´ÉÉãÉä BÉEÉä àÉÉ{ÉEÉÒ nÉä* +É°ôhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ cè =ºÉàÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ iÉ®c 

BÉEÉÒ +ÉàÉxÉäº]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè àÉé <ºÉBÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* <ºÉàÉå 30 {É®ºÉå] ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉä BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ 30 {É®ºÉå] 

{ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ cè*  ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ãÉÉVÉ {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® cÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* 
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=ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEä ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ Ab´ÉÉ<VÉ® gÉÉÒ AàÉ.BÉEä. xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ lÉä* =xcÉåxÉä <Æ]®xÉè¶ÉxÉãÉ BÉEÉÆ|ÉEåºÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEèºÉä {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå BÉEèºÉä ®JÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* +É¤É ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå BÉEèºÉä ®JÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, 

BÉEèºÉä {ÉÉBÉEÇ BÉE®iÉä cé, <ºÉä c® BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉä´É® ÉÊ¤ÉÉËãÉMÉ BÉE®xÉÉ, +ÉÆb® <xÉ´ÉÉ<ÉËºÉMÉ BÉE®xÉÉ, ¤ÉÉäMÉºÉ <à{ÉÉä]Ç, 

<xÉ{ÉDãÉä]äb ABÉDºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç, ´ÉcÉÆ ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® àÉÉìÉÊ®ÉÊ¶ÉºÉ àÉå ¶ÉèãÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉE®xÉÉ +ÉÉè® ªÉcÉÆ ºÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ c´ÉÉãÉÉ ºÉä 

£ÉäVÉxÉÉ* +É¤É c´ÉÉãÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç, iÉÉä cºÉxÉ +ÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ºÉÉàÉxÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É 

c´ÉÉãÉä¤ÉÉVÉ cºÉxÉ +ÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEä ®ÉVÉ àÉå {ÉènÉ cÖ+ÉÉ? =ºÉ cºÉxÉ +ÉãÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ ´Éc {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä +ÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

AªÉ®<ÆÉÊbªÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä c´ÉÉ<Ç VÉcÉVÉ JÉ®ÉÒnä MÉªÉä? 64 cVÉÉ® BÉE®Éä½ c´ÉÉ<Ç VÉcÉVÉ JÉ®ÉÒnä MÉªÉä, =ºÉàÉå àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉEBÉD¤ÉéBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEä ¤ÉéBÉE ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå MÉªÉÉ? +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä iÉÉä BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* cºÉxÉ +ÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉÒ 

AäÉÎBÉD]ÉÊ´ÉWÉàÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ +ÉÆn® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ´Éc ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É c´ÉÉãÉä¤ÉÉVÉ lÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{É BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ 

<Æ]é¶ÉxÉ {É® bÉ>ó] àÉiÉ BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA* 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ªÉc ´ÉÉãÉÆÉÊ]ªÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® ºBÉEÉÒàºÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉªÉä, =ºÉBÉEä +ÉÉÆBÉEbä àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä 

ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ ÉÊbàÉÉäÉÊxÉ]É<VÉä¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE cÉ<Ç ÉÊbxÉÉäÉÊàÉxÉä¶ÉxÉ BÉE®éºÉÉÒ xÉÉä] <xÉ 1946 

+ÉÉªÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn nÚºÉ®ÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ ´ÉÉãÉÆ]®ÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, 1951 +ÉÉªÉÉÒ* càÉÉ®ä xÉäiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ xÉä =ºÉä xÉÉàÉ BÉDªÉÉ 

ÉÊnªÉÉ? BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä iªÉÉMÉÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, ªÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {ÉènÉ BÉE®Éä, ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ºÉ{ÉEän ¤ÉxÉÉ+ÉÉä* +ÉÉ{É 

ºÉ{ÉEän ¤ÉxÉÉ ®cä cé, <ºÉÉÊãÉA =ºÉ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä iªÉÉMÉÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ BÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ ´ÉÉãÉÆ]®ÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® 

ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, 1965, =ºÉBÉEä {É¶SÉÉiÉÂ ´ÉÉãÉÆ]®ÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® ºBÉEÉÒàÉ-II, 1965, xÉè¶ÉxÉãÉ ÉÊb{ÉEéºÉ MÉÉäãb ¤ÉÉìxbÂºÉ, 1965, 

´ÉÉãÉÆ]®ÉÒ ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVÉ® ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, 1975, º{Éä¶ÉãÉ ¤Éä®® ¤ÉÉìxbÂºÉ, 1981, AäàxÉäº]ÉÒ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, 1985, {ÉEä®É AäàxÉäº]ÉÒ 

ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, 1986 +ÉÉÉÊn* ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEÉ ®ÉVÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ ¤ÉxÉä +ÉÉè® 1991 

ºBÉEÉÒàºÉ--´ÉÉãÉÆ]®ÉÒ ÉÊb{ÉÉäÉÊVÉ] ºBÉEÉÒàºÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn MÉÉäãb ¤ÉÉìxbÂºÉ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ, 1993 +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉÒ, ªÉÉxÉÉÒ ABÉE 

BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ABÉE ºBÉEÉÒàºÉ +ÉÉªÉÉÓ* ´ÉÉÇ 1997 àÉå ÉÊSÉnà¤É®àÉ VÉÉÒ ABÉE +ÉÉè® ´ÉÉÒbÉÒAºÉ ºBÉEÉÒàÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉªÉä* ªÉä ºBÉEÉÒàºÉ 

BÉEÉèxÉ ãÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® <xcå ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ BÉDªÉÉå {É½ÉÒ? £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +É¤É ªÉc BÉEnàÉ =~ÉxÉä 

´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cÉÒ VÉxÉ®ä] xÉ cÉä* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ {ÉcãÉÉ BÉEÉàÉ §É]ÉSÉÉ® ¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé* càÉÉ®É 

nÚºÉ®É ªÉc BÉEnàÉ =~äMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE §É]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ VÉÉä {ÉèºÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå {É½ä cÖA cé, =ºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ 

BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉÉ* 

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® BÉEÉãÉÉ-BÉEÉãÉÉ cè, ¤ãÉèBÉE-¤ãÉèBÉE cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, =ºÉä <Æ]®xÉè¶ÉxÉãÉ ãÉè´ÉãÉ ªÉÉ ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ <BÉEÉäxÉÉìàÉÉÒ àÉå VÉÉä 
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{ÉÉäVÉÉÒÉÊ]´É ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÆºÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè, =ºÉä £ÉÉÒ càÉ vªÉÉxÉ nå* ABÉE AÉÊb]® xÉä ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ãÉèBÉE <VÉ ¤ãÉèBÉE, {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒVÉ 

AÆb ÉÊ|É´Éé¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® iÉÉÒºÉ®ä xÉä ÉÊãÉJÉÉ cè it is a black-hedging.  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé +ÉÉÉÊJÉ®ÉÒ àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ªÉc +É{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® VÉÉä ¤ãÉèBÉEàÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉªÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ càÉ JÉÖãÉä àÉxÉ ºÉä º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®å* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä uÉ®É àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä 

ªÉc £ÉÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå ºÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉÉ |ÉÉ®Æ£É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉ{É +ÉMÉãÉÉ BÉEnàÉ ªÉc 

=~É<ªÉä ÉÊBÉE ªÉcÉÆ BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉc® ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä, BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä VÉxÉ®ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉEÉ VÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ 

BÉEÉÒ <BÉEÉäxÉÉàÉÉÒ +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä nÉä ºÉÉãÉ àÉå b¤ÉãÉ ÉÊbÉÊVÉ] {É® {ÉcÖÆSÉä, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉ {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ cÉä*  

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, <xcÉÓ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 
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SHRI P. KUMAR (TIRUCHIRAPPALLI): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I thank you for 

giving me this opportunity to speak on this important Bill, that is, Undisclosed 

Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill, 2015.  

Before I speak on the Bill, I would like to bow to my Party Leader, Hon. 

Puratchi Thalaivi Amma, for her great victory in the court of law today.  

Mr. Chairman, Sir, the Bill provides for taxing foreign income of resident 

citizens of India. As such, it is a welcome piece of legislation. 

 The issue of black money has been a matter of serious political debate in 

India. It is no secret that black money has been flowing out of this country into 

Swiss Banks and other tax havens worldwide for many years now. It is a matter of 

shame to see a report which says that India has more money in Swiss Banks 

compared to all other countries. There could be no two opinions about bringing 

back this illegal and illicit wealth stashed abroad.  

 Bringing back black money stashed abroad was a ‘key pitch’ and the ‘main 

slogan’ of the ruling party during the election campaign last year. Now, nearly a 

year after assuming power, the Government has brought forward this Bill, to tax 

such money. Given the intent of the Bill and going by the opinion of the general 

public and the opinion of the judiciary in unearthing black money, this Bill 

deserves support. 

 During the election campaign, the Prime Minister of India said that the 

Government would bring back black money within 100 days of coming to power. 

He also said that Rs. 15 lakh would be deposited in the account of every poor 

Indian. People believed those promises and voted BJP to power and made him the 

Prime Minister of India. 

 After electing a Government based on those promises and after a lapse of 

nearly one year, the people are now eagerly waiting for this amount to be 

deposited in their bank accounts. Twelve crore people have opened bank accounts 

under Jan Dhan Yojana till January, 2015 in the belief that the Prime Minister will 

deposit Rs. 15 lakh in their accounts. 
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 Whenever the Government decides to deposit this amount, my request is 

that priority may be given to Tamil Nadu because most of the black money which 

was deposited was by persons who indulged in 2G spectrum scam and Aircel-

Maxis scam. 

 Sir, coming to the issue of recovery of black money, the Supreme Court 

constituted Special Investigation Team traced a peanut of Rs. 4,500 crore only. I 

request the Government to make an honest and serious attempt to recover the 

entire money from abroad. 

 Secondly, the provisions of the Bill show that it is not going to recover 

black money, but it is only going to collect revenue from those who have black 

money. This Bill is essentially an Income-Tax type Bill which is aiming at 

generation of revenue. The provision about how the Government is going to 

recover black money from abroad is missing in the Bill. If that money is recovered 

fully, farmers need not commit suicide and the problems of poor and downtrodden 

people could be solved.  

 Sir, the Bill provides that concealment of income will attract penalty equal 

to three times the amount of tax, that is, 90 per cent of the undisclosed income. 

The concealment of taxable income is to be made a criminal offence. 

 Now, I would like to flag some very important issues that could be 

addressed by the hon. Finance Minister. Firstly, the Bill does not spell out clearly 

the linkage with foreign exchange transactions which are permissible under the 

Foreign Exchange Management Act (FEMA), under which the RBI permits the 

resident Indians to make investments abroad. The manner in which income from 

such investments made abroad would become taxable and the reporting system for 

such earnings could be spelt out in greater detail. 
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 Such outgoes are what are resorted to by the wealthy and could potentially 

lead to creation of black money. Further, the rules and regulations under FEMA 

may need some modification as well to ensure that only those who are compliant 

with the present legislation would be permitted to remit funds overseas. 

 Secondly, investments made abroad by India corporates earn profits and, 

sometimes, these profits are utilized to buy assets in the personal names of main 

shareholders of such corporates. Such transactions have not been dealt with 

adequately in the Bill. Greater clarity on the treatment of such transactions is also 

essential to ensure that these do not become routes to stash away income outside 

the country.  

 On the other hand, the Bill has created apprehension in the minds of middle 

class professionals who have worked for a few years abroad. Tamil Nadu has a 

large number of such professionals especially in the field of information 

technology, software and financial sectors, who have worked abroad for a few 

years. In those years, they earned incomes abroad and as they were not resident in 

India at that time, their incomes abroad would not have been taxable. On return to 

India, they may have some financial assets and bank balances which have been 

retained in foreign jurisdictions.   

 By oversight, it is possible that such assets may not have been reported in 

tax returns in India. There is a fear that such assets would now be taxable at 30 per 

cent and even attract a penalty. The assets would be relatively small from the 

perspective of unearthing black money, but could be quite large for an average 

middle class family. It is important that such fears are allayed. Such persons who 

have earned legitimate incomes abroad and suffered the tax due, in the appropriate 

jurisdictions should not be put to hardship or difficulty. This is particularly so, in 

the context of the very wide discretion given to the Assessing Officers to deem the 

explanation given by the individual regarding the source of income to finance the 

asset as unsatisfactory. It is important that the legislation targets the “Fat Cats” and 

does not needlessly harass the “small fry”. 
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 It is presumed that the tax and penalty levied on the undisclosed foreign 

income and assets would be a ‘Direct Tax’ and the proceeds would be shareable 

with the States, as per the recommendations of the Finance Commission. I would 

request the hon. Finance Minister to clarify on this aspect as well.  

 The proposed law opens a limited and one-time compliance opportunity for 

resident Indians with undisclosed foreign income or asset to make the disclosure 

and pay tax with penalty. This will present such persons from criminal liability. At 

the same time, this is not an amnesty scheme because no immunity from penalty is 

being offered. This one-time opportunity is not extended to persons against whom 

the Government and the Income Tax Department had already initiated 

prosecution. So, effectively, this means that about 1,000 Indians on the HSBC list, 

who are alleged to have unaccounted money in HSBC’s Geneva Branch, might not 

be able to avail of this facility.  

 We feel that many provisions of the Bill are harsh and so, utmost care 

should be taken to ensure that innocents are not booked and punished. The 

Government has the authority to make tough laws, but the rules and procedures 

should be simple and very easy to understand so that they are not misused.  

 Given the concerns surrounding some of the provisions of the Bill, there is 

a need to have a law which can truly unearth black money, without harassing those 

who have earned legitimate incomes overseas as workers and professionals. It may 

be appropriate to refer this Bill to the Standing Committee for detailed 

examination, where the experts could give their opinion with which the entire 

nation would be benefited by a comprehensive law.  

 With these words, I once again would request the Government to refer the 

Bill to the Standing Committee.  
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SHRI KALYAN BANERJEE (SREERAMPUR): Hon. Chairman, Sir, on behalf 

of my Party, I support this Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of 

Tax) Bill, 2015.  

 There is no doubt that this type of enactment was needed long back. But I 

have some debatable questions in respect of the merits of this Bill.  

 The basic question is, whether this Bill has any in-built provision for 

establishing the charges at all. I would say that this Bill does not have any 

provision for bringing back black money from foreign countries. If I correctly 

remember, on several occasions the hon. Finance Minister stated in this House that 

the Government was going to bring a Bill in respect of undisclosed foreign income 

and assets for the purpose of bringing back the black money into the country. My 

humble question to the hon. Finance Minister is – the Minister of State for Finance 

is sitting here – can you show us a single provision in the Bill whereunder this 

Government is empowered to bring back black money into the country? I can 

understand the provisions relating to 30 per cent taxes, penalties, etc. They are all 

for a different purpose.  

ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEä VÉÉnÚ ºÉä BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉ cè, BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉÉnÚ ãÉÉäMÉÉå {É® ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉè ÉÊnxÉÉå BÉEä +ÉÆn® ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ nä¶É àÉå ´ÉÉÉÊ{ÉºÉ ãÉä +ÉÉAÆMÉä +ÉÉè® {Éxpc ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA c® 

+ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå bÉãÉ nåMÉä* |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ º{ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ, ´Éä àÉä®ä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä 

BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä >ó{É® ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ cè, àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 125 BÉE®Éä½ +ÉÉnÉÊàÉªÉÉå xÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ {É® ABÉE ºÉÉãÉ 

{ÉcãÉä ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉè ÉÊnxÉÉå BÉEä +ÉÆn® nä¶É àÉå ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ãÉä +ÉÉAÆMÉä* ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ £É®ÉäºÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä iÉÉä½ 

cÉÒ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå ABÉE {ÉèºÉÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉªÉÉ* ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEä £É®ÉäºÉä ºÉä nä¶É xÉcÉÓ SÉãÉäMÉÉ* 

It was said  number of times that they were coming up with the enactment. 

Where is this provision that black money would be brought into the country? +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä 

càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ xÉcÉÓ cé, càÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ àÉå ºÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä xÉcÉÓ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä ABÉE cÉÒ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ lÉä 

ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä <ãÉäBÉD¶ÉxÉ ºÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä c® xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE BÉEä ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA ÉÊnA VÉÉAÆMÉä* 

+ÉÉÆBÉE½ä BÉEä´ÉãÉ =ºÉÉÒ +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè +ÉÉè® àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É nä¶É àÉå {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉÉ<A* AäºÉä BÉEèºÉä cÉäMÉÉ, 

AäºÉä BÉEèºÉä cÉäMÉÉ, ´Éc +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ ºÉÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* ´Éä +ÉÉÆBÉE½ä BÉEcÉÆ cé? Where is that black money? Where 
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is the promise of the hon. Prime Minister that the black money would be brought 

back within 100 days and Rs.15 lakh would be given to each and every citizen of 

the country? He has gone away from his promise. Sorry to say, Sir, with great 

respect to the hon. Prime Minister, =xÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå àÉå VÉÉnÚ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉEÉàÉ àÉå BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ cé* ¤ÉÉiÉÉå-

¤ÉÉiÉÉå àÉå ÉÊnxÉ MÉÖVÉ®iÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé*  

The hon. Finance Minister is not here, hon. Minister of State for Finance is 

here. I said that on behalf of my Party I support this Bill. Let me come to Section 8 

of the Act. These provisions are quasi-judicial in character. If no one discloses, 

then charge has to be framed, proceedings have to be initiated, and it takes a quasi-

judicial character. And when the penalty is imposed, it is criminal in character and, 

therefore, the charge which will be framed has to be established. Now, how can 

you establish the charges? Under Section 8(i)(b) you are saying, “Enforcing the 

attendance of any person including any officer of a banking company and 

examining him on oath”. 

 If that is so, if a person stashes away the black money and keeps it in 

foreign Bank, unless the officials of the foreign Bank come up with the documents 

and give the evidence, how will you prove the charges?  How will one prove the 

charges?  If this is the Section 8(1)(b), banking company has to be brought, 

officers have to be brought if someone has taken the money and deposited it in a 

foreign Bank.  Information alone would not do.  Because of the agreements, some 

information comes from the foreign countries but it would not do.  Each and every 

transaction has to be proved.  Do you think that in all cases foreign Bank officials 

would come and lead the evidence in the country?   

It is an impracticable thinking for the purpose of proving the charges.  All 

right, for the purpose of publicity and for the purpose of achieving political 

objective, it is good.  But if you come to the substance, how will you prove the 

charges unless you have the evidence?  If it is not legal evidence, it cannot be done 

and in the case of legal evidence, one has to be brought in the witness box and 

charges proved because right of examination of the affected person is there.  How 
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will you do it?  This is the point, so far as Section 8 is concerned.  The whole 

charges under the scheme of the Act regarding the framing of charging have to be 

proved by Section 8 itself.  How can it be done?   

Shri Somaiyaji was also telling that earlier 12 times Voluntary Disclosure 

Schemes were brought in the country.  This Voluntary Disclosure Scheme is not a 

new concept under the Act.  This is an old one.  In fact, the in-build provisions of 

the Act are akin to some of the provisions of the Income Tax Act.  There is 

nothing new.  Is that old wine in a new bottle with a new name only?  Earlier, 12 

Voluntary Disclosure Schemes were brought.  We want to know how much money 

was recovered under those Voluntary Disclosure Schemes.   

Black money is generated in the country itself, thereafter it is stashed away.  

If the black money is generated in the country itself, under this Act what 

preventive measures have been taken by you to stop the generation of this black 

money?  You have to stop it at the threshold while it is being generated.  This Act 

does not speak about that.  Unless the generation of black money, whether it is 

domestic or foreign, is prohibited, no good result will come.  If you come up with 

a mechanism, we will appreciate it.  Please come up with a mechanism specified 

under the law for stopping all sorts of black money whether it is domestic or 

foreign.  If it is stopped here, everything would go.   

The next point is, nobody knows the estimate.  Already it is said that black 

money is stashed away, but nobody knows how much the amount is.  I have been 

informed, subject to correction that in 2010 the Standing Committee on Finance 

appointed three agencies to ascertain the amount of black money stashed away 

from the country. 
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 Such a report has not been disclosed yet. … (Interruptions) I do not know 

whether any agency has carried out such a study. That is why I said, ‘subject to 

correction’. If any report has been submitted any agency, we can ascertain the 

quantum of black money stashed away from the country itself. 

  I most respectfully say that it is nothing new. It is just a show. This Act 

really does not have any teeth. If anybody discloses, that is all right, we will 

recover the 30 per cent tax; and if he does not disclose, you have do not have any 

teeth to catch him. You are purely relying upon all evidences which are in foreign 

countries, not on the basis of evidences here. 

 Today, in the morning the hon. Finance Minister has said it is being done 

within a minute by using the laptops and other devices. Do you think that the 

persons who really keep huge amounts of black money are fools? Will they keep it 

in nationalised banks and transfer it by the Internet? Are they fools to have Rs. 100 

crore in black money and keep it in their bank accounts? … (Interruptions) 

DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): I think that is unparliamentary. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI KALYAN BANERJEE : What is unparliamentary? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : I think that four letter word is unparliamentary. … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI KALYAN BANERJEE : Do you think they are fools? I will give an 

example. If a person is keeping Rs. 50 crore black money, do you think he will 

keep it in any bank in India in his account and transfer it? There are examples 

where in some transactions which are made here, 50 per cent is paid in the country 

and 50 per cent in the foreign country. How can you catch that? There is also the 

under-invoicing system. Therefore, I will just say that for your political 

commitment you want to establish yourself that you are doing many things. In 

effect, you are not doing anything; in substance, you are not doing anything. 

 We are giving full support to you. You bring more stringent provisions, we 

will support wholeheartedly.  We will support you to prevent the generation of 
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black money in the country itself. If you speak five minutes, I will speak ten 

minutes in your support. But I am sorry, with great respect I have to say that this 

Bill has no teeth at all. This is only for achieving some political goal, nothing 

more than that. 

  Thank you. 
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SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB (CUTTACK): This Bill’s title “Undisclosed 

Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill, 2015” demonstrates the 

purpose of the Bill. 

 The purpose is, how you are going to impose taxes on undisclosed foreign 

income and assets that are there outside the borders of this country. That is the 

limited purpose which is defined in the Long Title of the Bill. This Bill basically 

provides that undisclosed foreign income and assets will be taxed under this Act if 

it becomes an Act and not under the Income Tax Act by the income-tax 

authorities. 

 It provides for a flat rate of tax of 30 per cent on such undisclosed amount 

besides a penalty of 90 per cent of such amount.  No deduction allowance or set 

off is permissible.  Prosecution is also provided for, which cannot be compounded.  

It applies only to tax residents who are originally residents, not to Non Resident 

Indians, NRIs or residents who are not ordinarily residents, which is now termed 

as RNOR.   

“Undisclosed asset located outside India” is defined in the Bill and that 

includes an asset including financial interest in any entity located outside India 

held in the name of the tax-payer of which he is the beneficial owner, of which he 

is unable to explain the source of investment satisfactorily. 

A foreign asset, I would say, even if it is disclosed in the income tax return 

– and this is one of the major provisions of this Bill – may be treated as an 

undisclosed foreign asset if one is not in a position to prove the source of 

investment of that asset.  Therefore, mere disclosure of the asset in the income tax 

return may not suffice to take it out of the clutches of the law.  So, in that respect 

one would say this is a more stringent provision that has been built in into this 

Bill. 

There are, however, many issues with this proposed law.  One of the 

questions, Sir, is that when the value of an asset is taxed under this law on the 

current value after the law comes into force, can earlier years’ income which also 
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form part of the current value, say a cumulative deposit, also be taxed in the earlier 

years under the Income Tax Act?  I would like to understand this from the 

Government.  If yes, then it would amount to double taxation of such income.  

There is no exemption for the 30 per cent tax and 90 per cent penalty even for 

small amounts. 

Most importantly, Sir, given the aggressive stands of tax authorities in 

recent times, one wonders whether the safeguards of appeal and other such 

provisions provided are adequate. 

Concealment of income and evasion of tax in relation to foreign assets will 

be prosecutable with punishment of rigorous imprisonment up to ten years and 

offenders will not be permitted to approach the Settlement Commission.  Those 

got concealing income and assets will be penalised at 300 per cent of tax due and 

not filing returns or inadequately disclosing foreign assets could result in seven 

years rigorous imprisonment.  These are the provisions.  There is no provision for 

stay of recovery of the tax and penalty even though one may have filed an appeal 

against an incorrect demand which is quite prevalent in this country.  This will 

definitely encourage rent seeking behaviour with threats of application of this law 

else one will be faced with a large demand.  These are our apprehensions.  I would 

be happy if these apprehensions are mitigated by the Government. 

While the intention behind the law is good and this is a good beginning, the 

law needs to be further refined to build in sufficient safeguards.  VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc 

VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ®-¤ÉÉ® ¤ÉiÉÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉÉ, ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEcxÉÉ*  That is our concern and that 

is why, before starting discussion on the Bill, I had repeatedly said and many of 

our Members have also said that you send it to the Standing Committee for 

consideration.  It will come back to this House in a very improved manner. 

gÉÉÒ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc ªÉÉn´É : àÉä®É ªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉcºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉVÉÉªÉ 6-7 xÉäiÉÉ SÉÖ{É-SÉÉ{É ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® |ÉvÉÉxÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä +ÉÉè® BÉEciÉä ÉÊBÉE <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ÉÒ ªÉc ®ÉªÉ cè, +ÉÉ{É VÉÉÆSÉ BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA* VÉÉä ¤ÉcºÉ 

cè, =ºÉ {É® àÉéxÉä ºÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cÉä MÉA* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ ºÉä càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ 
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ÉÊàÉãÉiÉä, =vÉ® BÉEä £ÉÉÒ xÉäiÉÉ +ÉÉè® <vÉ® BÉEä £ÉÉÒ xÉäiÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉiÉä +ÉÉè® BÉEciÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉä, càÉ 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ºÉcªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®åMÉä* ªÉc lÉÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ* +É¤É BÉE®É ãÉÉä ¤ÉcºÉ, £ÉÉÉhÉ BÉE® ãÉÉä* 

SHRI BHARTRUHARI MAHTAB : We are talking about black money but are 

we not aware that there is a grey economy in this country and in this world?  There 

is no gain saying that crackdown on the grey economy has become long overdue.   

The Government is right when it says that the time has come to hold it to 

account with a firm grip.  What the Government should be worry of is handing out 

unbridled power to enforcement agencies under the proposed new laws.  While the 

moves are well meaning, enough care should be taken to ensure that the new laws 

are not prone to misuse and applied as an instrument of political and 

administrative vendetta. 

 The subject of black money evokes a great deal of excitement.  This year’s 

budget did not disappoint at all.  The Finance Minister laid out the grand design of 

the new dispensation to tackle the menace of black money both within India and 

money stashed abroad.  India’s past efforts to implement a benami transaction 

prohibition law came to naught.   

 India had in 1988 enacted a law to prohibit benami transactions but for 

mysterious reasons did not implement it.  No rules were issued to implement this 

law.  However, in 2011, the UPA Government under Mr. Pranab Mukherjee 

sought to make mends and introduced a Bill to amend the 1988 law.  The Bill 

went to the Standing Committee and it gave its report in 2012 with some 

recommendations.  However, nothing came of it.  I would like to understand from 

the Government what happened to those recommendations. 

 Therefore, the question is whether we are really serious about black money.  

If we are, our focus should be on generation as Mr. Kalyan Banerjee was also 

mentioning.  All good citizens are looking up to the Government to stamp out 

black money.  One would be really impressed with it.  But have we not enough 

draconian laws  there to tackle enough problems?  When are we going to learn that 

laws do not solve problems?   
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 The Prime Minister has repeatedly said that bringing back black money to 

the country is an “article of faith”.  When one reads through the Bill, the first title 

says: “Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets”.  Foreign income means dollars or 

any other convertible currency, not the rupee.  No one can earn in rupee in a 

foreign country.  So, when the Government imposes tax “on the dollar”, the tax 

must be paid in dollars alone.  Or, how are we going to get back that money?  How 

are you going to get that tax?  Will that tax be in rupee or in dollars?  That has not 

been explained.  Permitting payment of tax and penalty etc. in rupee would induce 

generation of additional black money in the country.  Should India be denied 

foreign exchange?  Should we not say that the Bill is flawed fundamentally?  

These things have not been addressed.   

People are saying that this piece of Bill is also very harsh and retrograde.  

Are extant laws not adequate?  If not, should we not simply amend or fine tune 

those laws rather than enacting another set of laws for international black money? 

We have too many laws but very little sense of justice on the part of those 

administering this law.  

 FERA was operational from 1947 to 2000.  In June, 2000, FERA was 

replaced with FEMA, 1999. Later, on 1st July, 2005, we had the Prevention of 

Money Laundering Act, 2002.  Today, FEMA allows a resident to hold foreign 

assets freely.  FEMA now permits residents to transfer abroad 250,000 US dollars 

per person per year. RBI has liberalised this.  And the Anti Money Laundering 

legislation (PMLA) fails to exercise jurisdiction over either black money or 

foreign assets.   

 This Bill stipulates that undisclosed income abroad will no longer be taxed 

under Income Tax Act.  Should we believe that domestic black money holders can 

escape from Income Tax Act by stashing away funds abroad? Conversely, foreign 

black money holders can escape from the rigours of the new law simply by 

converting foreign black money into Indian black money.  Is this not curious?  

Does not this Bill create arbitrage opportunities with a lesser punishment if black 
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assets are transferred from offshore to on-shore?  This can hardly be the intention 

of any legislation. 

 Finally, I would like to understand as to where is the power to bring back 

stashed away funds in the Bill?  Is it not missing? 

 While trying to attempt to bring back the alleged stashed overseas black 

money, the Government would do well to keep in mind that it is far more 

important to address the issue of generation of black money today.   

 It is important that the law remains tough on tax offenders.  In its present 

form, it prescribes action against offenders but it is necessary to identify the 

offenders first.  This has to be done by the Government by other means.  The laws 

deterrence value lies in effective enforcement. 

 Policy priority should be to stem further generation of black money.  

Attorney-General has reportedly given the go-ahead for the Government to ink 

confidentiality pacts with foreign governments.  That is a welcome step.   

India must sign the automatic information exchange pact.  With effective 

information sharing, audit trails can be established. 

 India should take a page from the British Government and ask companies to 

identify their real owners and the registry should be made public.  In that respect, 

one may say that Shri Narendra Modi can lead an international consensus on 

curbing the flow of illicit funds. 

 Surely, prevention is the right solution. This calls for an environment that 

fosters tax compliance and a regime that ushers in a friendly playing field.  One 

needs a wiser head, more than a heavy hand, to tackle black money. 

 Lastly, there are too many wise-acres around.  Be careful of them. 
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gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç nÉÊFÉhÉ) :  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä 

BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ àÉcÉänªÉ +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ +ÉâóhÉ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä |ÉºiÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, àÉé =ºÉBÉEÉ 

ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÄ*  

 {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ¤ÉcÖiÉ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ VÉ¤É +ÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ºÉàÉå BÉDªÉÉ JÉÉÉÊàÉªÉÉÄ cé, 

=ºÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉÉäMÉ +ÉÉMÉä +ÉÉ VÉÉiÉä cé* càÉ £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖxÉ ®cä lÉä* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè 

ÉÊBÉE VÉèºÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉcãÉä ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ {ÉcãÉä lÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ +ÉàÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ lÉÉ* 

6 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ cè, AäºÉÉ càÉ JÉÖn BÉEciÉä cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ ´Éc ¤ÉÉiÉ ¤ÉÉäãÉÉÒ 

VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉ VÉ¤É <ºÉBÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE näJÉiÉä cé iÉÉä àÉxÉ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊSÉÉÎxiÉiÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉä cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä 

SÉÖxÉÉ´É BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEcÉ lÉÉ, ºÉcÉÒ BÉEcÉ lÉÉ, WÉ°ô® BÉEcÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉ {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ àÉÖZÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉ´ÉÇ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, càÉÉ®ä àÉ®É~ÉÒ £ÉÉÉÉ àÉå ABÉE BÉEcÉ´ÉiÉ cè- ‘{ÉÉÒ cãnÉÒ cÉä VÉÉ MÉÉä®ÉÒ*’ <ºÉBÉEÉ àÉiÉãÉ¤É ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉMÉ® BÉEãÉ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ® àÉå ãÉ½BÉEÉÒ näJÉxÉä +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä cÉäiÉä cé iÉÉä ãÉ½BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE iÉÖàÉ cãnÉÒ ãÉMÉÉ ãÉÉä +ÉÉè® 

iÉÖàÉ MÉÉä®ÉÒ cÉä VÉÉ+ÉÉäMÉÉÒ* <ºÉ iÉ®c iÉÉä xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® nºÉ àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå cÉÒ ºÉÉ®É BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* ªÉc iÉÉä xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ, +ÉMÉ® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® =ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå |ÉªÉÉºÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ 

BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, VÉ¤É àÉéxÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä xÉWÉnÉÒBÉE ºÉä näJÉÉ iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä BÉÖEU SÉÉÒWÉå ÉÊnJÉÉÒ cé* càÉ +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉSÉ{ÉxÉ àÉå <ºÉ 

iÉ®c BÉEä BÉÖEU MÉÉxÉä ºÉÖxÉiÉä lÉä* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ {É®ä¶É ®É´ÉãÉ VÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ºÉÉlÉ ¤Éè~ä cé* <xÉBÉEÉÒ ‘cä®É {ÉEä®ÉÒ’ ABÉE 

ÉÊ{ÉEãàÉ +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ* ABÉE ÉÊ{ÉEãàÉ àÉå ABÉE MÉÉxÉÉ lÉÉ -  

xÉ ¤ÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ xÉ ¤ÉSSÉÉ, xÉ ¤ÉÉ{É ¤É½É xÉ £ÉèªÉÉ, 
n cÉäãÉ ÉËlÉMÉ <VÉ bè] ÉÊBÉE £ÉèªÉÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É âó{ÉèªÉÉ* 

 

ªÉc ‘ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É âó{ÉèªÉÉ’ {É®näºÉ àÉå cè* =ºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* cÉãÉÉÆÉÊBÉE, ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉjÉ àÉå 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉÖEU ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÉÊãÉº] +ÉÉ<Ç cè* 102 ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ÉÊãÉº] {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ VÉÉ®ÉÒ cÉä 

SÉÖBÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* =xÉBÉEä xÉÉàÉ PÉÉäÉÊÉiÉ cé* càÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä BÉDªÉÉå b®iÉä cé, ªÉc àÉÖZÉä ºÉàÉZÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* BÉE£ÉÉÒ-BÉE£ÉÉÒ 

àÉé ºÉÉäSÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉ {É®näºÉ àÉå {É½ä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé iÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® càÉ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É àÉå {É½ä 

BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®å? SÉÖxÉÉ´É BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ näJÉÉä iÉÉä näJÉ BÉE® cÉÒ <iÉxÉÉ b® ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè* càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ iÉÉä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ 

àÉå SÉÖxÉ BÉE® +ÉÉA cé* SÉÖxÉÉ´É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cè? SÉÖxÉÉ´É àÉå ABÉE-ABÉE ®èãÉÉÒ BÉE®xÉä àÉå VÉÉä <iÉxÉä {ÉèºÉä 

JÉSÉÇ cÉäiÉä cé, BÉE<Ç WÉMÉcÉå {É® ´Éc £ÉÉÒ iÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ cè* <ºÉ +ÉÉä® £ÉÉÒ àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ 
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BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* BÉÖEU <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® ºÉcÉÒ, +ÉSUä ãÉÉäMÉ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå SÉÖxÉ BÉE® 

+ÉÉxÉä cé, iÉÉä <ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® £ÉÉÒ vªÉÉxÉ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* BÉDªÉÉ ºÉ¤É vÉxÉ´ÉÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cÉÒ SÉÖxÉÉ´É àÉå JÉ½ä cÉå? càÉÉ®ä VÉèºÉä ãÉÉäMÉ 

BÉE¤É SÉÖxÉÉ´É àÉå JÉ½ä cÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® BÉEèºÉä SÉÖxÉ BÉE® +ÉÉAÆMÉä? ªÉc iÉÉä càÉÉ®ä ´ÉÆnxÉÉÒªÉ ¤ÉÉãÉÉºÉÉc¤É BÉEÉ +ÉÉ¶ÉÉÒ´ÉÉÇn lÉÉ, 

=r´É ºÉÉc¤É BÉEÉÒ |Éä®hÉÉ lÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉWÉc ºÉä càÉ ªÉcÉÆ SÉÖxÉ BÉE® +ÉÉA cé* càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ <iÉxÉÉ vÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* xÉ cÉÒ 

BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè +ÉÉè® xÉ cÉÒ MÉÉä®É vÉxÉ cè* ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ÉÎº´ÉºÉ ¤ÉéBÉE àÉå {ÉèºÉÉ ®JÉÉ, =xÉàÉå càÉ ¤ÉÉ®-¤ÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä 

®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ näJÉiÉä +ÉÉA cé, càÉ ¤ÉÉ®-¤ÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä BÉEÉì®{ÉÉä®ä]ÂºÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ näJÉiÉä +ÉÉA cé* 

+ÉKÉ¤ÉÉ®Éå àÉå ¤ÉÉ®-¤ÉÉ® ªÉc +ÉÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå BÉEÉèxÉ-BÉEÉèxÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ®<ÇºÉ cé* =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé? 

£ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xÉàÉå BÉEãÉ iÉBÉE VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ {ÉÉ{É½ ¤ÉäSÉ ®cä lÉä, +ÉSÉÉ® ¤ÉäSÉ ®cä lÉä, ´Éä +ÉÉVÉ vÉxÉ´ÉÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉ 

MÉA cé* VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEãÉ iÉBÉE bÉìBÉDºÉ àÉå BÉÖEU BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉä lÉä, ´Éä +ÉÉVÉ vÉxÉ´ÉÉxÉ cÉä MÉA cé* <xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ <iÉxÉÉ {ÉèºÉÉ 

BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cè? +ÉMÉ® ´Éä ãÉÉäMÉ lÉÉä½ÉÒ-ºÉÉÒ +ÉBÉDãÉ càÉå nä nå iÉÉä càÉ £ÉÉÒ lÉÉä½ä vÉxÉ´ÉÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉAÆMÉä, ªÉÉ càÉ ºÉä 

£ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xcå £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU +ÉBÉDãÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* ªÉä VÉÉä SÉÉÒWÉå cé, =ºÉBÉEä >ó{É® £ÉÉÒ càÉå vªÉÉxÉ 

näxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä ºÉàÉªÉ ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä <ºÉàÉå +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® 

ÉÊnA cé, ÉÊb{ÉEÉÒBÉEã]ÉÒWÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå =ºÉàÉå BÉDãÉÉìWÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊb{ÉEÉÒBÉEã]ÉÒ cÉä iÉÉä =ºÉä BÉEèºÉä ºÉÉìã´É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

VÉÉA* +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ +É{ÉxÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ nÖâó{ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ <ºÉàÉå |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* VÉèºÉä 

càÉÉ®ä nÉÒ{Éäxp ÉËºÉc cÖbÂbÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä AäºÉä ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå {ÉfÃ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä 

‘àÉèÉÊbºÉxÉ ºBÉD´ÉÉªÉ®’ àÉå ‘àÉÉänÉÒ-àÉÉänÉÒ’ BÉEcÉ, =xÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå =xcÉåxÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* cÖbÂbÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ 

ÉÊBÉE =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ VÉÉä BÉÖEU £ÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä cé, ´Éä =ºÉä BÉE®åMÉä* =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå 

xÉä ‘àÉèÉÊbºÉxÉ ºBÉD´ÉÉªÉ®’ àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉ ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç nä ÉÊnªÉÉ* ´Éc JÉÖn SÉÉciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉ vÉxÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå +ÉÉA +ÉÉè® <ºÉ 

nä¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉMÉÉÊiÉ àÉå BÉEÉàÉ +ÉÉA* ªÉcÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉBÉE® cÉÒ iÉÉä ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ‘àÉÉänÉÒ-àÉÉänÉÒ’ BÉEÉÒ PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* càÉ 

VÉÉxÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉ <ºÉàÉå lÉÉä½É vÉÉÒàÉÉ SÉãÉ ®cä cé*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉÖEU BÉDãÉÉìWÉäVÉ cé, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ +ÉMÉ® ~ÉÒBÉE ºÉä xÉ cÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉMÉ® ´Éä ãÉÉì xÉ 

cÉå iÉÉä BÉEãÉ <ºÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ‘bÅèBÉEÉìÉÊxÉªÉxÉ ãÉÉì’ BÉEcåMÉä* Prevention has to be taken care of. +ÉMÉ® <ºÉBÉEä 

BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç MÉãÉiÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉE<Ç ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEcåMÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉxÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® ÉÊnA ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ 

BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ VÉÉBÉE® =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE®ä? ABÉE iÉ®{ÉE iÉÉä BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ´Éc BÉEÉä]Ç àÉå VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®ÉÒ 

iÉ®{ÉE BÉEciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉÖEU BÉEÉä]ÂºÉÇ àÉå VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉxÉÉcÉÒ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ®É]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉÖEU +ÉxÉÖ¶ÉÆºÉÉAÆ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊãÉJÉÉÒ 

cÖ<ÇÆ cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé* BÉEãÉ ´Éc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ* +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ãÉÉäMÉ näJÉ 
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®cä cé* ªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ãÉÉäMÉ {ÉÚUiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä ¤ÉéBÉE +ÉBÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå {Éxpc ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä BÉE¤É VÉàÉÉ cÉåMÉä, iÉÉä 

ªÉc ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE £ÉÉÉhÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ* ªÉc +ÉÉ{É ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE {Éxpc ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä VÉàÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉä 

cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ àÉå càÉ BÉDªÉÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé, <ºÉä näJÉåMÉä* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉå ÉÊ{ÉEµÉE cè* +ÉMÉ® ºÉSÉ àÉå 

<iÉxÉä {ÉèºÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉ VÉÉiÉä iÉÉä ªÉc cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEä ¤ÉéBÉE +ÉBÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå {Éxpc ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä 

+ÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä lÉä* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ, ªÉc xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ* ªÉc xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé BÉEciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ AäºÉä BÉEnàÉ 

=~ÉAÆ VÉÉAÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉãÉä ºÉjÉ àÉå ªÉc ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ªÉc ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ ãÉä BÉE® +ÉÉA ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® <ºÉ 

BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ+ÉÉ cè* VÉèºÉä càÉxÉä 3-VÉÉÒ BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå BÉEc ÉÊnªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEä +ÉÉìBÉD¶ÉxÉ àÉå ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ 

BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä ÉÊàÉãÉä* =ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c, <ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ªÉc BÉEcxÉä BÉEÉÒ ={ÉãÉÉÎ¤vÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉMÉä +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä 

ºÉjÉ àÉå +ÉÉ{É +ÉÉBÉE® BÉEcå ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

lÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉàÉå BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉ<Ç, ´Éä <ºÉàÉå {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉäBÉE® xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ {ÉÉA* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ, <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ 

BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä iÉÉÒxÉ àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå càÉxÉä ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä VÉàÉÉ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ - AäºÉÉ BÉÖEU +ÉMÉ® 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEnàÉ =~ÉAMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ªÉc BÉEcäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ¤É½ä ÉÊnãÉ ºÉä º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA ªÉc £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉäFÉÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉMÉä +ÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå 

<ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉ |É£ÉÉ´É nä¶É BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç näMÉÉ*  
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SHRI JAYADEV GALLA (GUNTUR): I would like to compliment the hon. 

Finance Minister, Shri Arun Jaitley for the swiftness he has shown, as promised 

not only during the campaign of the hon. Prime Minister but also in the manifesto, 

in bringing this legislation which is the need of the hour. As he rightly mentioned 

in the Statement of Objects and Reasons, stashed black money in various forms 

including cash deposits, robs the country of financial resources for social 

inclusion, puts burden on the genuine taxpayers and also threatens the national 

security. So, I welcome the Bill wholeheartedly.  

 This Bill was to come in 2004 after the UN Convention  Against 

Corruption; it did not come. It was to come after the judgement of the Supreme 

Curt in 2011; it  did not come then either. Why it didn’t come in these two 

occasions is best left to be answered by the Government of the day?  

 The hon. Finance Minister also agreed that there  are different figures with 

regard to black money illegally parked in safe havens abroad by different agencies 

and persons. The main petitioner of the black money case put the figure at 1,500 

billion dollars, that is, Rs.90 lakh crore.  As per the Global Financial Integrity 

Report, USA, India is the third largest country in 2012 with an outflow of black 

money to the tune of 94.76 billion or Rs.6 lakh crore. This figure of Rs.6 lakh 

crore is just for the year 2012 alone.  The first would be China – 250 billion 

dollars; second is Russia; fourth is Mexico; and the fifth is Malaysia.  

 Out of the 991 billion dollars of capital gone out of all development 

countries in 2012, 10 per cent is from India alone. Illicit money gone out of India 

between 2003  and 2013 was 439 billon dollars – Rs.28 lakh crore. I would like to 

again repeat that between 2003 and 2012, the figure, as per the Global Financial 

Integrity Report, USA, from India, is 439 billion dollars – Rs.28 lakh crore. On an 

average, during this period Rs.2.8 lakh crore had been sent out of India every year 

between 2003 and 2012. Other agencies and individuals also gave other figures. 

So, nobody knows exactly how much black money is parked in those safe havens. 
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But everybody agrees that the scale of black money in India has attained huge 

dimensions.  

 Coming back to the earlier referred judgement of the Supreme Court, I wish 

to submit that the House is very well aware that the Supreme Court gave 

judgement in July, 2011, directing the then Finance Minister to set up a Special 

Investigation Team. But conspicuously, the UPA chose not to appoint. I also 

congratulate Shri Arun Jaitley and the hon. Prime Minister that they have 

appointed the SIT within a few days of entering into office and that too  in the first 

Cabinet meeting itself. On 15th September, 2014, a team of officials led by the 

Revenue Secretary comprising of the Chairman, CBDT signed a Joint Statement 

with concerned authorities in Switzerland with regard to investigation into black 

money stashed in Swish banks. Discussions are on for automatic exchange of 

information in the banking system and Swiss agreed to provide information on 

furnishing evidence from our side.   

To address the issues of black money and to avoid scandalous international 

ramifications and to bring stability and security of the countries, the UN has 

approved UN Convention Against Corruption  in 2004 vide its Resolution No.58/4 

and asked its member-countries to ratify it. The Convention contains detailed 

articles regarding preventive measures and criminalization and law enforcement. 

Article 40, under Chapter III which deals with criminalization and law 

enforcement of the Convention expressly states that – each State Party shall ensure 

that, in case of domestic criminal investigations of offences established in 

accordance with this Convention, there are appropriate mechanisms available 

within its domestic legal system to overcome obstacles that may arise out of the 

application of bank secrecy laws.  
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17.00 hrs. 

 This Convention provides international cooperation in investigation and 

mandates banks to verify the identity of customers and directs them to provide 

necessary mechanism in the legal system to address and repatriate black money. 

 We have signed this Convention in 2005. In spite of pressure from various 

quarters, the UPA Government chose not to ratify it until 2011, that is, just a few 

weeks before the judgement of the Supreme Court on Black Money Case. The 

UPA misled the Apex Court by saying that it is serious in bringing back black 

money. It did not bring any legal mechanism, leave alone constituting SIT for this 

purpose. So, literally, the UPA has done nothing and the NDA is doing everything 

possible in this regard. 

 Sir, I have no doubt that this Government’s approach on black money is 

doggedly persistent, not adventurist. The hon. Finance Minister will never try to 

take shelter under ‘Confidentiality Clause’ of DTAA. Rather, he is going to the 

sources of black money, because unless and until you stop it at source, it is next to 

impossible to stop black money from going out. 

 It was reported that as per the recent study by the National Institute of 

Public Finance and Policy, black money generated in the country is as much as 70 

per cent of the GDP. The lowest figure could be 30 per cent to 40 per cent. Some 

agencies have even estimated to be 100 per cent of our GDP. But the likely figure 

seems to be 70 per cent more than our official GDP. It means, you have a parallel 

economy in the form of black money. So, I urge the hon. Finance Minister to crack 

his whip at the source of black money; only then we can succeed in our efforts for 

having a clean economy. Parallely, I would also suggest joining Paris-based 

Organisation of Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) new protocol 

along with other countries which aim to fight black money. It will help free flow 

of financial and other information on accounts abroad by 2017. 
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 Clause 73 of the Bill helps the Government to be a Member of the OECD 

and achieve its objectives. 

 The House is aware that concealment of taxable income is a civil offence. 

But this Bill, under Clause 88, makes the offence of concealment of income or 

evasion of tax in relation to foreign assets a predicate offence – a crime that leads 

to money laundering – under the Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 2002, and 

under FEMA, 1999. This helps the enforcement agencies such as IT Department, 

ED, CBDT, etc., to attach and confiscate unaccounted assets held abroad and 

prosecute the people laundering black money. It is a good provision. 

 Secondly, making it a criminal offence is equally important, because under 

DTAA you cannot get information if it is a civil offence. 

HON. CHAIRPERSON : Please conclude. 

SHRI JAYADEV GALLA : I will conclude. 

 I would like to give a suggestion. I brought this up under different 

occasions earlier. With the trinity of JAM namely, Jan Dhan Yojana, Adhaar and 

Mobile, I think the time has come now because if we bring down the usage of cash 

in India as a whole, definitely it will bring down black money and, I think that if 

we bring M-commerce legislation into place, allow pre-paid mobile sim cards to 

be Debit Cards and post-paid sim cards to be Credit Cards, it will bring down the 

usage of cash in a big way and definitely bring down the usage of black money 

also. 

 Sir, black money enables and funds corruption. So, the real issue is 

corruption; whether it is political corruption, economic corruption or social 

corruption, it leads to organized crime, crony capitalism, corporate fraud and 

terrorism. It is all pervasive and it is prevalent in all sections of the society. We  
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need a national mindset change in addition to laws like this, and we need cultural 

transformation because every section of civil society is infected with this disease. 

So, I would like the Government to go beyond a Bill like this and start a debate as 

to how we can change the mindset of our society against corruption. Thank you 

very much. 
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SHRI A.P. JITHENDER REDDY (MAHABUBNAGAR): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I 

thank you for the opportunity given to me for taking part in the valuable 

discussion on the Imposition of Tax on Undisclosed Income and Assets Bill, 2015. 

This is an important Bill that specifically deals with black money stashed abroad. 

While I welcome the provisions of this Bill, I also have some humble suggestions 

for the consideration of this House before this Bill is voted upon. 

 Firstly, any person having undisclosed foreign assets can, upon payment of 

30 per cent tax and 30 per cent penalty on the black money can repatriate the 

money and use it in India.  The most astonishing part of this Bill is that the person 

making the declaration will not be prosecuted under any law and he will not be 

required to pay any additional tax or penalty under any law like the FEMA, IT 

Act, Wealth Tax Act, Interest Act, etc.  One who has stashed his illegal money 

abroad is not a patriot or a civil servant.  The Amnesty Scheme would not act as a 

deterrent factor. There must also be some other mechanism to see that such 

offenders do not again get involved in stashing of black money abroad.  Whatever 

name it may be given, this is likely to have a negative effect on the incentives of 

tax evaders.  Such a scheme is likely to create a moral hazard and, therefore, 

should be avoided. 

 Secondly, it seems that this Bill will not help in bringing back the black 

money and can only assist in collecting the ‘revenue’ from those who have been 

caught out.  There is no mechanism in the Bill that provides for asking the foreign 

countries to cooperate and declare the names of the Indians holding accounts in 

their banks.  It appears essentially as an income tax type Bill with very harsh 

measures. 

 Thirdly, the Bill does not provide for immunity from the declaration being 

admissible as an evidence for the purpose of any proceedings relating to 

imposition of penalty or prosecution under the Prevention of Money Laundering 

Act 2002. 
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 Fourthly, the 30 per cent rate of tax proposed under the Bill did not take 

into consideration certain factors such as in case where the assets have been 

acquired a few years back and the value of such an asset has substantially gone up.  

The person making the declaration would become liable to pay tax on such 

unrealised appreciated value which would be substantially higher than the amount 

which the declarant would have invested.  It would be proper if the tax is levied on 

the amount invested or the fair value of the undeclared foreign assets in the year of 

acquisition of the assets. 

 Fifthly, in the proposed Bill, no time limit has been specified to issue a 

notice by an assessing officer.  It could lead to situations where notice is sent to an 

individual with a time lag leading to confusion over the year in which the 

undisclosed foreign asset would get taxed. 

 Sixthly, if the asset is acquired partly out of income not chargeable to tax in 

India, part declaration of such assets should be allowed. 

 Seventhly, the quality of tax administration should be improved. 

 Besides, the Government’s strategy for curbing black money also needs to 

go beyond and address the problem of black money generation, and strategies to 

check movement of black money across the borders. 

 The problem definitely is not insurmountable and there should be a 

willingness.  Readiness is all that is required.  Involve people and see that the 

target is easily met.  Sir, 95 per cent of the population will definitely not have 

black money.  Only a few are having it and it can be controlled over a period. 

 To conclude, while praising this initiative of the Government, I only wish 

that the Government takes into consideration the views of all the stakeholders in 

our country.   

 One more thing also, I would like to say.  It says that the foreign income 

and the foreign assets acquired should be declared.  Our learned Finance Minister, 

Shri Arun Jaitley should know that foreign income is earned and foreign assets are 

created if you really struggle and if you work hard.  Those NRIs and citizens who 
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are abroad, they really struggle to earn their incomes and make a lot of assets 

there. When this Bill comes in and the evaluation is taking place, you should see 

that the NRIs and the citizens abroad should not come under its network.  It should 

be only for those people who have earned black money in this country and stashed 

this amount abroad.  You know the names.  It has been said that $ 1500 billion is 

already there in Switzerland.  You know who holds those accounts.  Such type of 

people should really be punished.  But unnecessarily the NRIs and the citizens 

abroad, who have really slogged for their earnings and made assets and money, 

should be left away.  So, this aspect should be properly looked into in this Bill.   

 With these words, I support the Bill.  
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DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): Thank you, Chairman Sir.  Even though I am a 

student of Economics, still I am a bit ignorant about some of the economic 

situations.  Even though I am also a student of law, I would like to bow my head 

before our present Finance Minister Shri Arun Jaitleyji.   

17.11 hrs   (DR. P. Venugopal in the Chair)  

          I would like to get some concrete replies from the Government of India. 

There are some issues that I would like to raise here.   The hon. Minister has stated 

three reasons as to why this Bill should not be sent to the Standing Committee.  I 

am not going into the statistics of the black money because I am not well-versed 

with the black money. It has become the practice of the Government or of the 

successive Governments maybe that the Bills are not being sent to the Standing 

Committees.  Even the important Bills are not sent to the Standing Committees.  

During the last one year, more than 40 important Bills have been discussed and 

passed.  There is simply introduction, consideration and passing. These three 

things have happened in the House without referring anything to the Standing 

Committees.    

 Even though I am very younger to you also and I am junior too to our hon. 

Finance Minister, still we should not bypass the Parliamentary system and the 

sanctity of the Parliamentary Standing Committees. The Standing Committees 

should be taken into confidence just like this House.  Here, Sir, I may be permitted 

to disagree with the three reasons which the hon. Finance Minister has stated in 

the House.  I support the Bill.  That is a different thing.  I support the Bill but with 

a proviso that this has to be considered by the Standing Committee first. There is 

an English song which we all have heard and sometimes our children may also be 

hearing it from the TV – Money, money, money, it is a rich man’s world. Are the 

laws being made to protect the rich at the expense of the poor?  How is this money 

generated?  That is my humble question.  Sorry for using such a terminology 

because I am also a bit black like you. It is generated illegally; it is unlawful 
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money; and that is why we can term it as ‘black money’. It is the bad money.  This 

money is being generated by violating the rules, norms and prevailing laws of  the 

nation.  This is being stashed outside the country.  There is a flight of capital.  

Why this flight of capital happens? It is because there are ample loopholes in 

almost all the laws.  But this flight can happen only with the unholy nexus of 

political class, the bureaucrats and the corporates.  

Sir, here, I would like to invite your attention to one point, which some of 

my learned friends also mentioned.  Mr. Hooda is present here, and in fact, he was 

the opening batsman. There have been various amnesty schemes.  But whenever 

an amnesty scheme is being declared by the Government, be it your Government 

or be it their Government,  I am not at all concerned about it; I am concerned 

about the money in my pocket because it is being devalued every day… 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA : You were part of the last Government. 

DR. A. SAMPATH : I was not part of your Government. Sorry for that.  Do not 

invite me also.  I am not going to be part of your Government. You may enjoy 

that.… (Interruptions) 

 Sir, here, I may use the words, ‘the arrogance, the affluence, the 

arrogance of the affluent’. We have experienced it during the last so many 

decades.  Every time when the Government shows some “generosity”, they think 

that there will be another bus after the last bus.  Another bus will come after the 

last bus.  So, this happens. 

 Sir, as stated in the Statement of Objects and Reasons of the Bill, which 

we are discussing now,  evasion of tax has been depriving the country of the much 

needed financial resources and has been imposing disproportionate burden on the 

honest tax payers. 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Please conclude, now. 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Sir, you love me very much. That is why whenever I am 

speaking, immediately your hand goes towards the bell… (Interruptions) Today, it 
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is a special day.  Let us also enjoy some sweets, Sir.  At least, give me some more 

minutes instead of   the sweets… (Interruptions) 

 Nishikantji, show some love to me.  We were neighbours in the VP 

House… (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Mr. Nishikant Dubey, please  do not disturb him 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Sir, I am not going into the statistics.  Various statistics are 

there.  I have no disagreement with the statisticians.  Let it be there.  But one thing 

is there. First, the amount of black money is increasing day by day.  Second, the 

amount of black money stashed outside India is also increasing day by day.  The 

net result is that there is an ever-increasing parallel economy.  Every day, it is 

expanding and expanding just like an octopus. We are becoming prey to it.   

 Sir, the hon. Supreme Court has also mentioned certain things.  It has made 

some observations. Anyway, the hon. Finance Minister is well aware of those 

observations.  The Government had made some arguments, which the hon. 

Supreme Court was not pleased to accept.  Here, the Supreme Court mentioned 

about the Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement (DTAA).  My party CPI(M) 

also reiterated that these types of Participatory Notes system should not be allowed 

in this nation.  Whose money is it?  Who is getting this money?  Where from this 

money comes?  Who is the recipient? Anyway, we are put in the dark.  We have 

entered   into the DTAAs with several nations.  Some Agreements had been made 

during the UPA regime; some Agreements had been made during the 1st NDA 

regime. So,  now, the  leaders of the NDA would say to the UPA: “It is because of 

you.” And,   it would happen vice-versa also.  

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Please try to conclude. There are a large number of 

speakers yet to speak.  

DR. A. SAMPATH: Sir, I am in the process of concluding.  

 Sir, all these Agreements are signed without any discussion in the 

Parliament. This Government can enter into any Agreement without any 

concurrence from the Parliament of India. It is a pity. It is just like allowing the 
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post boxes being opened in Mauritius with  Mauritian address and allowing a 

rerouting of your black money into India in the white form. So, the black money 

that goes out,  can come back in a white form. 

 While a discussion was initiated in this House and in the Rajya Sabha also, 

the Government of Mauritius has issued a statement that we do not tolerate black 

money and we are not a place where the money laundering can be done and we are 

in good relations with the Government of India etc.  But why are there still tax 

havens?  These tax havens are being used for stashing out the black money.  

Before concluding, may I ask one question because the hon. Minister may be 

willing to give the reply on that thing?  

 Every year, we are importing gold.  We are importing tonnes and tonnes of 

gold.  The Government of Switzerland gave a statement that such and such amount 

of gold has been exported to India.  In India, the gold ornament and jewellery 

sector people say that we have imported only this much amount of gold.  But there 

is a difference between the export from Switzerland and the import in India from 

Switzerland.  So, what happens is that as some other hon. Members have stated 

that this is because of over-invoicing and under-invoicing.   

 A suggestion has come.  The NRIs should not be harassed.  We are having 

the largest number of migrant workers working in other nations who are from 

India.  They are not only from my State but also from almost all the other States.  

They should not be harassed.   

HON. CHAIRPERSON : Nothing will go in record.  

… (Interruptions)…  

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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SHRI VARAPRASAD RAO VELAGAPALLI (TIRUPATI): I thank the Chair for 

giving me this wonderful opportunity.  I congratulate the Government for bringing 

out a legislation of this type which this country badly needs it for two reasons.  

 I am not going to speak on political aspect.  Other than the political reasons, 

why we need the money is that the money which belongs to our country has been 

stashed elsewhere.  We need that money for the development and for the inclusive 

growth and for the economic development.   

 We also need money because that money is being used for bad purposes 

like terrorism, drug trafficking and other activities.  Therefore, for more than one 

reason, I congratulate the Government for bringing this Bill.  I have suggestions 

here with regard to the voluntary declaration within six months. The tax should 

thirty percent plus another equivalent amount.  It may not be very big incentive to 

the people to declare.  So, I am of the opinion that if we want to make it more 

successful and we want to get the money from outside the country, perhaps that 

sixty per cent could be brought down to forty five per cent or the fifty per cent.  

 Secondly, penalty on assets are quite high.  Concealment of income will 

attract penalty up to ninety per cent but on the undisclosed assets, we do not have 

the mechanism to do that.  The Government has to look into that aspect.  There is 

a penalty of ten lakh rupees for non filing of returns.  Do we have the mechanism 

to implement that non-filing of returns?  Therefore, to make it successful, unless 

we have a proper mechanism and machinery, it would be very difficult to bring the 

money back.  

 Sir, many Members have mentioned that this Bill provides for the criminal 

liability with punishment from three years to ten years.  Please ensure that small 

fishes are not caught in the process. So, the big fishes, who are really enjoying the 

benefit of black money, should be brought into the book.  

 Next is, the penalty for failure to furnish the income tax returns of foreign 

assets attracts six months to seven years imprisonment but it also covers banks and 
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financial institutions here. So, do you think or does the Government think that it is 

practically possible to get the assets of the banks and financial institutions? As of 

now the Government has entered into Double Taxation Avoidance Agreement 

with more than 85 countries. But we have more than 210 countries. So, there is 

every possibility that where this is not covered, these people always could go and 

stash their money in other countries. So, unless you make it foolproof to see that 

this agreement is done with maximum number of countries, we may not be 

successful in implementing this law. 

 The persons holding foreign account with less than Rs.5 lakh, that is, 

10,000 dollars, are protected. My advice here is, unless the Government makes it 

specific like students’ account or professional account, it may open the Pandora’s 

box because each family can open different accounts in the name of their relatives 

and so on and so forth. So, that loophole needs to be plugged.  

 As earlier spoken by many speakers, unless black money is checked in the 

country, there is no point in going abroad. The reason is, the origin of black money 

starts in India and we have not taken any effective steps here in the country to stop 

the black money generation. Therefore, for political reason it may sound good but 

for other practical purposes, it would be extremely difficult to implement this 

legislation because, as earlier mentioned, as much as 71 per cent of our GDP is a 

parallel economy which is going on here. It means, presuming our GDP is two 

trillion dollars, approximately 1.4 trillion dollars worth parallel economy is 

running here.   

 With regard to the PIL where the Supreme Court has started the SIT, I do 

not think we have seen much impact of that SIT. So, unless at the country level we 

are not able to do much here, bringing a legislation of this type may not serve 

much purpose. So, whatever has to be done should also be done at the country 

level first. We have a big hope because in 2017, the OECD, Organization for 

Economic Cooperation and Development, is going to come with automatic 

exchange of information. Perhaps, that would be of some use to us. 
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 This issue is extremely sensitive. It also involves the family members and 

others. So, it should be dealt with lot of sensitivities. The families of the resident 

Indians should not be embarrassed, and the expatriates, who become residents 

based on their physical stay in India, should be dealt in a different way. So, 

sensitivities are very much required. Adequate machinery is required.  

 All I suggest here is, if you are really serious here, we have to take care at 

the country level and, particularly the benami transactions could be arrested. 

Second is, cashless country could be slowly introduced here. With this kind of 

things only, we can stop the generation of black money.  

 Thank you very much for giving me this opportunity. 
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gÉÉÒ iÉÉÉÊ®BÉE +ÉxÉ´É® (BÉEÉÊ]cÉ®): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ <ºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä ¶ÉÖâó BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ SÉÖxÉÉ´É àÉå xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä +ÉÉè® £ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ xÉä nä¶É´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå ºÉä ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½É ´ÉÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ 

+ÉÉè® ´Éc ´ÉÉnÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ lÉÉ* |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ ¤ÉxÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® ¤ÉÉ® BÉEciÉä ®cä 

ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ UÖ{Éä cÖA vÉxÉ ºÉä nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉº´ÉÉÒ® ¤ÉnãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè, nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇ-BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ¤ÉnãÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè 

+ÉÉè® càÉ iÉäVÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* =xcÉåxÉä ¤ÉÉ® ¤ÉÉ® <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® VÉÉä® ÉÊnªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE c® BÉEÉÒàÉiÉ {É® BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

nä¶É àÉå ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ*  

 ºÉkÉÉ ºÉà£ÉÉãÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ABÉE ´ÉÉÇ ¤ÉÉÒiÉ VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ nä¶É BÉEä JÉÉäA cÖA vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä 

BÉEä àÉBÉEºÉn ºÉä +ÉÉVÉ  Þ +ÉxÉÉÊbºBÉDãÉÉäVb {ÉEÉ®äxÉ <xÉBÉEàÉ AÆb +ÉºÉäºÉ]ÂºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, 2015  Þ ãÉä BÉE® +ÉÉA cé* nÚºÉ®ÉÒ 

+ÉÉä®, £ÉÉVÉ{ÉÉ BÉEä ®É]ÅÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ xÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® ÉÊºÉ®ä ºÉä =ºÉ àÉºÉãÉä BÉEÉä JÉÉÉÊ®VÉ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ* 

=xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc iÉÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉE SÉÖxÉÉ´ÉÉÒ VÉÖàÉãÉÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® <ºÉÉÊãÉA =ºÉ {É® =iÉxÉÉÒ ºÉÆVÉÉÒnMÉÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä 

BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä +ÉvªÉFÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ãÉèBÉE àÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ªÉc £ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ cÉä, =ºÉºÉä ªÉc =ààÉÉÒn BÉE®xÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉE£ÉÉÒ-BÉE£ÉÉÒ ¶ÉBÉE cÉäiÉÉ cè*  

 SÉÖxÉÉ´É BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ ªÉc £ÉÉÒ ´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 15 ºÉä 20 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä c® BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ BÉEä JÉÉiÉä àÉå 

VÉàÉÉ cÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä =ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® ªÉBÉEÉÒxÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉE® ÉÊãÉªÉÉ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) +É¤É ªÉc ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä MÉãÉä BÉEÉÒ cbÂbÉÒ 

¤ÉxÉ SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® ªÉc BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cè* SÉÖxÉÉ´ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ àÉå +ÉBÉDºÉ® AäºÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ 

¤É½ä-¤É½ä ´ÉÉªÉnä BÉE® VÉÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ªÉÉ +É{ÉxÉä {ÉFÉ àÉå BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉÖEU AäºÉÉÒ 

¤ÉÉiÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉEc VÉÉiÉä cé VÉÉä ¤ÉÉn àÉå càÉÉ®ä ÉÊãÉA àÉÖºÉÉÒ¤ÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cé* ´ÉcÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ cÖ<Ç cè* +ÉMÉ® ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ näxÉä ºÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉ cãÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉiÉÉ iÉÉä càÉ {ÉcãÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® ¤ÉnãÉÉ´É ãÉÉA 

cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉBÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÖJÉnÉªÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ ®cä cé* ]èBÉDºÉ ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ |ÉlÉÉ àÉå iÉ¤nÉÒãÉÉÒ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE 

VÉ¤É iÉBÉE càÉ ºÉ®ãÉ iÉÉè® {É® ]èBÉDºÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉåMÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä càÉxÉä ABÉE BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, 

VÉÉÒAºÉ]ÉÒ uÉ®É ABÉE ¶ÉÖ°ô+ÉÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE c® ]èBÉDºÉ àÉå ºÉ®ãÉiÉÉ ¤É®iÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè iÉÉÉÊBÉE ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉä àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ {É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ xÉ cÉä*  

 càÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä {ÉènÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ »ÉÉäiÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä 

{ÉÉÒUä ABÉE àÉxÉÉä´ÉèYÉÉÉÊxÉBÉE BÉEÉ®hÉ cè* ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉÉäSÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ªÉc {ÉèºÉÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®gÉàÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

=ºÉ BÉEàÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉä =xÉºÉä ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉÉÊãÉA ´Éä =ºÉ {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE®iÉä cé* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

´Éä c® ´Éc iÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ +É{ÉxÉÉiÉä cé VÉÉä MÉè®-BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÉÒ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ªÉc £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ]èBÉDºÉ SÉÉä®ÉÒ BÉEÉ 

®ÉºiÉÉ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉè® xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉä ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDºÉ BÉEä {ÉnÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ªÉÉ nÚºÉ®ä {ÉnÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊVÉxcå ]èBÉDºÉ 
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´ÉºÉÚãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ nÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, ´Éä cÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉEèºÉä ]èBÉDºÉ SÉÉä®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA* <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå 

BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊU{ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉäxÉÉàÉÉÒ JÉÉiÉä JÉÉäãÉä VÉÉiÉä cé* c´ÉÉãÉÉ BÉEä VÉÉÊ®A BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ 

¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ]èBÉDºÉ cè´ÉxÉ nä¶ÉÉå àÉå ´Éc {ÉèºÉÉ VÉàÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ ºÉä +ÉÉè® 

+ÉÉÊvÉBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEàÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ ={ÉÉªÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉiÉä cé* º]ÉìBÉE àÉÉBÉEæ] ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ®ÉÒªÉãÉ Aº]ä] àÉå 

BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ VÉÉä®-¶ÉÉä® ºÉä cÉäiÉÉ cè* ºÉ]Â]É ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É =nÉc®hÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE 

BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* c® SÉÉÒVÉ àÉå ºÉ]Â]É ãÉMÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ÉÊµÉEBÉEä] BÉEä àÉèSÉÉå BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 

SÉÖxÉÉ´ÉÉå BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉ]Â]É ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè* ºÉ]Â]É ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® àÉå +É®¤ÉÉå +ÉÉè® JÉ®¤ÉÉå âó{ÉªÉä ãÉMÉÉA VÉÉiÉä cé*  ºÉ]Â]É 

¤ÉÉVÉÉ® ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ABÉE {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉàÉnxÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® {ÉÚ®É ºÉ]Â]É ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ +ÉÉÌVÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA cÉäiÉÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ VÉÉãÉ nä¶É ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ÉÊ´Énä¶É iÉBÉE {ÉEèãÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* <xÉ iÉàÉÉàÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉä VÉÉxÉxÉä BÉEä 

¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ãÉÉSÉÉ® cè, ºÉ]Â]É ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® {É® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ +ÉÆBÉÖE¶É ãÉMÉÉxÉä àÉå +ÉºÉ{ÉEãÉ cè* ºÉ]Â]É ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® 

BÉEÉ BÉEÉ®Éä¤ÉÉ® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÆJÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä cÉä ®cÉ cè, {É®xiÉÖ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® =ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ BÉEnàÉ =~ÉxÉä àÉå 

àÉVÉ¤ÉÚ® +ÉÉè® ãÉÉSÉÉ® ÉÊnJÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ AäºÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ={ÉÉªÉ BÉE®iÉä cé ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ºÉ]Â]É ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® 

BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉàÉnxÉÉÒ ºÉä ]èBÉDºÉ ´ÉºÉÚãÉÉ VÉÉA* <ºÉºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä JÉVÉÉxÉä àÉå BÉÖEU ÉÊcººÉÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA* BÉE<Ç nä¶ÉÉå àÉå <ºÉ 

ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ àÉå ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ nÉ´ÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉàÉå ºÉÚZÉ-¤ÉÚZÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç 

BÉEàÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, àÉé SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ´Éä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ºÉÚZÉ-¤ÉÚZÉ BÉEÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä àÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉE®å* càÉå 

ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®xÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ ¤É½ä {ÉèàÉÉxÉä {É® ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ SÉÖxÉÉ´ÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ cè, càÉå +É{ÉxÉä 

ÉÊMÉ®ä¤ÉÉxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ ZÉÉÆBÉExÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ càÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ~ÉäºÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ +É{ÉxÉÉxÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* càÉÉ®É SÉÖxÉÉ´É 

+ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ àÉÉàÉãÉä BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉªÉÆÉÊjÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä àÉå {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉ{ÉEãÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* c® SÉÖxÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ 

¤ÉfÃiÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè, ªÉc càÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊSÉxiÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ºÉcÉÒ àÉÉªÉxÉä àÉå càÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉfÃiÉä cÖA 

|É£ÉÉ´É BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé iÉÉä SÉÖxÉÉ´É àÉå <ºÉBÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ cÉä, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè* 

BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ ªÉÉ MÉãÉiÉ fÆMÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉÉA MÉA vÉxÉ BÉEÉä +ÉMÉ® càÉ BÉEàÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé iÉÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ 

àÉÉxÉÉÊºÉBÉEiÉÉ ¤ÉnãÉxÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ, ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ BÉE½ä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä ºÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ {É® +ÉÆBÉÖE¶É ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ ºÉÆ£É´É xÉcÉÓ cè* <xcÉÓ 

¶É¤nÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ uÉ®É ãÉÉA MÉA <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ 

cÚÆ*  
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ªÉÉäMÉÉÒ +ÉÉÉÊniªÉxÉÉlÉ (MÉÉä®JÉ{ÉÖ®): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ ¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå ®JÉä MÉA BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä ºÉä 

ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEä ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå àÉé ªÉcÉÆ JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé +ÉÉÊ£ÉxÉÆnxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ 

BÉEÉ, ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä §É]SÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÒfÃ {É® |ÉcÉ® BÉE®xÉä +ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ ºÉä cÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ iÉàÉÉàÉ nÖ|É´ÉßÉÊkÉªÉÉå 

BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÒfÃ BÉEÉä iÉÉä½xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE ºÉJiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉä <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ãÉÉMÉÚ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

cè* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉå nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® cÉäiÉÉÒ ®cÉÒ cé, +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ºÉä cÉÒ ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® ªÉc 

ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ SÉSÉÉÇ +ÉÉè® BÉEÉèiÉÖcãÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ ®cÉ cè, ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ <ºÉ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå iÉàÉÉàÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä VÉÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ +ÉÉiÉä ®cä 

cé, =xÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉºÉ àÉå BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉÉ£ÉÉºÉ ®cÉ cè* BÉEä´ÉãÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä ºÉä BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉãÉäMÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

xÉÉÒªÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉé ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ BÉEä +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå ºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä =ºÉ ofÃ ºÉÆBÉEã{É +ÉÉè® 

xÉäBÉE xÉÉÒªÉiÉ BÉEÉ {ÉÉÊ®SÉªÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* <ºÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ cÉäxÉä {É® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉÉÒ BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉä] BÉEÉÒ ¤Éè~BÉE àÉå ªÉc 

ºÉÆBÉEã{É {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ ¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå ®JÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA AºÉ+ÉÉ<Ç]ÉÒ BÉEÉ 

MÉ~xÉ cÉä* ªÉc <ºÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ näxÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉE<Ç ´ÉÉÉç ºÉä ãÉ]BÉEÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉE® ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, ªÉc BÉEÉèxÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ºÉàÉÉxÉÉÆiÉ® +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ xÉä 

<ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* BÉEä´ÉãÉ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, nä¶É àÉå ºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ BÉEãªÉÉhÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ àÉå, nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉä, MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEÉ 

ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ cÉä, +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉn, xÉBÉDºÉãÉ´ÉÉn, +ÉãÉMÉÉ´É´ÉÉn BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ cÉä, <ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ +ÉÉè® 

ºÉàÉÉxÉÉÆiÉ® +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ xÉä BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ ®Éä½ä +É]BÉEÉA cé* 

 JÉÉºÉiÉÉè® ºÉä VÉ¤É càÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ =xàÉÚãÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉä cé iÉÉä <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ®ÉÒªÉãÉ <º]ä] BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ 

cè, ªÉc £ÉÉÒ näJÉå* VÉ¤É ºÉä <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå 2008-2009 ºÉä BÉEÉãÉÉvÉxÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, iÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® 

{É® ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç nä ®cÉÒ cé* {ÉcãÉÉÒ iÉÉä ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ®ÉÒªÉãÉ <º]ä] àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®É {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* +ÉSÉÉxÉBÉE VÉàÉÉÒxÉÉå 

BÉEä nÉàÉ ¤ÉfÃä +ÉÉè® nÚºÉ®É ªÉc ÉÊBÉE MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉBÉEÉxÉ ãÉäxÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ nÖBÉE® cÉä MÉªÉÉ* BÉDªÉÉ càÉ <xÉ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉªÉÉå BÉEÉä 

näJÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉÉ ®cä cé, <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÉÊnxÉ +ÉiªÉÆiÉ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE cè* VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ªÉc BÉEciÉä lÉä ÉÊBÉE 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä´ÉãÉ ´ÉÉnÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè, àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc =xÉBÉEä àÉÖÆc {É® ABÉE iÉàÉÉSÉä BÉEä ºÉàÉÉxÉ cè* {ÉcãÉä 

AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ. BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ BÉE®xÉÉ, ÉÊ{ÉE® <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE uÉ®É ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, =iÉxÉÉÒ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉÉÒ 

|ÉnÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉnxÉ àÉå ®JÉxÉÉ, ªÉä ºÉ¤É àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ SÉÉÒVÉå cé* <iÉxÉÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ 

+ÉÉè® <iÉxÉÉ ºÉJiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ {ÉcãÉä BÉE£ÉÉÒ |ÉªÉÉºÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ*  
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 <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå BÉE<Ç ºÉJiÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cé* ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå +ÉÉªÉ ªÉÉ ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ {É® 30 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ]èBÉDºÉ näxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ, 

+ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ UÖ{ÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ºÉ {É® ]èBÉDºÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉÉÒxÉ MÉÖxÉÉ {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉBÉEä 

+ÉÉÊiÉÉÊ®BÉDiÉ VÉÖàÉÉÇxÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É +ÉPÉÉäÉÊÉiÉ ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEä 90 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEä ¤É®É¤É® cÉäMÉÉÒ* +ÉÉªÉBÉE® ÉÊ®]xÉÇ àÉå ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ 

ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEÉ JÉÖãÉÉºÉÉ xÉ BÉE®xÉä {É® nºÉ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ {ÉèxÉã]ÉÒ, ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå +ÉÉªÉ UÖ{ÉÉxÉä {É® +ÉÉ{É®ÉÉÊvÉBÉE àÉÉàÉãÉÉ 

SÉãÉäMÉÉ* VÉÉxÉ¤ÉÚZÉBÉE® ]èBÉDºÉ SÉÉä®ÉÒ BÉE®BÉEä ÉÊ´Énä¶É àÉå ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ VÉàÉÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉä iÉÉÒxÉ ºÉä nºÉ ´ÉÉÇ BÉEÉ®É´ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉè® 

VÉÖàÉÉÇxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ÉÊ®]xÉÇ àÉå ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉvÉÚ®ÉÒ ªÉÉ MÉãÉiÉ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ näxÉä {É® 

U& àÉÉc ºÉä ºÉÉiÉ ºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉVÉÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cè* ]èBÉDºÉ SÉÉä®ÉÒ àÉå àÉnn BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ¤ÉéBÉE +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´ÉkÉÉÒªÉ 

ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉÉå {É® £ÉÉÒ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ãÉÉMÉÚ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå cè* VÉÉxÉ¤ÉÚZÉBÉE® ]èBÉDºÉ SÉÉä®ÉÒ BÉE®xÉä {É® iÉÉÒxÉ 

ºÉä nºÉ ºÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉ®É´ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉè® 25 ãÉÉJÉ °ô{ÉA ºÉä 1 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA iÉBÉE BÉEä VÉÖàÉÉÇxÉä BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ cè* ªÉä 

iÉàÉÉàÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEä ´Éä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ {ÉcãÉÚ cé ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉÒ <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÊ®|ÉäFªÉ àÉå +ÉiªÉÆiÉ 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉÒ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, ªÉc càÉä¶ÉÉ ÉÊ´É´ÉÉn BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉvÉxÉ cè, SÉÉcä ´Éc ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ ¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå cÉä 

ªÉÉ nä¶É àÉå cÉä* ªÉc <ºÉÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä iÉiBÉEÉãÉ ¤ÉÉn ºÉä {ÉcãÉä <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® VÉÉä 

¤ÉÉiÉ SÉãÉÉÒ, AxÉ. BÉEÉ®bÉä® xÉä 1953-1954 àÉå 600 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA ¤ÉiÉÉA lÉä* VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE {ÉÉSÉÚ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ xÉä 1961-1962 

àÉå 700 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA +ÉÉè® 1965-1966 àÉå 1,000 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA BÉEä BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ lÉÉÒ* =ºÉÉÒ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ 

BÉEä ABÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ bÉÒ.BÉEä. ®ÆMÉxÉäBÉE®, <xcÉåxÉä 1961-1962 àÉå 1150 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA, 1969 ºÉä 1978 BÉEä 

¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå 3,080 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ* <ºÉÉÒ àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå VÉ¤É +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ SÉãÉÉÒ iÉÉä +ÉÉ<Ç+ÉÉ<ÇAàÉ BÉEä |ÉÉä{ÉEäºÉ® 

+ÉÉ®. ´ÉètÉxÉÉlÉxÉ xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉÖEãÉ BÉEÉãÉÉvÉxÉ 72 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE BÉEÉ cè* <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ 

vÉxÉ®ÉÉÊ¶É +ÉÉè® ´Éc vÉxÉ®ÉÉÊ¶É ÉÊBÉEºÉ °ô{É àÉå +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè, ºÉÆMÉÉÊ~iÉ +É{É®ÉvÉ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå, 

+ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉn +ÉÉè® xÉ¶ÉÉÒãÉÉÒ {ÉnÉlÉÉç BÉEÉÒ iÉºBÉE®ÉÒ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå, ®ÉÒªÉãÉ <º]ä] àÉå, ÉÊ{ÉEãàÉ =tÉÉäMÉ àÉå* ªÉc +ÉÉ¶SÉªÉÇVÉxÉBÉE 

cè ÉÊBÉE 22 ´ÉÉÉç àÉå nÉ>ón BÉEä |ÉiªÉÉ®Éä{ÉhÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nÉ>ón BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ºÉÉ©ÉÉVªÉ 

SÉãÉ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ {É® |ÉcÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉiªÉÆiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè* BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

BÉEÉãÉÉvÉxÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ ºÉÆMÉÉÊ~iÉ +É{É®ÉvÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉn BÉEÉä, +ÉãÉMÉÉ´É´ÉÉn BÉEÉä £É½BÉEÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ  

BÉÖEÉÎiºÉiÉ SÉä]É cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ºÉJiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ cÉÒ <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ nÖ|É´ÉßÉÊkÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÒfÃ {É® VÉÉä®nÉ® |ÉcÉ® 

BÉE®BÉEä =ºÉä iÉÉä½xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ BÉE®äMÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉå ABÉE xÉ<Ç VÉÉxÉ {ÉÚEÆBÉExÉä BÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ 

BÉE®äMÉÉ* 

  



11.05.2015  
  

151

 àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn nÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <iÉxÉÉ ºÉJiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ =xcÉåxÉä ªÉcÉÆ {É® <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä 

ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* càÉå ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ cè ÉÊBÉE xÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå ®JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉvÉxÉ <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® 

+ÉÉAMÉÉ, +ÉÉÊ{ÉiÉÖ <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä +ÉÆn® ®JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉvÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉå, MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ =xàÉÚãÉxÉ àÉå 

+ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEÉÒ £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ºÉàÉºªÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ nÚ® BÉE®xÉä àÉå ºÉcÉªÉBÉE cÉäMÉÉ*     
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gÉÉÒ VÉªÉ |ÉBÉEÉ¶É xÉÉ®ÉªÉhÉ ªÉÉn´É (¤ÉÉÄBÉEÉ) : ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉä]ãÉÉÒ ºÉÉc¤É xÉä 

+ÉxÉÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäVb +ÉºÉä]ÂºÉ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {Éä¶É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* VÉä]ãÉÉÒ 

ºÉÉc¤É BÉEãÉàÉ BÉEä vÉxÉÉÒ cé, ÉÊ´ÉuÉxÉ cé +ÉÉè® =xÉºÉä nä¶É +É{ÉäFÉÉ ®JÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ãÉÉÉÊVÉàÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE nä¶É àÉå BÉEÉãÉÉ 

vÉxÉ ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÊ£É¶ÉÉ{É ¤ÉxÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉÆBÉEã{É {ÉÚ®ä ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉàÉå 

BÉEÉä<Ç nÉä ®ÉªÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè? <ºÉBÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA BÉDªÉÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA cé? ÉÊBÉEºÉ-ÉÊBÉEºÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè? <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉiÉÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® ÉÊbºÉBÉDãÉÉäWÉ 

BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊ´ÉãÉà¤É cÉä ®cÉ cè* nä¶É +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ´ÉÉàÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä BÉDªÉÉ ´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ? nä¶É 

BÉEä xÉÉèVÉ´ÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ªÉc ´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® ¤É½ä cÉÒ bÆBÉEä BÉEÉÒ SÉÉä] {É® BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉE nä¶É àÉå càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ãÉÉ+ÉÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´Énä¶É ºÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {ÉÉ+ÉÉä* ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤É½ÉÒ JÉÖ¶ÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® SÉÉ®Éå 

iÉ®{ÉE ãÉÉäMÉ cÉäãÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® nÉÒ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉxÉä ãÉMÉä* ªÉc £ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉÉfÃä 26 ãÉÉJÉ BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

ºÉÉè ÉÊnxÉ àÉå ÉÊ´Énä¶É ºÉä nä¶É àÉå +ÉÉAMÉÉ +ÉÉè® |ÉiªÉäBÉE BÉEä JÉÉiÉä àÉå 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä +ÉÉAÆMÉä* ~ÉÒBÉE cè, ¤ÉÉn àÉå =ºÉ {É® 

VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä, ¶ÉMÉÖ{ÉEÉ cÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nä¶É +ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEÉ xÉÉèVÉ´ÉÉxÉ VÉÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä näxÉä 

BÉEÉ VÉÉä ´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc {ÉÚ®É BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè? +ÉÉVÉ ªÉc BÉEcÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ¶ÉMÉÖ{ÉEÉ cè* 

´É½Éän®É ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® ¤ÉxÉÉ®ºÉ iÉBÉE ªÉc SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç* càÉå <ºÉä £ÉÚãÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ c® {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® àÉÖÆc ¤ÉÉªÉä JÉ½É 

cè* PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉºÉä ªÉÚ-]xÉÇ ãÉä ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* £ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä £É½BÉEÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ¤É BÉEä JÉÉiÉä àÉå 15-

15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä {ÉcÖÆSÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ SÉàÉBÉE {ÉEÉÒBÉEÉ cè* càÉå +ÉÉVÉ <xÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå {É® MÉÉè® BÉE®xÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE 

ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå VÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ VÉàÉÉ cè, ´Éc nä¶É BÉEÉ {ÉèºÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä VÉàÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE 

àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉÉÒ ºÉä JÉ½É cÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ nä¶É àÉå +ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ªÉc MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEÉ JÉÚxÉ SÉÚºÉBÉE® 

¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ cè* BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉ+ÉÉä, ´ÉÉªÉnä BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®Éä* ºÉkÉÉ ºÉä +ÉxªÉlÉÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä VÉxÉiÉÉ ¤ÉänJÉãÉ BÉE® 

näMÉÉÒ, <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ ®JÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉVÉ UÉä]ä-UÉä]ä ¤ÉSSÉÉå ºÉä BÉEcÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ 

BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè* ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä ºÉÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉ 

´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA càÉå <ºÉºÉä £ÉÉMÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® <xÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå {É® MÉÉè® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

BÉEÉãÉÉ xÉÉMÉ cè VÉÉä nä¶É BÉEÉä bºÉ ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEÉä âóãÉÉ ®cÉ cè*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ)     

HON. CHAIRPERSON: Shri Sher Singh Ghubaya, you can speak now. Nothing 

else is going on record. 

… (Interruptions)…  

                                                 
 Not recorded.  
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SHRI SHER SINGH GHUBAYA (FEROZEPUR):  I thank you Hon’ble 

Chairman Sir, for giving me the opportunity to speak on an important Bill – “The 

Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill,2015”. I rise to 

support this Bill which deals with Black Money lying in the foreign bank 

accounts. 

 Sir, Black money is a canker that is destroying our economy.  We have 

discussed this menace in this august House several times.  Demands have been 

vociferously made by all sections of society to bring back the Black money that 

has been stashed in foreign banks by unscrupulous elements.  During the time of 

the erstwhile UPA, the proceedings of this House were also disturbed on this 

burning issue.  However, the Congress-led regime never thought about bringing a 

specific law to deal with this issue. 

 Sir, I want to thank the Hon’ble Prime Minister Shri Modi and the Hon’ble 

Finance Minister Shri Jaitley who have brought a landmark and historic bill in this 

House. I do hope that we will be able to bring back the unaccounted Black money 

stashed abroad in foreign banks.  Then, we will be able to judiciously utilize this 

whopping amount for development work for our farmers and poor sections of 

society. 

 Hon’ble Chairman Sir, what is the genesis of Black money?  Some corrupt 

political leaders, businessmen, smugglers and other unscrupulous elements evade 

the paying of taxes by illegally stashing abroad the unaccounted money they have 

made by unfair means. They flout the laws with impunity.  This Bill will bring to 

book such shady elements.  Such elements are a threat to our national security 

because Black money is often used to foment trouble, to bolster terrorism and to 

pump in the country banned drugs and intoxicants.  It weakens the country. 

 Sir, we have signed agreements with 80 countries to check this menace.  

We must coordinate closely with these countries to arrest the guilty.  The canker 

of Black money is a common threat to all the countries.  So, working in tandem 
                                                 
 English translation of the speech originally delivered in Punjabi.  
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with other countries is a must.  A well-oiled system should be in place to stamp 

out this menace. Those guilty must be granted exemplary punishment which could 

act as a deterrent. 

 Sir, Jaitley ji is a learned person.  He knows the nitty-gritties and nuances 

of this problem.  However, let me add that we must relax a little the stringent laws 

that deal with offences relating to evasion of Income tax.  Black money is also 

lying in our country.  If we could get back this money too, it will go a long way in 

giving a fillip to the developmental activities. 

 Sir, rumours are rife that some sort of tax will be imposed on the farmers.  

The farmers in our country are in a pitiable condition.  They are committing 

suicides due to various factors.  So, no such tax should be imposed on the hapless 

farmers.  Rather, the Black money lying in foreign banks should be brought to 

India and pumped into the agricultural sector.  It will give the much-needed boost 

to this sector. 

 Sir, in the end, let me thank Hon’ble Minister for bringing this historic bill.  

It is a watershed event.  It will surely rein in the menace of Black money and this 

money will definitely boost development and progress of various sectors once it is 

brought to India and utilized judiciously.  Thank you. 
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gÉÉÒ vÉàÉÇ ´ÉÉÒ® MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ ({ÉÉÊ]ªÉÉãÉÉ) : ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÖqä {É® càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå ºÉä SÉSÉÉÇ 

SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä iÉBÉE®ÉÒ¤ÉxÉ 10-12 ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä ºÉ£ÉÉÒ {ÉÉÉÌ]ªÉÉÆ <ºÉ {É® ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ ®cÉÒ cé* àÉä®ä BÉÖEU ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cé, 

àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉxÉ {É® +ÉMÉ® +ÉàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä <ºÉ àÉÖqä {É® +É£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ BÉÖEU BÉE® 

ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® AxÉbÉÒA BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä £ÉÉÒ ¤É½ä-¤É½ä ´ÉÉnä ÉÊBÉEA MÉA cé, {É®ÆiÉÖ <ºÉBÉEä VÉÉä 

+ÉºÉãÉÉÒ ={ÉÉªÉ cé =xÉBÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÖZÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ®cÉ cè* àÉé <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE ÉËcnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä 

A{ÉEbÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶É cÉäiÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ VÉÉä ºÉÉäºÉÇ cè, ´Éc {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ´Éä ¤ÉÉvªÉ 

xÉcÉÓ cé* They are not compelled to tell that as per rules ÉÊBÉE BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ ´Éä {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä <Æ´Éäº] 

BÉE® ®cÉÒ cé* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE A{ÉEbÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç ªÉÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶ÉBÉE cé, VÉÉä ªÉcÉÆ {ÉèºÉÉ <Æ´Éäº] 

BÉE®iÉä cé, =xÉBÉEÉä =ºÉ {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉ ºÉÉäºÉÇ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉWÉ¤ÉÚ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® ªÉc {ÉBÉDBÉEÉ <ÆiÉVÉÉàÉ cÉäxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE ´Éä ¤ÉiÉÉAÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉËcnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå VÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ ´Éä {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉMÉÉ ®cä cé, ´Éä BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä ãÉMÉÉ ®cä cé, =ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉÉäºÉÇ BÉDªÉÉ 

cè* ªÉc ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ABÉE JÉÉàÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ÉÊºÉº]àÉ àÉå cè VÉÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉ´ÉÉ näiÉÉÒ cè*   

 nÚºÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc  cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä àÉÉ®ÉÒ¶ÉºÉ ªÉÉ nÚºÉ®ä °ô] cé BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä, =xÉ ºÉ¤É {É® càÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ SÉÉèBÉEºÉÉÒ 

®JÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, =xÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ càÉxÉä VÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå ºÉÆÉÊvÉªÉÉÄ BÉEÉÒ cé, =xÉBÉEÉ VÉÉä 

+É¤É iÉBÉE +ÉºÉ® cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =xÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA càÉÉ®É BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉc® {É½É cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

ÉÊcººÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, ¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉÖEU {ÉèºÉÉ càÉÉ®É ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ ¤ÉéBÉEÉå àÉå {É½É cè - SÉÉcä ´Éc ÉÎº´É]ÂWÉ®ãÉéb BÉEä ¤ÉéBÉE 

cÉå, SÉÉcä ´Éc VÉàÉÇxÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉéBÉE cÉå, =xÉàÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEàÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ®c MÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÄ ÉÊBÉE +É£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ ¤ÉSÉÉ 

cè, +ÉMÉ® =ºÉBÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉÉ cè iÉÉä =xÉ ºÉÆÉÊvÉªÉÉå {É® +ÉàÉãÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA VÉÉä cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cé ªÉÉ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEMÉÉ® {É® 

cé, VÉãnÉÒ ºÉä VÉãnÉÒ {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA, =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ ¤ÉiÉÉA VÉÉAÄ, ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® nä¶É 

BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA ÉÊBÉE {ÉEãÉÉÆ-{ÉEãÉÉÆ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ SÉÉcä ´Éc ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ®JÉiÉÉ cè ªÉÉ SÉÉcä ´Éc <Æbº]ÅÉÒ 

ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ ®JÉiÉÉ cè ªÉÉ SÉÉcä ´Éc nÚºÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÆºlÉÉAÄ cé, ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä =ºÉBÉEä PÉä®ä àÉå ãÉÉBÉE® ºÉWÉÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 iÉÉÒºÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ VÉxÉ®ä] cÉä ®cÉ cè* ABÉE iÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ¤ÉÉc® {É½É cè, 

{É®ÆiÉÖ =ºÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉäxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn £ÉÉÒ ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® ãÉÉJÉÉå BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ c® ºÉÉãÉ 

VÉxÉ®ä] cÉäiÉÉ cè* =ºÉ {É® ¤ÉÆÉÊn¶É ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉDªÉÉ BÉE½ä càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É =~ÉA VÉÉ ®cä cé, càÉÉ®ÉÒ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä º{É] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ nä¶É àÉå ãÉÉJÉÉå BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊnxÉ VÉxÉ®ä] 

cÉä ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ABÉE ºÉàÉÉxÉÉÆiÉ® BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè*  
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 àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcBÉE® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ JÉiàÉ BÉE°ôÄMÉÉ* ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ A{ÉEbÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEä WÉÉÊ®ªÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ 

cè* A{ÉEbÉÒ+ÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉä àÉVÉ¤ÉÚ® BÉEÉÊ®A ÉÊBÉE ´Éc ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä ºÉä {ÉcãÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ ºÉÉäºÉÇ ¤ÉiÉÉA ÉÊBÉE 

´Éc {ÉèºÉÉ BÉEcÉÄ ºÉä +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè, =ºÉ {ÉèºÉä BÉEÉ ºÉÉäºÉÇ BÉDªÉÉ cè* nÚºÉ®É, VÉÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå ºÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉxÉÉ cè, VÉÉä 

ºÉÆÉÊvÉªÉÉÄ cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cé, =xÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA* iÉÉÒºÉ®É, VÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

+ÉÉVÉ VÉxÉ®ä] cÉä ®cÉ cè, =ºÉ {É® +ÉÆBÉÖE¶É ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉJiÉ ºÉä ºÉJiÉ BÉEnàÉ =~ÉA VÉÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA*  
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18.00 hrs. 

gÉÉÒ BÉEÉè¶ÉãÉäxp BÉÖEàÉÉ® (xÉÉãÉÆnÉ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä +ÉÉÊiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ +É|ÉBÉEÉÊ]iÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉªÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÎºiÉ BÉE® +ÉÉÊvÉ®Éä{ÉhÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2015 {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* àÉÉxªÉ´É®, 

<ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉªÉ {É® SÉÉä®ÉÒ ®ÉäBÉExÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉªÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊU{ÉÉxÉä {É® nÆb 

BÉEÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä ªÉc ºÉ®ÉcxÉÉÒªÉ BÉEnàÉ cè*  àÉcÉänªÉ, nä® ºÉä cÉÒ ºÉcÉÒ, àÉMÉ® ÉÊ´ÉkÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ VÉÉä |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè,  =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé =xÉBÉEÉ º´ÉÉMÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÄ*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé nÉä-iÉÉÒxÉ ÉÊàÉxÉ] àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE°ôÄMÉÉ* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ªÉcÉÄ ¤Éè~ä 

cé* +ÉÉWÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä 67 ´ÉÉÇ cÉä MÉA ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ MÉÉÄ´ÉÉå àÉå ABÉE SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶É 

ºÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ VÉÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå {É½É cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ 

xÉä {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É àÉå ´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =xcÉåxÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÒbÉÒ JÉÉºÉBÉE® ÉÊ¤ÉcÉ® BÉEä |ÉiªÉäBÉE ÉÊVÉãÉä àÉå 

SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ªÉc ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉBÉEÉä 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉÉ BÉE¤É ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉxÉ-

vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä uÉ®É VÉÉä JÉÉiÉä JÉÖãÉ MÉA +ÉÉè® càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉèºÉÉ BÉE¤É iÉBÉE +ÉÉAMÉÉ* càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä 

VÉ¤É MÉÉÄ´ÉÉå àÉå VÉÉiÉä cé iÉÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® =xcÉåxÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ cè, =ºÉ ]ä{É 

BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖxÉÉiÉä cé* =xcÉåxÉä ´ÉÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ <iÉxÉÉ {É½É cè ÉÊBÉE |ÉiªÉäBÉE {ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉ® BÉEÉä 15 

ºÉä 20 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä VÉÉAÄMÉä* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÖàÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* =xcÉåxÉä VÉÉä BÉEcÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÒbÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä 

{ÉÉºÉ cè +ÉÉè® MÉÉÄ´ÉÉå àÉä £ÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä cé*  

 àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä àÉé +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE°ôÄMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ªÉc ºÉ®ÉcxÉÉÒªÉ cè, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +É{ÉxÉä VÉ´ÉÉ¤É àÉå ªÉc VÉ°ô® ¤ÉiÉÉAÄ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå VÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {É½É cè, ´Éc BÉE¤É iÉBÉE +ÉÉAMÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {É½É cè, =xÉBÉEÉ xÉÉàÉ BÉE¤É iÉBÉE +ÉÉAMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nä¶É =ºÉBÉEÉä VÉÉxÉ ºÉBÉEä* ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

{É½É cè, <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉiÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ BÉE®åMÉä* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ªÉc £ÉÉÒ |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +É¤É VÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè, 

=ºÉBÉEÉä BÉEèºÉä càÉ ®ÉäBÉEå* ...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ABÉE ÉÊàÉxÉ] àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE°ôÄMÉÉ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +É¤É càÉ BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉÉc® VÉÉxÉä ºÉä BÉEèºÉä ®ÉäBÉEå, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé =xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉ®ÉcxÉÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ, ABÉE SÉÉÒWÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ BÉEcÉÆ {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè? BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ +ÉãÉMÉ ºÉä iÉÉä {ÉènÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè* 

=ºÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEÉ ={ÉÉªÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*        

HON. CHAIRPERSON : Hon. Members, it is six o’ clock.  I have a list of three 

more speakers to speak on this Bill.  If the House agrees, the time for the 

discussion may be extended by one hour.   

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: Yes Sir. 
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HON. CHAIRPERSON: So, the time of the House is extended by one hour. 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): Mr. Chairman Sir, I rise to 

support this Bill.   

My first submission to the hon. Minister is to go through the nomenclature 

of the Bill.  The nomenclature which the hon. Minister has suggested is the 

Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of Tax) Bill.  What is the 

message being given to the public at large?  According to this nomenclature or the 

name of the Bill, the message is that taxation will be imposed on black money.  Is 

this the spirit of the Bill?  I think ‘no’, because there are stringent penal provisions 

in the Bill.  So, my humble suggestion to the hon. Minister is to change the name 

of the Bill.  I am suggesting a name.  If it is acceptable, please accept it.  It is 

Prevention of Black Money (Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets and 

Imposition of Tax) Act 2015.  Otherwise the message and the meaning will not be 

in accordance with the spirit of the Bill.  That is the first submission which I 

would like to make.  

 Coming to black money, it is a menace not only to the Indian economy but 

the entire socio-political world.  I am not going into the figures, but I quote from 

the report given by the Global Financial Integrity, a US based organization: “The 

cumulative illicit outflow of black money out of the country over a ten-year period 

from 2003 to 2012 has risen to Rs 28 lakh crore.”  This is the report.  Also, you 

may kindly see when India ranks third in outflow of money, it is one of the poorest 

among ten countries in the world when compared to the per capita GDP of our 

citizen.  Another study conducted by the National Institute of Public Finance and 

Policy goes to show that black money generated in India is 71 per cent of the total 

GDP.  That means USD 1.4 trillion.  Before liberalization that is before 1991, it 

was just 31 per cent of GDP.  That means liberalization, had helped in generating 

black money.  It had never helped in inclusive growth.  That is the second point 

which I would like to make.   
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 Thirdly, this issue has to be addressed in two ways.  The first one is about 

bringing back the black money stashed in foreign countries, and the second is 

curbing the generation of black money in India.  These are the two issues which 

we have to address.  My point is, is this Bill is sufficient to address these two 

issues?  To me, it is not so comprehensive because this is a compilation of most of 

the Acts which are prevailing in our country, especially the Income Tax Act of 

1961, Prevention of Money Laundering Act as well as some other Acts like the 

Foreign Exchange Management Act.  All these Acts are comprised to have a 

separate legislation.  Even then, I would support it because a separate legislation is 

required.  It is the need of the hour.   

 I am seeking three clarifications from the hon. Minister.  Indian national 

wealth is being siphoned out of India and concealed in various forms in foreign 

Banks popularly known as tax havens.  Corruption, evasion of tax and black 

money have become serious and scandalous and become an issue of international 

concern.  For the first time in December 2004, the United Nations finalized the 

United Nations Convention against Corruption (UNCAC).  

 Article 40 of the UN Convention Against Corruption expressly provides 

and I quote: 

“Each State party shall ensure that in criminal investigation related 
to corruption the domestic law of every State shall overcome all 
obstacles that may arise out of the application of the bank secrecy 
laws.” 

 

 What does it mean? This Convention had been approved or signed by India 

in the year 2005 and subsequently it was ratified in the year 2011. My question to 

the hon. Minister is whether India has taken any effort to realise the black money 

or to bring back money on the basis of this Convention. 

 My second point is regarding the amended Double Taxation Avoidance 

Treaties. There is also section 90 of the Income Tax Act. These amended DTATs 

are in compliance with Section 90 of the Income Tax Act. DTATs apply only to a 
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legitimate business which according to law pay taxes to more than one State on the 

same income. … (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON : You can wind up now. You can also speak on your 

amendments. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : This is not on amendments. … (Interruptions) 

HON. CHAIRPERSON: You can speak while moving your amendments. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : I will put my amendments later. 

 Further, the UNCAC is also there. When it comes to these amended Double 

Taxation Avoidance Treaties, the UN Convention will override these DTATs. I 

would like to know whether we have at any time applied this principle to bring 

back black money stashed in foreign countries. 

 I have one more last clarification to seek. In the year 2008, the German 

Government publicly offered that it was willing to share information at no cost if 

any country asked for it. This offer was made by them. Subsequently, a big bribery 

and corruption case was unearthed in Liechtenstein Bank in which 1,400 names 

had been released. The United States of America has availed of this opportunity 

and they have also penalised those involved when 300 names came out. I want to 

know whether the Indian Government has taken any steps to avail of this 

opportunity which was publicly offered by the German Government. 

 Since I have not taken much time, I may be allowed to speak on the 

amendments. With these clarifications sought, I support the Bill. Thank you very 

much. 
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gÉÉÒ nÖªÉÆiÉ SÉÉè]ÉãÉÉ (ÉÊcºÉÉ®) : àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä +ÉxÉÉÊbºBÉDãÉÉäVb {ÉEÉì®äxÉ <ÆBÉEàÉ AÆb AºÉä]ÂºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, 2015 {É® 

¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉé <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

JÉ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ* càÉ ÉÊxÉ®ÆiÉ® ãÉÆ¤Éä ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ãÉ½É<Ç BÉE®iÉä +ÉÉA cé* +ÉMÉ® càÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®å iÉÉä 24 

+ÉMÉºiÉ, 1974 BÉEÉä <ÆÉÊn®É MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä +É{ÉxÉä {ÉjÉ àÉå ÉÊãÉJÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ +ÉMÉ® MÉ®ÉÒ¤É BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä 

=ºÉä {ÉBÉE½BÉE® VÉäãÉ àÉå bÉãÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, àÉMÉ® ªÉÉÊn ´Éc +ÉàÉÉÒ® BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä =ºÉºÉä {ÉEÉ<xÉ ãÉäBÉE® =ºÉä 

UÉä½xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉE®äMÉÉÒ* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ¤ÉxÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, ãÉÉMÉÚ cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ SÉSÉÉÇªÉå +ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä 

<ºÉ ÉÊbºBÉE¶ÉxÉ ºÉä °ô{É®äJÉÉ BÉEÉä càÉ iÉªÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉAÆMÉä* VÉ¤É iÉBÉE <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEÉªÉnÉ MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ iÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ 

{ÉcÖÆSÉäMÉÉ, iÉ¤É iÉBÉE càÉ ªÉc xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉåMÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ºÉnxÉ xÉä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®BÉEä £ÉäVÉÉ lÉÉ* àÉé ªÉcÉÒ +É{ÉÉÒãÉ 

BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä nÉäÉÉÒ, +É{É®ÉvÉÉÒ {ÉÉA VÉÉAÆ, =xÉBÉEÉ ÉÊxÉ{É]É®É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 6 ºÉä 12 àÉcÉÒxÉä BÉEä +ÉÆn® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ 

BÉE®ä* VÉÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ =ºÉ VÉÉÆSÉ <ÆBÉD´ÉÉªÉ®ÉÒ àÉå cÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉäÉÎxºÉÉÊ]ÉÊ´É]ÉÒ näJÉiÉä cÖA, =ºÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉ ]ÅÉÆºÉ{ÉE® xÉ 

cÉä* càÉ ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA BÉEä ¶ÉÉºÉxÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® ÉÊxÉ®ÆiÉ® näJÉiÉä +ÉÉA ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É-VÉ¤É BÉEÉä<Ç ¤É½É PÉÉä]ÉãÉÉ ºÉÉàÉxÉä +ÉÉªÉÉ iÉÉä iÉÖ®ÆiÉ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉä iÉ¤ÉÉnãÉä BÉEä iÉÉè® {É® BÉEcÉÓ +ÉÉè® £ÉäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn VÉ¤É ºBÉEèàÉ vÉ®iÉÉÒ {É® 

+ÉÉªÉÉ, iÉÉä =ºÉàÉå ¤É½ä-¤É½ä ãÉÚ{É cÉäãÉ càÉå näJÉxÉä BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉä* àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ 

nä´ÉÉÒãÉÉãÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ¤ÉÖfÃÉ{ÉÉ {Éå¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEÉä =xcÉåxÉä VÉàÉÉÒxÉ {É® ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ, 

c® ¤ÉÖVÉÖMÉÇ BÉEÉä {Éå¶ÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* +ÉÉVÉ +ÉMÉ® càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE® ®cä cé iÉÉä àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉOÉc BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ càÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä iÉÉÒxÉ-SÉÉ® ºÉÉãÉÉå ºÉä ÉÊxÉ®ÆiÉ® ºÉÖxÉiÉä +ÉÉA cé +ÉÉè® 

n¶ÉBÉEÉå ºÉä <ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇAÆ cÉäiÉÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç cé* VÉ¤É iÉBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉAMÉÉ, càÉÉ®ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå iÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ 

{ÉcÖÆSÉäMÉÉ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +É¤É iÉÉä VÉxÉ-vÉxÉ ABÉEÉ=Æ] c® ABÉE BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè, =xÉBÉEä JÉÉiÉÉå àÉå ªÉc xÉcÉÓ {ÉcÖÆSÉäMÉÉ, iÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ 

<ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ càÉÉ®É BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉEÉªÉnÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ*  

  àÉä®É ªÉcÉÒ +ÉÉOÉc ®cäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ÆBÉD´ÉÉªÉ®ÉÒ iÉÖ®xiÉ |É£ÉÉ´É ºÉä JÉiàÉ BÉE® nÉÒ VÉÉªÉä +ÉÉè® 6 àÉÉc, 10 àÉÉc ªÉÉ 

12 àÉÉc BÉEÉ ABÉE ]É<àÉ ºÉä] BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç nÉäÉÉÒ {ÉBÉE½É VÉÉªÉä, ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 30 

|ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ, xÉcÉÓ iÉÉä =ºÉ {É® 120 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ {ÉEÉ<xÉ ãÉMÉÉ BÉE®, =ºÉBÉEÉä VÉäãÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ bÉãÉÉ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉ* àÉMÉ®, =ºÉ {ÉèºÉä 

BÉEÉä nä¶É àÉå ãÉÉ BÉE® nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÖvÉÉ®xÉä àÉå =ºÉBÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä àÉä®É àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉvÉÉ-+ÉvÉÚ®É ®cäMÉÉ* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÆºÉnÉå xÉä VÉÉä-VÉÉä +É{ÉÉÒãÉ ÉÊBÉEA cé, +ÉMÉ® =xÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉàÉébàÉäx] 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä {É½ä iÉÉä VÉ°ô® ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®å* <ÆÉÊbªÉxÉ xÉä¶ÉxÉãÉ ãÉÉäBÉE nãÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ºÉä càÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ 

ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cé*          
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gÉÉÒ MÉhÉä¶É ÉËºÉc (ºÉiÉxÉÉ) :  ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

=xcÉåxÉä +É{ÉxÉä ¤ÉVÉ] £ÉÉÉhÉ àÉå VÉÉä PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ, =ºÉ PÉÉäÉhÉÉ BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉVÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ABÉE 

xÉªÉÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ |ÉºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ´ÉÉBÉE<Ç àÉå, <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ lÉÉÒ* BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå 

ºÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉcÖiÉ ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ cÖªÉÉÒ* BÉE<Ç ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉÉå xÉä iÉÉä <ºÉä +É{ÉxÉä AVÉåbä àÉå ãÉä ÉÊãÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ 

£ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ ABÉE AäºÉÉ nãÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä {ÉÚ®ä <ÇàÉÉxÉnÉ®ÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ nä¶É´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå ºÉä BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉÉÊn càÉÉ®ÉÒ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ¤ÉxÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä càÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå ºÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ +É´É¶ªÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉä<Ç BÉE~Éä® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉåMÉä* =ºÉ ÉÊn¶ÉÉ àÉå 

càÉÉ®ä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ, =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ <ºÉ nä¶É ºÉä §É]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉä ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä 

cé* §É]ÉSÉÉ® ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ VÉÉä ®ÉºiÉÉ cè, =ºÉ {É® BÉEcÉÓ xÉ 

BÉEcÉÓ ®ÉäBÉE ãÉMÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc {ÉcãÉÉ BÉEnàÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <iÉxÉÉ BÉE~Éä® BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè*  

 nä¶É BÉEä ABÉE-ABÉE xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE BÉEä VÉÖ¤ÉÉxÉ {É® ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ 

âóBÉEÉ, MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ +ÉÉªÉÉÒ, ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÉÒxÉä BÉEÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ, càÉÉ®ä MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEä àÉBÉEÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉä, +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ 

¶ÉÉèSÉÉãÉªÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉå, +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉSSÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉfÃxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ~ÉÒBÉE ºÉä BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖªÉÉÒ cè* +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ {ÉcãÉä 

ºÉä âóBÉEÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä nä¶É BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ +ÉÉVÉ ºÉä ¤ÉäciÉ® cÉä MÉªÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ* càÉÉ®ä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉ®äxp àÉÉänÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä iÉªÉ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉå <ºÉ nä¶É ºÉä MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊàÉ]ÉxÉÉÒ cè* càÉå <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå c® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉBÉDBÉEÉ àÉBÉEÉxÉ 

¤ÉxÉÉ BÉE® näxÉÉ cè* càÉå PÉ®-PÉ® àÉå ¶ÉÉèSÉÉãÉªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä cé* càÉå ÉÎºBÉEãb £ÉÉ®iÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ cè iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® càÉå 

§É]ÉSÉÉ® BÉEÉä ®ÉäBÉExÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* ªÉc §É]ÉSÉÉ® iÉ£ÉÉÒ âóBÉEäMÉÉ, VÉ¤É BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä ®ÉºiÉä {É® |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉ ãÉMÉäMÉÉ* càÉÉ®ä 

nä¶É BÉEä ABÉE {ÉÚ´ÉÇ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEcÉ BÉE®iÉä lÉä ÉÊBÉE MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå +ÉÉè® ¶Éc®Éå BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉxÉä ªÉcÉÆ ºÉä VÉÉä 

ABÉE âó{ÉªÉÉ £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEÉ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ´ÉcÉÆ MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå =ºÉàÉå ºÉä 15 {ÉèºÉä {ÉcÖÆSÉiÉÉ cè * ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå 85 {ÉèºÉä 

MÉÉªÉ¤É cÉä VÉÉiÉä lÉä* =xÉBÉEÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´Éä BÉEÉèxÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, VÉÉä 85 {ÉèºÉä MÉÉªÉ¤É BÉE® ®cä cé* àÉä®ÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ àÉÉxªÉiÉÉ 

cè ÉÊBÉE ´Éc VÉÉä 85 {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉÉÉç-´ÉÉÉç iÉBÉE MÉÉªÉ¤É cÉäiÉÉ ®cÉ cè, ªÉc ´ÉcÉÒ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè VÉÉä ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå VÉÉ BÉE® VÉàÉÉ 

cÉä MÉªÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® ´Éc SÉÉciÉä iÉÉä ´Éä =ºÉä ®ÉäBÉE BÉE® ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ ãÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä lÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xcÉåxÉä AäºÉÉ BÉÖEU xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ*   

18.13 hrs.                                   (Hon. Speaker in the Chair) 

 ºÉSÉàÉÖSÉ, +ÉÉVÉ ªÉc BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ nÉä ®ÉºiÉä iÉªÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè* ABÉE ®ÉºiÉÉ ´Éc iÉªÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ 

ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå VÉàÉÉ cè, ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEä xÉÉàÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEä ¶ÉÉc xÉä VÉÉä ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç nÉÒ cè, =xÉàÉå VÉÉä xÉÉàÉ 

+ÉÉªÉä cé, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE ®ÉºiÉÉ JÉÖãÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´Éä +ÉÉªÉå, ]èBÉDºÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉäxÉÉã]ÉÒ VÉàÉÉ BÉE®å +ÉÉè® =ºÉºÉä àÉÖBÉDiÉ cÉå* 

+ÉMÉ® =xcÉåxÉä AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ iÉÉä VÉÉä ÉÊ´ÉxbÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä JÉÉäãÉÉÒ VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ, +ÉMÉ® ´Éc ºÉàÉªÉ +É´ÉÉÊvÉ {ÉÉ® 

cÉä VÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® =xÉBÉEÉä nÆb £ÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉMÉ® ´Éä SÉÉcåMÉä ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉSÉ VÉÉªÉå iÉÉä ´Éä ¤ÉSÉ xÉcÉÓ ºÉBÉEiÉä 

cé* +É¤É BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ºÉÚSÉÉÒ BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ ºÉä {ÉcÖÆSÉxÉä BÉEÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ JÉÖãÉ MÉªÉÉ*  AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ. {ÉcãÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉ® 
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¤ÉxÉÉÒ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉä BÉEcä ºÉÉãÉÉå ¤ÉÉÒiÉ MÉªÉä lÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ {ÉÚ®ÉxÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

=ºÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊcààÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÖ]É {ÉÉªÉÉÒ* càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉkÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉªÉÉÒ iÉÉä càÉÉ®ä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉä] 

BÉEÉÒ {ÉcãÉÉÒ àÉÉÒÉË]MÉ àÉå ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ. ¤ÉxÉÉªÉåMÉä* AºÉ.+ÉÉ<Ç.]ÉÒ. BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉ BÉE® =xcÉåxÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ 

BÉEÉä ºÉÉÉÊ¤ÉiÉ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä VÉÉä ´ÉÉªÉnÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, càÉ =xcå {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® 

{É® nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ cÖªÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉvÉÉ<Ç BÉEä {ÉÉjÉ cé* ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® 

=xcÉåxÉä nä¶É àÉå ABÉE xÉªÉÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉEÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÉä MÉªÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE 

nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä iÉÉBÉEiÉ´É® +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç cè iÉÉä ´Éc £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ cè*  

 +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä MÉ®ÉÒ¤É +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäxÉä ãÉMÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉxÉ-vÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉÖEU ºÉäÉË´ÉMÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé, ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉ£É =~ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉäÉË´ÉMÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé, +É]ãÉ 

{Éé¶ÉxÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉ£É =~ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU xÉ BÉÖEU ºÉäÉË´ÉMÉ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* +ÉÉVÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ 

iÉÉè® {É® {ÉèºÉä ¤ÉSÉÉxÉä +ÉÉè® ¤ÉéBÉE àÉå JÉÉiÉÉ JÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE BÉE£ÉÉÒ AäºÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ªÉc ¶ÉÖâó+ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cè* àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉºÉä nä¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ, |ÉÉÊiÉ 

BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ +ÉÉªÉ ¤ÉfÃäMÉÉÒ, MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ JÉiàÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä BÉEÉàÉ iÉäVÉ MÉÉÊiÉ ºÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃåMÉä* 

 ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºÉSÉàÉÖSÉ nä¶É BÉEÉä ABÉE xÉ<Ç ÉÊn¶ÉÉ 

ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç cè* ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉÉå BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* àÉé ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn 

näiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ BÉEcÉÓ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉExiÉÖ +ÉÉè® {É®xiÉÖ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ cè, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ 

ºÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE nä¶É àÉå BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ãÉà¤Éä ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä cè* BÉEcÉÓ AäºÉÉ iÉÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉE ´Éä {ÉÉÊ®xnä =½ MÉA cÉå* 

ÉÊ´ÉkÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä =xÉ {ÉÉÊ®xnÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE £ÉÉÒ vªÉÉxÉ ®JÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* AäºÉÉ iÉÉä xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉE ´Éä {ÉÉÊ®xnä =½ MÉA cÉå, 

ºÉ¤É àÉÉãÉ MÉÉªÉ¤É cÉä MÉªÉÉ cÉä, càÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® <ºÉàÉå càÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ ãÉÉ£É xÉ cÉä {ÉÉA* =xÉ {ÉÉÊ®xnÉå 

BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE £ÉÉÒ vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* |ÉEÉÆºÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä VÉÉä ÉÊãÉº] ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä nÉÒ cè, àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉ ÉÊãÉº] 

BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® càÉå ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, xÉVÉ®¤ÉÆn BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, =xÉBÉEä JÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉÒ xÉVÉ®¤ÉÆnÉÒ 

BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* AºÉ+ÉÉ<Ç]ÉÒ àÉå ¶ÉÉc BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä BÉEcÉ cè, ÉÊVÉxÉ-ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ +ÉÉA cé, ÉÊVÉxÉ ®ÉVÉxÉäiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ 

BÉEä xÉÉàÉ +ÉÉA cé, ÉÊVÉxÉ BÉEÉ®{ÉÉä®ä] PÉ®ÉxÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ +ÉÉA cé, +ÉxªÉ ÉÊVÉxÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ +ÉÉA cé, +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉÒ oÉÎ] 

=xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA, iÉ¤É <ºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEÉ ºÉcÉÒ +ÉlÉÇ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉäMÉÉ* ´ÉèºÉä iÉÉä BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ nä¶É àÉå £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

cè* VÉàÉÉÒxÉÉå BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É®, cÖÆbÉÒ BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É®, c´ÉÉãÉÉ BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É® nä¶É àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉãÉÉ vÉxÉ cè, =ºÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉÓ xÉ 

BÉEcÉÓ ABÉE xÉà¤É® BÉEÉ {ÉèºÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

 ªÉÉÊn ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉªÉ ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE <xÉBÉEàÉ cè, iÉÉä àÉvªÉ |Énä¶É ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä =ºÉ {É® |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ +ÉÉA ÉÊnxÉ UÉ{Éä {É½ ®cä cé, +ÉÉA ÉÊnxÉ +ÉÉªÉ ºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ºÉà{ÉÉÊkÉ VÉ¤iÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè 
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+ÉÉè® ´Éc {ÉèºÉÉ ºÉÉÒvÉä MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå JÉSÉÇ cÉä ®cÉ cè* ªÉc {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c iÉªÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä {ÉèºÉÉ +ÉÉAMÉÉ, 

´Éc MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉ àÉå JÉSÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ, MÉÉÆ´ÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉÖÉÊxÉªÉÉnÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉAÆ näxÉä àÉå JÉSÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ, MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉ]ÉxÉä àÉå JÉSÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ* 

AäºÉÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ 

{ÉÖ®VÉÉä® ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 
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DR. SHASHI THAROOR (THIRUVANANTHAPURAM): Thank you, Madam 

Speaker, none of us disagrees obviously that black money is a serious problem.  

My Party has made it very clear that we would support any serious effort by the 

Government to bring back black money to this country.  But this Bill has four fatal 

flaws.  I would like to briefly touch upon each of these because the Government 

should be conscious that we are not supporting them blindly.  We understand that 

there are some real limitations we would have liked seen improved.   

 The first is that this Bill rests on the premise that foreign assets and foreign 

accounts are the principal problem in black money.  They are not.  We actually 

have no real idea of the scale of the problem.  The Ministry of Finance says that 

there is no official estimate.  They are right.  We have all heard a number of 

figures advanced during this debate.  The most objective source the US based 

Global Financial Integrity came up with a report saying that in the entire period 

from 1948 to 2008, there was 213 billion dollars lost, which  in today's terms is 

about Rs.20 lakh crore.  The hon. Member from Andhra Pradesh mentioned a 

more recent report of Rs.28 lakh crore.  But you are still ending up not with Rs.15 

lakh per Indian but under Rs.25,000 per Indian in black money outside.  So, first 

of all the scale of the problem is much smaller than the people assume.   

 More importantly, the domestic black money is a much bigger figure and is 

a much larger problem.  Yet domestic tax evasion remains a civilian offence 

whereas this Bill criminalizes foreign assets.  Let us face it.   This Bill is a pure 

political diversion by the BJP to distract the people from Government’s failure to 

actually tackle black money generation in this country, within India. 

 In fact, even black money generated abroad, as has been pointed out by 

many speakers, is brought back to India as FDI and the so called round tripping, 

especially through investment havens like Mauritius.  During the last financial 

year, 4.9 billion dollars came in that way from Mauritius.  So, if this Bill is indeed 

as ambitious as the Minister says, the ambition seems to consist of scratching the 

tip of the iceberg while the real part of the iceberg remains in this country. 
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 The second fatal flaw is that there is no mechanism to actually retrieve 

information on the defaulters.  We are talking about the fact that we need to get 

agreements with Governments to do this.  Are there any new Governments 

prepared to work with us for it?  There are Governments which have concluded 

agreement with us. Are there any new Governments that have come on board to 

give us information?  How many Governments are willing to cooperate?   

 We know that foreign countries are just not waiting to hand over 

information to us about Indians holding black money in their countries.  The fact 

is that their domestic laws will come in and International Treaties will come in.  

Madam Speaker, for example, if you want information on Swiss Bank deposits, 

the Swiss Government will not reveal them, and cannot reveal them under their 

own laws, until we provide the names of individuals we are investigating, the 

names of the banks where they have their money and evidence of criminality in 

the acquisition of this money.   The Swiss Government has said that they will not 

support any 'Fishing Expedition' by the Indian Government looking for Indian 

names in their banks.  You have announced these harsh punitive measures in 

today’s Bill but how will punitive measures alone promote compliance when you 

do not have any way of knowing, of getting information about inculpate people?   

The fact is, our good Finance Minister once upon a time used to enjoy good 

South Indian food.  He has given us a medu vada Bill – a Bill with a big hole in 

the middle of it.  Like the medu vada, we are seeing  a big hole -the lack of means 

of obtaining information about those whom we want to actually prosecute.  That is 

the big hole in the middle of the  Bill.  You can announce jail, you can announce 

fine but you cannot fine or jail unknown people.  Do you have the names of people 

or do you have the means of getting them?  

The third flaw is, this Bill gives unbridled powers to the tax authorities, 

assessing officers, Enforcement Directorate, CBDT and others overlooking  the 

great failures of tax administration in our country. The Bill is essentially recreating 

the Inspector Raj of the pre-liberalisation days.   
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The fact is, this is a Government that has disempowered most of its 

Ministers, that has bypassed those bureaucrats except the ones who are in the 

PMO.  The only people who are getting new powers now in this Government are 

the taxmen.  The fact is that they have been given judicial powers, powers to 

scrutinise files for 16 years, given the right to levy penalties, powers to make 

people criminally liable, etc.  Essentially, we are going to drive people away from 

India.  We will end  up with more NRIs. But unlike the ones which my colleague, 

Shri Deependra Singh Hooda mentioned, these NRIs will not come back to this 

kind of tax tyranny.  

My bigger worry is that this will drive  away businesses if this law applies 

to businesses also.  It does not square with the Government’s vaunted 

determination to improve India’s ease of doing business.  

There are no safeguards for protecting the innocent people.  Those who 

give inadequate information in good faith will still be punished. We are 

completely overlooking the very quality of tax administration in this country.  

There are real questions about the integrity of  our tax process.  

We have heard today that there are vacancies in the Enforcement 

Directorate.  One concrete example is that the Government has missed its deadline 

of 31st March,  2015 for prosecuting black money  holders abroad under the 

existing Income Tax Act, 1961. Out of 427 actionable cases in the HSBC list, SIT 

has prosecuted  only 200 of them.  So, do you have the capacity to prosecute 

people?    If you do not have the capacity even to go after the names which you 

have got, what are you going to do with this new Bill?  

The fourth and final flaw is an important flaw and that is, this is not part of 

an overall strategy. An overall strategy should be on control of generation of black 

money, which will need the Government to cooperate with the Opposition and 

work with the House for a comprehensive approach that includes serious tax 

reforms and rationalisation; that includes real estate practices (and there are a 

whole series of things which need to be done there); that includes improving the 
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quality of education so that black money does not come into the education system; 

that includes black  money in politics, which we never talk about in this House, 

but the fact is that politics  is  a wash in black money;  and of course, that  includes 

action against hawala networks.  No such large comprehensive strategy has been 

articulated by the Government.  

What this Bill is doing for the Government is, instead, like modern dating.  

It offers short term gratification without long term commitment or long term 

consequences.   

 So, finally, let me beg the Government that - we will support the Bill - they 

should be honest with the citizens.  This Bill is an attempt to look tough, seem to  

be taking decisive action but it is not anchored or integrated in such a sensible 

strategy.    

I want to tell the Government that they should please fix these flaws in their 

future actions and come back to us with a comprehensive approach.  

 <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEÉãÉävÉxÉ BÉEÉ VÉÉä {ÉèºÉÉ ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉAMÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå ºÉä MÉ®ÉÒ¤É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä VÉxÉ-vÉxÉ 

ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ®Éä +ÉBÉEÉ>óÆ] ¤ÉèãÉåºÉ àÉå 15 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉªÉä VÉàÉÉ BÉE®É nÉÒÉÊVÉA*   

 Thank you, Madam Speaker.        
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SHRI ARUN JAITLEY : Madam Speaker, I am extremely grateful to a large 

number of Members of this House who have all actively participated in this debate 

which was initiated by Shri Deepender Singh Hooda. Almost all the Members who 

have spoken have supported the Bill. Some appeared to have supported it 

wholeheartedly and some like Dr. Shashi Tharoor very grudgingly. I do not think  

Dr. Shashi’s heart is into this Bill. Therefore, he started by saying that this Bill has 

four fatal flaws and it will not achieve anything and ended up by saying that it can 

become very draconian. It can be either of the two; it cannot be both.  But then, he 

made a point that the real issue lies in getting information internationally and 

attacking the sources of black money. I think our home-grown friend from Rohtak, 

his experience was much more than your experience from Manhattan because he 

knew the history of evolution and he completely had the clued on what history is.  

 There was once a time – Shri Deepender Singh Hooda rightly mentioned it 

– when money crossed over geographical borders, the territorial jurisdiction of 

your laws and your investigating agencies almost came to an end. Therefore, to get 

evidence internationally which is outside the shores of India was extremely 

difficult. So, if a criminal crossed over into Bangladesh or Nepal or Pakistan or if 

the evidence of his crime was hidden in a Swiss Bank in Geneva or in the Isle of 

Man or in any other tax havens, it was almost next to impossible for the 

Government of India to get details of that information. So, the first stage –that is 

what Shri Deepender Sigh Hooda rightly mentioned – is that we attempted to get 

this by relying on the principle of dual criminality. The principle of dual 

criminality was that if the offence was per se  a taxation violation, the cooperating 

State would not give information. It had to be a criminal offence, an offence under 

investigation, it should be an offence in both the territories. It should be an offence 

in India and in the other territory. This procedure continued. A lot of our struggles 

to get details from Switzerland used to be that we had to first prove that it was not 

merely tax evasion money but these were profits of proceeds of crime and that 

crime itself was a crime both in India and internationally, in that country. 
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Thereafter, we enter the second stage that how can people who hide money in one 

country and keep it in another are dealt with.  The civilized jurisprudence requires 

that the countries  cooperate with each other. Therefore, information was being 

sent on the basis of various cooperation treaties like the Double Taxation 

Avoidance Treaty, Clause 28 that you spoke of. That is the stage we are now in. 

But this Stage is also not enough because we have information. For instance, take 

the HSBC accounts.  The Information about the HSBC account in Geneva is stolen 

by somebody. It was taken to France. That stolen information is made available to 

various countries by the French Government. So, we have a list of hundreds of 

names from India, people who have account in the HSBC bank in Geneva. But the 

Swiss have said: “It is stolen information, we will not cooperate with you on the 

basis of stolen information.” This stolen information came to us, and in the last 11 

or 12 months we have assured this House and the country that we will proceed 

further.    

Even though the number is 600 and odd, you must bear in mind that when 

you start investigating you will find that some of the account holders are either 

foreign passport holders or Non-Resident Indians who are legitimately entitled to 

maintain that account. So, they will be screened out. In some cases, there are 

multiple names, wife and husband jointly occupy the account. So, the offence is 

committed by  them jointly. But then it is shown as two separate names to us. So, 

we assured this House that we would investigate each one of  these cases. By 31st 

March, we have finished assessment proceeds in most of the cases. Madam, 121 

criminal prosecutions against those account holders have been lodged. But we 

have to be very careful in following the terms under which we get that 

cooperation. 

  The Swiss for example have told us that they would not cooperate on the 

basis of stolen information. So, the Revenue Secretary led a team of officials and 

entered into an arrangement and they asked the Swiss, what if we are able to get 

independent evidence, independent of the stolen information against the same 
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people and the Swiss said that they would cooperate. So, there is a written 

arrangement: joint release was issued. They are now cooperating in a number of 

cases; some of them are very significant cases and we have got cooperation. When 

it went to attend the World Economic Forum at Davos, I met the Swiss Ministers 

concerned and we furthered that cooperation. But this is still a very slow process. 

Now, the world is moving towards what is the core of the whole issue.  

         G-20 has taken an initiative where the hon. Prime Minister made a 

commitment and we are active participants, that we will join the global effort for 

automatic exchange of information.  Now, we had a difficulty in that. In the 

Supreme Court judgement appointing the SIT, the Supreme Court said: “Don’t 

enter into arrangement which says, we would provide the secrecy clause.” The 

secrecy clause is,  you can make the disclosure of the names only when you 

complete the investigation and file the prosecution in court. Our understanding 

here is, you make a disclosure. The person may come up and say, my account is 

legitimate. We cannot allow him to be disgraced in that event.  In fact, that 

proceeding which resulted in names being given to some persons by the court, and 

the names being made public, at least two countries have told us, you are in 

violation of treaty obligations by making the names public by a procedure which is 

not prescribed for. Therefore, we are now trying to persuade them to continue 

cooperation with us. So, we have to strictly comply with that.  

 Now, we are entering the third stage, which is automatic cooperation. The 

G-20 initiative will lead to a situation whereby about 2017, whoever are Indian 

citizens who transact internationally, their details are automatically conveyed and 

if we find that any of those details are unlawful, we are entitled to take action. 

Simultaneously, under the domestic law of the United States, FATCA, the United 

States is requesting other States to enter into a treaty obligation and there will be a 

bilateral automatic exchange.  

 The second stage will be countries which enter into the FATCA 

arrangement with the US inter se will also have the same arrangement and for 
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those countries which do not enter into this arrangement, there will be a 

Withholding Tax on all remittances going into those countries. So, there will be a 

disincentive for all your remittances if you do not cooperate in this automatic 

transmission of information. 

 Therefore, all those who keep monies unlawfully in their accounts and 

assets unlawfully outside, whether these are profits of crime or profits of tax 

evasion, the time is running out on them. Slowly the world is moving towards 

automatic exchange of information and once that automatic exchange of 

information is available, they will be liable for penal action. 

 What is the scheme or the architecture of our strategy? Now, the HSBC 

accounts were found out in 2008. Those evaders are much cleverer than us. So, in 

2014 and 2015, by the time the NDA Government came to power, they were not 

going to keep monies in their accounts and monies would have travelled or would 

have been spent or would have moved dozens and hundreds of jurisdictions. 

 Similarly, in case of Liechtenstein also, we have found out the accounts, 

prosecutions have been filed and assessments have been completed in all cases. 

The NRIs may get the benefit, the others are being prosecuted. 

 So, the architecture is that on the one hand, you cooperate with the 

international community in the fight for automatic exchange of information and 

that is the direction. 

 The second strategy is that we must have a deterrent law in India, a law 

which acts as a deterrent  if after the closure of the Compliance Window you keep 

monies outside, it is going to be a high penal penalty coupled with prosecution. 

 The third strategy, which is not delinked from this, is that as far as domestic 

money is concerned, we try and squeeze the amount of black money domestically. 

In India, there are businesses where people feel that transacting in black money is 

almost their right like in property transactions, buying luxury items and gold etc. 

So, we must squeeze the use of black money slowly. This cannot come in an 

overnight shock. This has to come slowly and we should squeeze the use of black 
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money domestically by various taxation steps, monetary steps and other steps and 

that is the road map which we are following. So, there is no fatal flaw in this 

strategy. 

 Now, how is this Bill different from normal taxation Bills? This Bill is 

different from normal taxation Bills because you can pay your income tax, you can 

pay your interest and penalty and get away. Here, there is a Compliance Window 

which will be open after this Bill becomes an Act and there will be a tax on 

undisclosed assets outside on which you have to pay 30 per cent plus 30 per cent 

tax. Once the Compliance Window is closed, you will be charged 30 per cent plus 

90 per cent tax which means the value of the asset itself would be taken away 

because there will be a tax of 120 per cent. Now, if that 120 per cent tax claim is 

outside or it is disposed of, how do you bring it in? 

 So, in the Finance Bill which we have passed, we have quietly amended the 

Money Laundering Act and in this Bill also we are amending the Money 

Laundering Act. Thus, keeping unlawful assets outside has been made a predicate 

offence under the Money Laundering Act. So, the Money Laundering Act will be 

applicable if you are found to have an account or asset outside, after the 

Compliance Window is closed, and you will be liable for prosecution. Under the 

Money Laundering Act, for this 60 per cent or later on for this 120 per cent tax, 

along with the Finance Bill, we have made an amendment that this 120 per cent 

tax claim will be recovered out of your Indian assets. It will be done even if you 

have managed to dispose of or keep secret your foreign asset itself.  This is the 

first time this basic change has been brought about.  This asset will be liable for 

taxation both in the hands of the owner as also the beneficial owner.  For instance, 

if you go via Cayman Islands and have a Trust, which is only the beneficial owner, 

and you can say: “Charge the Trust”.  No, the real owner behind the declared 

owner will also be liable.  

 Under the Income Tax Act, there are time limits.  There will be no time 

limit here.  So, in the year in which it will be found, the year in which there is a 
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discovery of your international asset, it will be treated as an income in that year 

itself.  The face value will be taken.  The real fair value will be taken as the real 

value. Now, will this be applicable, as Deepender ji said, for harassing people, let 

us say, innocent NRIs, students, professionals, the answer is: “No”.  The answer is 

“No” very clearly; that is not the intention at all.  So, people at Madison Square, 

even after the next election will say: “Modi, Modi.”  They will continue to 

prosper. … (Interruptions) 

 So, please do not follow a strategy that for the last few months we were 

taunting you: “What are you doing?”  So, when we decide to bring a law, 

obviously you cannot say: “I do not support it.”  So, you are pushed into a corner 

where you have to support that law.  While supporting that law, very grudgingly 

you say, let me now create a fear psychosis; innocent people are going to be 

harassed. Law is good.  

 ÉËcnÉÒ £ÉÉÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÉÉ àÉå Þ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ Þ ¶É¤n c® |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEä +É´ÉºÉ®´ÉÉn BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE iÉÆjÉ 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä cÉlÉ àÉå nä näiÉÉ cè*  VÉèºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEciÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE Þ àÉé iÉÉä BÉEÉãÉä vÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE cÚÆ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ* Þ  <ºÉºÉä +ÉÉàÉ 

+ÉÉnàÉÉÒ {É® ªÉÉ AxÉ+ÉÉ®+ÉÉ<Ç {É® BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉºÉ® xÉcÉÓ {É½äMÉÉ, àÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É Þ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ Þ ¶É¤n £ÉÚãÉ VÉÉAÆ* What does 

Section 2(1) say?  It says, “assessee” means a person, being a resident and not 

ordinarily resident in India.  VÉÉä +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå 182 ÉÊnxÉ ®cäMÉÉ, ºÉèBÉD¶ÉxÉ-6 <xÉBÉEàÉ ]èBÉDºÉ ABÉD] 

àÉå ´ÉcÉÓ ®äVÉÉÒbå] cÉäMÉÉ* VÉÉä ÉÊ´ÉtÉÉlÉÉÔ ¤ÉÉc® {ÉfÃiÉÉ cè, VÉÉä AxÉ+ÉÉ®+ÉÉ<Ç àÉäbÉÒÉÊºÉxÉ ºBÉEäªÉ® àÉå àÉÉèVÉÚn lÉÉ, VÉÉä 

|ÉÉä{ÉEä¶ÉxÉãºÉ ¤ÉÉc® cé, ´Éä ´ÉcÉÆ ®ciÉä cé* If somebody lives casually and spends more than 182 

days in India, he will be liable for taxation in India.  He will be a resident here.  

But then, those who are residents here can today have an asset in England or 

Switzerland or America.  But that should be with RBI permission.  VÉèºÉä ÉÊ´ÉtÉÉlÉÉÔ {ÉfÃxÉä 

BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉc® MÉªÉÉ, +ÉÉè® àÉÉiÉÉ-ÉÊ{ÉiÉÉ =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA {ÉèºÉÉ £ÉäVÉiÉä cé* ´Éc {ÉfÃBÉE® ´ÉÉÉÊ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉä 

ABÉEÉ=Æ] =ºÉxÉä ´ÉcÉÆ JÉÉäãÉÉ lÉÉ =ºÉàÉå lÉÉä½ä {ÉèºÉä ®c MÉA* Is he going to be liable?  The answer is: 

“No”.  Kindly read Sections 42 and 43 of this Act, the proviso. ÉÊVÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä UÉä]ä 

JÉÉiÉä àÉå {ÉÉÆSÉ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEä <ÉÎBÉD´ÉãÉå] {ÉèºÉä BÉEàÉ {É½ä cé, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE BÉEÉ®Ç´ÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ* BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉSSÉÉ {ÉfÃxÉä 

BÉEä ÉÊãÉA MÉªÉÉ, ´ÉÉÉÊ{ÉºÉ +ÉÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä ABÉEÉ=Æ] àÉå nÉä ºÉÉè bÉãÉ® ¤ÉSÉä cé, BÉDªÉÉ =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE BÉEäºÉ SÉãÉäMÉÉ? 
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The answer is: “No”.  The Act itself says, if it is less than Rs. 5 lakh, he is not 

going to moved under; we do not want to proceed against trivial violations.  But 

then the big fish must not get away in the garb.  Let us not fire from the shoulders 

of these innocent students in order to make sure that no harsh action is taken 

against the big fish itself.… (Interruptions) 

SHRI DEEPENDER SINGH HOODA: I agree but you give them comprehensive 

protection.… (Interruptions) 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Your point is well taken.  In addition to this protection 

under the Act, we will make sure that statutory guidelines are also issued.  

Clarificatory Circulars are issued by the CBDT.  In the clarificatory Circulars, we 

will make sure that any innocent person who does a lot of international traveling 

should not be covered.  These are not cases which are intended to be covered 

under this.  It is for those residents who are assessed in India, who live here, those 

who hold legitimate assets abroad.  We want Indians to hold legitimate assets 

abroad.  They must buy companies abroad for which they may even have a house 

abroad.  But if you hold it unlawfully then, you are liable for consequences.  

Clarifications will be issued in regard to professionals or NRIs.  I cannot issue a 

Circular that whoever goes to Madison Square should not be prosecuted.   But I 

will certainly make sure that innocents are not the targets, it is those people who 

are doing well there.   

 Now, reports have come with regard to various committees that we have 

appointed. But since I cannot give you an authentic data on the floor of the House 

of as to how much money is there. Therefore, it is different from what Integrity 

International says or some of the agencies say.  These are all indicative figures.  I 

cannot be too specific to give you the exact figures which you want to know.  We 

are considering all those reports which have come out.  

 On the Benami Act, I can only tell you that the redrafted Act is at a very 

advance stage.  It will be reaching the Cabinet any moment.  I have already 

mentioned in the Budget Speech that the old Benamy Properties Act, which was 
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legislated, the notification for giving effect to it was not introduced for more than 

two decades.  So, it has lapsed.  Now, more modern Benami Act has been drafted.  

It will probably reach the Cabinet any day.   

 A question was raised, is it an amnesty scheme?  The answer is ‘no’.  In an 

amnesty scheme, you just take the tax and give pardon to people.  Here, we are 

imposing a fresh tax, therefore, giving a compliance window.  Amnesty schemes 

have also a provision against name and shaming.  There is no protection here. If 

you miss the compliance window, you will have to go in for prosecution. That is 

what this Act says.  So, it is an Act, the architecture of which is designed in a 

manner that it is intended to impose a new tax and after the closer of the 

compliance window it will become a much harsher provision in terms of of both 

penalty and prosecution itself.   

 Besides this, there are other details which were asked for as to what steps 

we are taking with regard to domestic black money. I may reiterate even at the 

cost of repetition, that this law has nothing to do with domestic black money.  We 

deal with domestic black money under the Income Tax Act and various policies 

that we frame under that Act.  That is an exercise which we are going to do 

simultaneously.  But the need to curb even domestic black money is extremely 

important.  We need to bring slowly more and more of our economy into the 

declared economy itself.  It has an ability to bring up tax collections; it has an 

ability to bring up our GDP; and it also helps the Government to bring down the 

taxation rates. If by bringing in parallel black money into the economy I can 

collect more taxes then the slab at which we charge taxes itself has to go down.  

Therefore, that itself helps the citizens as far as they are concerned. Now, the main 

battle, therefore, if I say, is going to be (a) automatic transmission of information 

which will be in real time, a machinery which is set up to be attuned to that (b) a 

deterrent punishment after the compliance window to those who keep assets 

illegally outside the country.  There are some categories which are outside the 

compliance window.  For instance, if this is money out of gun running, money out 
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of terrorism, money out of narcotics, then you cannot say: “I will now come in the 

compliance window and declare it. So, we have kept that out.” 

 The battle (c), which is separate,  is that we take steps.  These are going to  

be  not one-time steps, but continuous steps one after the other.  Bringing down 

tax rates is a good step to curtail domestic black money so that people are 

incentivised. 

 Now, one example, which is repeatedly given  is that ‘very few people in 

India pay taxes.  This is occasionally on television debates and in the pink paper. 

So, let us, therefore, expand the base.  Now, there are 25 crore families in India.  

Sixty per cent are agriculturists.  So, out of the balance, you have people who are 

living below poverty line and you have people who enjoy exemptions.  We are 

almost reaching a figure of four crores, and each one of them including 

agriculturists and people like  below poverty line are paying Indirect Taxes.  So, 

this figure has to move up.  So, we must analyse the problem adequately and move 

up so that more and more people can come into the tax net itself. 

I am sure, with the kind of steps that we are taking both on domestic black 

money and foreign assets, this law will provide an opportunity.  When the initial 

tax is imposed, it will then act as a deterrent and, therefore, it will help us in 

getting the assets back by people declaring them; if they do not declare them, 

attaching the equivalent properties in India; and for the future, deterring people 

from keeping such assets of the country outside. 

 With these few observations, Madam, I commend this Bill to this hon. 

House for its acceptance.  
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HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the Bill to make provisions for undisclosed foreign income 
and assets, the procedure for dealing with such income and assets 
and to provide for imposition of tax on any undisclosed foreign 
income and asset held outside India and for matters connected 
therewith or incidental thereto, be taken into consideration.” 

 

The motion was adopted. 

 

Clause 2                      Definitions 

HON. SPEAKER:  The question is: 

  “That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 2 was added to the Bill 

 

Clause 3                      Charge of tax 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No. 26 to 

Clause 3?  

DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): No. Madam, I am satisfied and I am not 

moving it.  

HON. SPEAKER: Thank you. The question is: 

“That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 3 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 4 was added to the Bill 
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Clause 5       Computation of total undisclosed  

       foreign income and asset 

 

HON. SPEAKER:  Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

No. 8 to Clause 5? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): Yes, Madam, I am moving 

Amendment No. 8 to Clause 5. I could not speak earlier because of paucity of 

time. The point, which I would like to make and   which Mr. Hooda also made, is 

that in computing the undisclosed assets, the satisfaction of the Assessing Officer 

is taken into consideration. The words ‘subject to the satisfaction of the Assessing 

Officer’ is giving arbitrary and unfettered power to the Assessing  Officer.  

 I beg to move: 

 “Page 4, line 2,-- 

 omit “to the satisfaction of the Assessing Officer”.”  (8) 

 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put the Amendment No. 8 to Clause 5, moved by 

Shri N.K. Premachandran to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Kavitha Kalvakuntla to move Amendment No. 35 to 

Clause 5.  Shrimati Kavitha Kalvakuntla – not present. 

 The question is: 

“That clause 5 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 5 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 6 was added to the Bill.  
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Clause 7            Change of incumbent 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Kavitha Kalvakuntla to move Amendment No. 36 to 

Clause 7.  Shrimati Kavitha Kalvakuntla – not present. 

 The question is: 

  “That clause 7 stand part of the Bill.”  

    The motion was adopted.   

Clause 7 was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 8 to 10 were added to the Bill.  

  

  

Clause 11                        Time limit for completion of assessment  

                                                      and reassessment 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

Nos. 9 and 10 to Clause 11? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Madam, I am not moving. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 11 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 11 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 12           Rectification of mistake 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

Nos. 11 to 13 to Clause 12? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN (KOLLAM): Madam, I am not moving. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 12 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 12 was added to the Bill. 



11.05.2015  
  

181

Clauses 13 and 14 were added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 15                 Appeals to Commissioner (Appeals) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

Nos. 14 and 15 to Clause 15? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: Madam, I am not moving. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 15 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 15 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 16 was added to the Bill.  

 

Clause 17         Powers of Commissioner (Appeals) 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving Amendment Nos. 

16 and 17 to Clause 17? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Yes, Madam. 

I beg to move: 

 “Page 8, line 23,- 

 after “or cancel”, 

 insert “or alter”.”     (16) 

 

 “Page 8, line 28, -  

 after “Assessing Officer”. 

 insert “on the application of the appellant”,” (17)  

  
 Madam, it is ill-drafted. Instead of the word ‘cancel’, the word ‘alter’ has to 

be made.  That is a better drafting. Also, in Amendment No. 17, after the term 

‘assessing officer’, the words ‘on the application of the appellant’ are to be 

inserted. 
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HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment Nos. 16 and 17 to Clause 17 

moved by Shri N.K. Premachandran to the vote of the House.  

The amendments were put and negatived. 

 HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 17 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 17 was added to the Bill. 
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Clause 18      Appeals to Appellate Tribunal 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

No. 18 to clause 18? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Madam, I am not moving. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 18 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 18 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 19      Appeal to High Court 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

Nos. 19 to 23 to Clause 19? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: Yes, Madam, I am moving Amendment Nos. 

20, 21, 22 and 23 to Clause 19. 

 I beg to move: 
 

 “Page 9, for lines 34 to 38,- 
 Substitute “(4) If the High Court is satisfied that a substantial question  
   of law is involved in any case, the appeal shall be heard 
   and the respondents shall, at the hearing of the appeal, be  
   allowed to argue that the case does not involve such  
   question”.”        (20) 
 
 “Page 9, line 40,- 

  omit “not formulated by it”.”     (21) 

 
 “Page 9, line 42,-  

  omit “so formulated”.”      (22) 

 

 “Page 10, line 7, -  

  omit “ on the basis of a certified copy of the judgment”. (23) 
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 Madam, I am not moving Amendment No. 19.  Here, I would like to draw 

the attention of the hon. Minister.  Regarding right to move an appeal before the 

Supreme Court, you have to get a certified copy of the High Court and also the 

High Court has to certify that this is a fit case for appeal.  The High Court which 

pronounced the judgment has to give a certificate that yes, this is a fit case for 

appeal, then only the aggrieved appellant or the aggrieved person can file an 

appeal before the Supreme Court.  I am talking about Amendment No. 24.  Kindly 

verify the position because the same court which makes an order has to give a 

certificate.  

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment Nos. 20, 21, 22 and 23 to Clause 

19 moved by Shri N.K. Premachandran to the vote of the House.  

The amendments were put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 19 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 19 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 20 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 21          Appeal to Supreme Court 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

No. 24 to Clause 21? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN : Yes, Madam, I am moving Amendment No.  

24 to Clause 21. 

 I beg to move:  

  “Page 10, lines 16 and 17, - 

 omit “which the High Court certifies to be a fit case for appeal  

to the Supreme Court”.”     (24) 
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 Madam, I am pressing for this Amendment.  I have already stated that in 

order to file an appeal in the Supreme Court to get a certificate from the High 

Court that it is a fit case for appeal.  It is not fair.   

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No. 24 to Clause 21 moved by  

Shri N.K. Premachandran to the vote of the House.  

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 21 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 21 was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 22 and 23 were added to the Bill. 

 
Clause 24        Revision of other orders 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri N.K. Premachandran, are you moving your Amendment 

No. 25 to Clause 24? 

SHRI N.K. PREMACHANDRAN: I am not moving Madam. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 24 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 24 was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 25 to 32 were added to the Bill. 

 

19.00 hrs. 

 

Clause 33                  Tax recovery officer by whom 

                                             recovery of tax dues is to be effected 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No.27 to 

Clause 33? 
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DR. A. SAMPATH (ATTINGAL): I beg to move: 

 “Page 15, line 19,-- 

  for “(i) the assessee carries on his business;”. 

substitute “(i) the assessee normally carries on his business;”.” (27)  

  Madam, it is only adding a word because clause 33 (ia) says, “within whose 

jurisdiction the assessee carries on his business.” I hope the Minister may accept 

my amendment because I would like to add only one word ‘normally’. There will 

be some difference in this electronic era when business is being done. The 

assessee normally carries on his business. That is what my amendment is.  

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.27 to Clause 33 moved by Dr. 

A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 33 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 33 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 34                Recovery of tax dues in case of  

                     a company in liquidation 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No.28 to 

Clause 34? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Madam, I am not moving. It is only relating to the days. 

Instead of three months, it should be more specific as ninety days. If the Minister 

is not willing what can I do? 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 34 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 34 was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 35 to 48 were added to the Bill.  
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Clause 49         Punishment for failure to furnish return in 

             relation to foreign income and asset 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No.29 to 

Clause 49? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Madam. I beg to move: 

 “Page 20, line 19,-- 

  for “with fine”, 

  Substitute “with fine which may extend to one crore rupees”. (29) 

 On page 20, line 19, it is stated, ‘with fine’. I want the quantum of fine 

because in penal law there will be a quantum of fine. So, if what would be the 

amount of fine is known, then that maximum amount of fine can be imposed. That 

is why, I have put Rs.1 crore. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå, ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ ºÉÉiÉ ¤ÉVÉä iÉBÉE ¤ÉfÃÉ<Ç MÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ, +É¤É càÉ +ÉÉvÉÉ PÉÆ]É  

ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® ¤ÉfÃÉ ãÉäiÉä cé*  

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

¶Éc®ÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ´ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉè® ¶Éc®ÉÒ MÉ®ÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ={É¶ÉàÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ àÉÆjÉÉÒ (gÉÉÒ AàÉ. ´ÉéBÉEèªªÉÉ 

xÉÉªÉbÚ) : àÉèbàÉ, ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉÉäÉË]MÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉäxÉä iÉBÉE BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ ¤ÉfÃÉiÉä cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

BÉÖEU àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ& cÉÄ 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ´ÉÉcÉÒ +ÉÉvÉÉ PÉÆ]É ¤ÉfÃÉ<Ç VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

I shall now put Amendment No.29 to Clause 49 moved by Dr. A. Sampath 

to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Kalvakuntla Kavitha to move Amendment No.37 to 

Clause 49 –Not present. 
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The question is: 

“That clause 49 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 49  was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 50              Punishment for failure to furnish return of income,  
                              any  information about an asset (including financial  

               interest in any entity located outside India) 
 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No. 30 to 

Clause 50? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Madam. I beg to move: 

 “Page 20, line 31,-- 

  for “with fine”, 

  Substitute “with fine which may extend to one crore rupees”.” (30) 

 Madam, this is also of the same nature because it is to fix the quantum of 

fine. Even for a petty case also, there is a quantum of fine. If one violates the 

Motor Vehicle Act, then also there is a quantum of fine.  

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No. 30 to Clause 50 moved by Dr. 

A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Kalvakuntla Kavitha to move Amendment No.38 to 

Clause 50. She is not there. 

 The question is: 

“That clause 50 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 50 was added to the Bill. 
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Clause 51         Punishment for wilful  

                      attempt to evade tax 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No. 31 to 

Clause 51? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Madam. I beg to move: 

“Page 20, line 36,-- 

  for “with fine”, 

  Substitute “with fine which may extend to one crore rupees”.” (31) 

 The Minister is very much stubborn.  

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No. 31 to Clause 51 moved by Dr. 

A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Kalvakuntla Kavitha to move Amendment No.39 to 

Clause 51. She is not there. 

 The question is: 

“That clause 51 stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 51 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 52       Punishment for false  
                             statement in verification 

 
 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No.32 to 

clause 52? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Madam, I beg to move: 

 “Page 21, line 12, - 

 for “with fine”, 

 Substitute “with fine which may extend to one crore rupees”.” 

        (32) 
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HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.32 to clause 52 moved by Dr. 

A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Kavitha Kalvakuntla to move Amendment No.40 to 

clause 52. She is not present. 

 The question is: 

“That clause 52 stand part of the Bill. 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 52 was added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 53              Punishment for abetment 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No.33 to 

clause 53? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Madam, I beg to move: 

 “Page 21, line 18, - 

 for “fine”, 

 Substitute “fine which may extend to one crore rupees”.”          (33) 

 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.33 to clause 53 moved by Dr. 

A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shrimati Kavitha Kalvakuntla to move Amendment No.41 to 

clause 53. She is not present. 

 The question is: 

“That clause 53 stand part of the Bill. 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 53 was added to the Bill. 

Clause 54 was added to the Bill. 
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Clause 55                        Prosecution to be at instance of  

                                                       Principal Chief Commissioner or Chief      
                                                          Commissioner or Principal Commissioner  

                or Commissioner 
 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No.3 to clause 55: Hon. 

Minister.  

Amendment made: 
 
 “Page 21, line 37, - 

  for “of offences”, 

  Substitute “of proceedings of the offences”.” (3) 
 

(Shri Arun Jaitley) 
HON. SPEAKER:  The question is: 

“That clause 55, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 55, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 56 and 57 were added to the Bill. 
 

                                              Clause 58              Punishment for second and 
                                                                 subsequent offences 

 

HON. SPEAKER: Dr. A. Sampath, are you moving your Amendment No.34 to 

clause 58? 

DR. A. SAMPATH : Yes, Madam, I beg to move: 

 “Page 22, line 32, - 

 for “once crore rupees”, 

 Substitute “ten crore rupees”.”   (34) 

HON. SPEAKER: I shall now put Amendment No.34 to clause 58 moved by Dr. 

A. Sampath to the vote of the House. 

The amendment was put and negatived. 



11.05.2015  
  

192

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 58 stand part of the Bill. 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 58 was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 59 to 72 were added to the Bill. 
 

Clause 73           Agreement with foreign countries 
      or specified territories 

 
 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No.4 to clause 73: Hon. 

Minister. 

Amendment made: 
 
 “Page 26, for lines 26 to 38, substitute, - 

 “(a) for exchange of information for the prevention of evasion or 
avoidance of tax on undisclosed foreign income chargeable under 
this Act or under the corresponding law in force in that country, or 
investigation of cases of such evasion or avoidance; 
 
(b) for recovery of tax under this Act and under the corresponding 
law in force in that country.”.”  (4)  

 
 (Shri Arun Jaitley) 

HON. SPEAKER:  The question is: 

“That clause 73, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 73, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 74 to 83 were added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 84                         Application of provision of  

                    income tax Act 

 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No.5 to clause 84: Hon. 

Minister.  
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Amendment made: 
 
 “Page 29, line 20, - 

  for “284 shall apply”, 

  Substitute “284 of the Income-tax Act shall apply”.” (5) 
 

(Shri Arun Jaitley) 

HON. SPEAKER:  The question is: 

“That clause 84, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 84, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

Clauses 85 and 86 were added to the Bill. 

 

Clause 87                Amendment of section 2of Act 54 of 1963 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No.6 to clause 87: Hon. 

Minister. 

Amendment made: 

 “Page 30, line 30, - 

  for “the Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition of  

  Tax)”, 

  Substitute “the Black Money (Undisclosed Foreign Income and  
  Assets and Imposition of Tax”.”  (6) 
 

(Shri Arun Jaitley) 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 87, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 87, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

 



11.05.2015  
  

194

Clause 88    Amendment of Act of 15 of 2003 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No. 7 to Clause 88 – Hon. 

Minister.  

Amendment made: 

“Page 30, line 36,-- 
 
 for “the Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition 
of Tax)”, 
 
 substitute “the Black Money (Undisclosed Foreign Income 
and Assets) and Imposition of Tax”. ”                   (7) 
 
                 (Shri Arun Jaitley) 
 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That clause 88, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

Clause 88, as amended, was added to the Bill. 
 

Clause 1      Short title, extent and  
          commencement  

 
 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No. 2 to Clause 1 – Hon. 

Minister.  

Amendment made: 

“Page 1, lines 4 and 5, — 
 
  for “the Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets (Imposition 
of Tax),” 
 
 substitute “the Black Money (Undisclosed Foreign Income 
and Assets) and Imposition of Tax”. ”         (2) 
        (Shri Arun Jaitley) 
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HON. SPEAKER: 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. 

 

THE TITLE 

HON. SPEAKER: There is a Government Amendment No. 1 to Long Title – Hon. 

Minister.  

Amendment made: 

“That in the Long Title,-- 
 
 for “for undisclosed foreign income and assets”, 
 
 substitute “to deal with the problem of the Black money that 
is undisclosed foreign income and assets”.”      (1) 
       (Shri Arun Jaitley) 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the  LongTitle, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The motion was adopted. 

The Long Title, as amended, was added to the Bill. 

 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Madam, I beg to move: 

“That the Bill, as amended, be passed.” 

 

HON. SPEAKER: The question is: 

“That the Bill, as amended, be passed.” 

The motion was adopted. 
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gÉÉÒ +É®ÉË´Én ºÉÉ´ÉÆiÉ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç nÉÊFÉhÉ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉiÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE cÉãÉ cÉÒ àÉå xÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå VÉÉä 

£ÉÚBÉEà{É cÖ+ÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå ºÉÉfÃä ºÉÉiÉ cVÉÉ® ºÉä £ÉÉÒ VªÉÉnÉ ãÉÉäMÉ àÉ® MÉA* AäºÉä £ÉÚBÉEà{É {ÉcãÉä àÉcÉ®É]Å àÉå £ÉÉÒ cÖA cé, 

MÉÖVÉ®ÉiÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ cÖA cé* àÉé <ºÉ ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ªÉc ãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE cÉãÉ cÉÒ àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉ 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä |ÉEÉÆºÉ àÉå +É®ä´ÉÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ABÉE BÉE®É® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* AäºÉÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ àÉå càÉÉ®ä àÉcÉ®É]Å BÉEä ÉËºÉvÉÖnÖMÉÇ-

®ixÉÉÉÊMÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊVÉãÉä àÉå VÉèiÉÉ{ÉÖ® àÉå +ÉhÉÖ>óVÉÉÇ |ÉBÉEã{É ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉªÉÉºÉ £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÖ°ô cé*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ÉÊVÉªÉÉìãÉÉäÉÊVÉBÉEãÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ 

xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉcÉÆ £ÉÚ§ÉÆ¶É cè* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ¤ÉÉÒºÉ ºÉÉãÉÉå àÉå ªÉcÉÆ 93 £ÉÚBÉEà{É cÖA* <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉäÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉìÉÊxÉBÉE ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ xÉä 

BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉEÉ VÉÉä ºÉÆªÉÆjÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ cÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ´Éc {ÉÉxÉÉÒ VÉ¤É 

ºÉàÉÖp àÉå {ÉEåBÉEÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, iÉÉä <ºÉºÉä ºÉàÉÖp BÉEä {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ iÉÉ{ÉàÉÉxÉ ¤ÉfÃäMÉÉ* =ºÉºÉä ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä àÉiºªÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÖ®É +ÉºÉ® 

{É½xÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ cè* +ÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ ºÉÆªÉÆjÉ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉWÉc ºÉä càÉxÉä näJÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÖEBÉÖEÉÊ¶ÉàÉÉ àÉå {ÉÚ®É ¶Éc® JÉÉãÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* 

+ÉÉVÉ ´ÉcÉÆ VÉÉä SÉÉ® ãÉÉJÉ ãÉÉÒ]® {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉSÉÉ cè, ´Éc £ÉÉÒ ´ÉcÉÆ +ÉhÉÖ BÉEÉ =iºÉVÉÇxÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ÉÊ´ÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉèiÉÉ{ÉÖ® BÉEä |ÉBÉEã{É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃxÉä ºÉä {ÉcãÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <xÉ ºÉÉ®ÉÒ 

ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Éç BÉEÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE®ä +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® BÉE® BÉEä VÉèiÉÉ{ÉÖ® |ÉBÉEã{É BÉEÉä ®q BÉE®ä* ªÉc àÉä®ÉÒ |ÉÉlÉÇxÉÉ cè*    

 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ vÉÖ´Éæ (¤ÉèiÉÚãÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä ¶ÉÚxªÉ BÉEÉãÉ àÉå 

¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ* <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ¤Éè~ä cÖA VÉÉä ºÉnºªÉ cé, ´Éä ãÉÉäBÉEºÉ£ÉÉ BÉEÉ SÉÖxÉÉ´É VÉÉÒiÉBÉE® +ÉÉiÉä cé +ÉÉè® 

545 ºÉnºªÉ SÉÖxÉBÉE® ªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉiÉä cé* =xcå |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä uÉ®É BÉEéºÉ® ®ÉäÉÊMÉªÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, VÉÉä <ºÉºÉä {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ cÉäiÉä 

cé, ABÉE àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå iÉÉÒxÉ BÉEäºÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ c® ºÉÆºÉn ºÉnºªÉ BÉEÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè*   

 +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉä®É 

ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ +ÉÉÊiÉ ÉÊ{ÉU½É cè, SÉÉcä ´Éc +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE oÉÎ] ºÉä cÉä ªÉÉ ºÉÉàÉÉÉÊVÉBÉE oÉÎ] ºÉä cÉä* ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä 

63 {É®ºÉå] ]ÅÉ<¤ÉãºÉ +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE oÉÎ]BÉEÉähÉ ºÉä +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ +ÉiªÉÆiÉ ÉÊ{ÉU½ä cÖA cé* +ÉÉ{É ºÉåºÉºÉ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç àÉå näJÉåMÉä iÉÉä 

+ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ ºÉiªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉBÉEÉ®ÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ*  àÉä®ä FÉäjÉ àÉå ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä <xÉ +ÉÉÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊºÉªÉÉå àÉå +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ¶ÉFÉÉ BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEàÉVÉÉä® cè* BÉEéºÉ® <ãÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä ºÉÖÉẾ ÉvÉÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc 

àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå ÉÊMÉxÉiÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEä´ÉãÉ 3 +ÉÉè® ºÉÉãÉ àÉå 36 cÉäiÉÉÒ cé* ´ÉÉÇ 2014 àÉå 6,009 ãÉÉäMÉ BÉEéºÉ® ºÉä {ÉÉÒÉÊ½iÉ cÉäBÉE® 

BÉEÉãÉOÉºiÉ cÖA* àÉé SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ BÉEä <xÉ ÉÊ{ÉU½ä cÖA ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ABÉE àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå 3 BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc 10 

BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ nÉÒ VÉÉA* <ºÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn BÉE®iÉÉÒ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® 

+É{ÉxÉÉÒ ´ÉÉhÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊ´É®ÉàÉ näiÉÉÒ cÚÆ*  
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àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉxiÉ nÖ¤Éä +ÉÉè® gÉÉÒ MÉVÉäxp ÉËºÉc ¶ÉäJÉÉ´ÉiÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ VªÉÉäÉÊiÉ vÉÖ́ Éæ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA 

ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*    

bÉì. +ÉÆ¶ÉÖãÉ ´ÉàÉÉÇ (c®nÉä<Ç) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä ºÉÆYÉÉxÉ àÉå ãÉÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ FÉäjÉ c®nÉä<Ç BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ =kÉ® |Énä¶É ®ÉVªÉ SÉÉÒxÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉMÉàÉ ÉÊãÉÉÊàÉ]äb <BÉEÉ<Ç ¶ÉÉJÉÉ, 

c®nÉä<Ç 15 ´ÉÉÉç ºÉä ¤ÉÆn {É½ÉÒ cè*   

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ÉÊàÉãÉ ¤ÉÆn cÉäxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ºÉä BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉ £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ JÉÉiÉÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ. 176 ºÉjÉ 

1984 BÉEä {ÉÚ´ÉÇ iÉBÉE BÉEÉ ¤ÉBÉEÉªÉÉ SÉÉãÉÉÒºÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ´ÉäiÉxÉ cÉÒ |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®ÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉlÉÉ ºÉÉ~ |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ 

´ÉäiÉxÉ ´É +ÉxªÉ ¤ÉBÉEÉªÉÉ £ÉÖMÉiÉÉxÉ +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE ®ÉVªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* 

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEÉ ºÉjÉ 1982-83 BÉEä 3A A´ÉÆ 6A BÉEÉ £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ BÉEÉªÉÉÇãÉªÉ àÉå ={ÉãÉ¤vÉ xÉ 

cÉäxÉÉ ¤ÉiÉÉBÉE® £ÉÖMÉiÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ A´ÉÆ {Éå¶ÉxÉ MÉhÉxÉÉ àÉå 2 ´ÉÉÇ UÉä½ ÉÊnA MÉA, VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ 

BÉEÉªÉÉÇãÉªÉ àÉå {ÉjÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 37,414 ÉÊnxÉÉÆBÉE 16.07.2003 BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä VÉàÉÉvÉxÉ +ÉÆÉÊBÉEiÉ cè, ªÉc ºÉÚÉÊSÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

MÉªÉÉ* 

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, BÉEàÉÇSÉÉ®ÉÒ £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ ºÉÆMÉ~xÉ FÉäjÉÉÒªÉ +ÉÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ, ãÉJÉxÉ>ó BÉEä {ÉjÉ ºÉÆJªÉÉ 51,709 ÉÊnxÉÉÆBÉE 

16.07.2003 xÉä ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEä ´ÉÉÉÌÉBÉE ãÉäJÉÉ ÉÊ´É´É®hÉ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå ´ÉÉÇ 1991-92 àÉå jÉÖÉÊ]ªÉÉÆ cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ +ÉÉMÉä 

BÉEä ´ÉÉÉÌÉBÉE ãÉäJÉÉ ÉÊ´É´É®hÉ àÉå ºÉÖvÉÉ® BÉE® |ÉäÉÊÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ* <xcÉåxÉä +É{ÉxÉä {ÉjÉ àÉå ªÉc £ÉÉÒ 

º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ vÉxÉ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉÒ |É{ÉjÉ 3A A´ÉÆ 6A BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä <ºÉ BÉEÉªÉÉÇãÉªÉ àÉå VÉàÉÉ cÉäxÉÉ 

+ÉÆÉÊBÉEiÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ |ÉvÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉOÉc BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÆn {É½ÉÒ SÉÉÒxÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉ BÉEä 

BÉEàÉÇSÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ n¶ÉÉ àÉå £ÉÖJÉàÉ®ÉÒ ZÉäãÉ ®cä cé* ABÉE iÉ®{ÉE FÉäjÉÉÒªÉ +ÉÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ, ãÉJÉxÉ>ó £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ 

ºÉÆMÉ~xÉ xÉä +É{ÉxÉä {ÉjÉ ºÉä jÉÖÉÊ]ªÉÉÆ cÉäxÉÉ º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè iÉlÉÉ £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ vÉxÉ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉªÉÉÇãÉªÉ àÉå VÉàÉÉ xÉ cÉäxÉÉ 

£ÉÉÒ º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* 

 +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä +ÉÉOÉc cè ÉÊBÉE VÉxÉÉÊciÉ àÉå ¤ÉÆn {É½ÉÒ SÉÉÒxÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉ BÉEä BÉEàÉÇSÉÉÉÊ®ªÉÉå BÉEä 60 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ ¤ÉBÉEÉªÉÉ £ÉÉÊ´ÉªÉ 

ÉÊxÉÉÊvÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÖMÉiÉÉxÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉE®å* vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ BÉEÉä bÉì. +ÉÆ¶ÉÖãÉ ´ÉàÉÉÇ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*   

SHRI RAM MOHAN NAIDU KINJARAPU (SRIKAKULAM): Thank you, 

Madam Speaker, for giving me the opportunity to speak during ‘Zero Hour’.  
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 I would like to use this time to put in the notice of the Government about 

the serious problem of unemployment that the youth of this country is facing. As a 

result of unemployment, we see that a lot of young people are facing emotional 

stress, and because of that they are trying to commit suicides; try drugs; and also 

finding different wrong ways to earn money, which is leading to health issues and 

increase in crime. This is not the thing that we expect from the youth of this 

country, and to use the youth of this country in the development of this country, 

every scheme that the Government is trying to bring up, it has to directly or 

indirectly come up with a scheme to generate more employment in this country.  

I hope that the Government takes this problem seriously, and looks at it that 

way. 

HON. SPEAKER : Shri C.R. Chaudhary and Shri P.P. Chaudhary are permitted to 

associate with the issue raised by Shri Ram Mohan Naidu Kinjarapu.         

gÉÉÒ ºÉÆiÉÉäJÉ ÉËºÉc SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ (VÉÉãÉÆvÉ®) : +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé ºÉÖ¤Éc £ÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É n´ÉÉ¤ÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ 

®ÉÒVÉxÉ cè* =ºÉBÉEÉ FÉäjÉ VÉÉãÉÆvÉ® cè, VÉÉä àÉä®É ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ cè* ªÉc AÉÊ®ªÉÉ càÉä¶ÉÉ º´ÉÉºlªÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä ´ÉÆÉÊSÉiÉ 

®cÉ cè* ´ÉÉÇ 1994 àÉå ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ºÉ®nÉ® ¤Éä+ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc ´ÉcÉÆ BÉEä àÉÖJªÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ lÉä* =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ 

´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ MÉxxÉÉ {ÉEÉàÉÇ lÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå ºÉä 56 ABÉE½ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ ãÉä BÉE® ABÉE AàºÉ VÉèºÉÉ ºÉÆºlÉÉxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉ {É® 140 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä JÉSÉÇ cÖA* =ºÉ {É® £ÉBªÉ <Æ|ÉEÉº]ÅBÉDSÉ® ÉÊ¤Éãb cÖ+ÉÉ cè* 

=ºÉàÉå àÉäÉÊbBÉEãÉ BÉEÉìãÉäVÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉÉ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå AàºÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉå nÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ* =ºÉ ´ÉBÉDiÉ BÉEÉÒ 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉEÉÒ* càÉxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ÉÊãÉJÉÉ ÉÊBÉE AàºÉ <ºÉBÉEÉä ]äBÉE +ÉÉä´É® 

BÉE®ä* {É® +ÉÉxÉ{ÉEÉ®SÉÚxÉä]ãÉÉÒ, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ¤ÉnãÉ MÉªÉÉÒ* +É¤É =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉèãªÉÚ 1500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä cè* |ÉÉÆiÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä 

+É{ÉxÉä ABÉE àÉÉèVÉÚnÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉä 131 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä àÉå =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ABÉE ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉä ãÉÉÒVÉ {É® nä ÉÊnªÉÉ* 

 +É¤É £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ªÉc AxÉÉ=ÆºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEÉä ABÉE AàºÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ ºÉÉäºÉÉªÉ]ÉÒ BÉEÉä 

131 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä àÉå ãÉÉÒVÉ {É® nÉÒ MÉªÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc =ºÉä SÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® AàÉ.ºÉÉÒ.+ÉÉ<Ç. =ºÉBÉEÉä <VÉÉVÉiÉ 

xÉcÉÓ nä ®cä cé* àÉä®É +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉãÉÆvÉ® àÉå  {ÉÉÒàºÉ BÉEÉ ¤ÉÖÉÊxÉªÉÉnÉÒ fÉÆSÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEÉä VÉÉãÉÆvÉ® àÉå 

ABÉE AàºÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä iÉÉÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉºÉ-{ÉÉºÉ ºÉÉ®ä AÉÊ®ªÉÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä º´ÉÉºlªÉ ºÉÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉå 

ÉÊàÉãÉå* 
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gÉÉÒ cÉÊ®xÉ®ÉªÉxÉ ®ÉVÉ£É® (PÉÉäºÉÉÒ) : àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä BÉÖEU ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ 

ÉÊnªÉÉ* =kÉ® |Énä¶É àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ {ÉEºÉãÉ BÉEÉ |ÉÉBÉßEÉÊiÉBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉnÉ ºÉä VÉÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, àÉÉjÉ <xÉä-ÉÊMÉxÉä MÉÉÆ´É 

BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ cÉÒ FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè* =xÉBÉEÉä 100 âó{ÉªÉä +ÉÉè® 200 âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉ SÉäBÉE ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* àÉé 

ªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ä MÉÉÆ´É BÉEä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ MÉÉÆ´É àÉå àÉÉjÉ 10 +ÉÉnÉÊàÉªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ 

FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè, VÉÉä ABÉEnàÉ +ÉxªÉÉªÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É ªÉc ÉÊxÉnæ¶É nå ÉÊBÉE =ºÉ MÉÉÆ´É 

BÉEä {ÉÚ®ä ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ ºÉ´Éæ BÉE®É BÉE®, ºÉ£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉªÉä* àÉé 

+ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ªÉcÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*  

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ : gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ cÉÊ®xÉ®ÉªÉxÉ ®ÉVÉ£É® uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ £É®iÉ ÉËºÉc (¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ) :  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä +É{ÉxÉä FÉäjÉ ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉºÉÆiÉ{ÉÖ® OÉÉàÉ 

ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É cVÉÉ®Éå BÉE®Éä½Éå âó{ÉªÉä BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉMÉiÉ ºÉä ¤ÉxÉBÉE®, ¤ÉÆn {É½ä ¤ÉcÖqä¶ÉÉÒªÉ ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® 

+ÉÉBÉßE] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉä®ä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ FÉäjÉ BÉEä ¤ÉºÉÆiÉ{ÉÖ® OÉÉàÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå 215 ABÉE½ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

uÉ®É cVÉÉ®Éå BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä JÉSÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä BÉßEÉÊÉ +ÉxÉÖºÉÆvÉÉxÉ BÉEäxp, AÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É {ÉEB´ÉÉ®É, ´ÉxÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ BÉEÉ 

MÉäº] cÉ=ºÉ, {ÉÉ~¶ÉÉãÉÉ, BÉEé]ÉÒxÉ, £ÉÉäVÉ{ÉÖ®ÉÒ ºÉÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉBÉE BÉEäxp, iÉÉ®ÉàÉÆbãÉ, ÉÊcº]ÅÉÒ àªÉÚÉÊVÉªÉàÉ, ´ÉßrÉgÉàÉ, ÉÊSÉãbÅäxÉ 

{ÉÉBÉEÇ, +ÉÉÉÊb]ÉäÉÊ®ªÉàÉ, nÚ®ºÉÆSÉÉ® ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ BÉEÉ MÉäº] cÉ=ºÉ, BÉßEÉÊjÉàÉ ZÉÉÒãÉ <iªÉÉÉÊn ´ÉÉÉç ºÉä ¤ÉÆn {É½ä cé* {ÉÚ´ÉÇ 

|ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ SÉxp¶ÉäJÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEä |ÉªÉÉºÉÉå ºÉä cVÉÉ®Éå BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä JÉSÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä ªÉc ªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ ºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ cÖªÉÉÒ 

lÉÉÒ* 'ºÉÖ®cÉ iÉÉãÉ' ÉÊcxnÖºÉiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉEäàÉºÉ iÉÉãÉ cè* =ºÉ iÉÉãÉ BÉEÉä +ÉMÉ® bä´ÉäãÉ{É ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä 50,000 

ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉä ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÆn cÉäxÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ VÉÆMÉãÉ cÉä 

MÉªÉä cé* 

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉªÉÇ]xÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ, ºÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ´ÉxÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ BÉEä àÉÆjÉÉÒ BÉEÉ 

vªÉÉxÉ +ÉÉBÉEÉÌÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä cVÉÉ®Éå-BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä JÉSÉÇ cÖA cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ àÉÉÒxÉÉFÉÉÒ ãÉäJÉÉÒ (xÉ<Ç ÉÊnããÉÉÒ) : +ÉÉn®hÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ +ÉÉVÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEä 

ºÉàÉFÉ ®JÉ ®cÉÒ cÚÆ* BÉÖEU ÉÊnxÉ {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ®ÉVªÉ BÉEä ABÉE àÉÖJªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä AäºÉÉ ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE |ÉèºÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ 

BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ +ÉMÉ® =xÉBÉEä ÉÊJÉãÉÉ{ÉE JÉ¤É® UÉ{ÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ àÉå ABÉE {ÉÉÊ®{ÉjÉ VÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ºÉ 

{É® àÉÉxÉcÉÉÊxÉ BÉEä àÉÖBÉEnàÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* =xcÉÓ BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ xÉä =ºÉBÉEä ABÉEnàÉ {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ABÉE +ÉÉè® ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ VÉÉ®ÉÒ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ =xÉBÉEÉÒ xÉVÉ®Éå àÉå <ÇàÉÉxÉnÉ® BªÉÉÎBÉDiÉ cÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® <ÇàÉÉxÉnÉ® |ÉèºÉ BÉEä BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ cÉåMÉä, =xcå =xÉBÉEÉÒ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® |ÉÉäiºÉÉÉÊciÉ BÉE®äMÉÉÒ* AäºÉÉ +ÉÉVÉ xÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÉÆÉÊjÉBÉE BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉªÉÇ|ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ 
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cè, =ºÉBÉEä +É{ÉàÉÉxÉ BÉEä FÉäjÉ àÉå +ÉÉiÉÉ cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉªÉÇ ÉÊBÉE +É{ÉxÉÉÒ iÉÉ®ÉÒ{ÉE àÉå VÉÉä ÉÊãÉJÉÉ VÉÉA, 

=ºÉä |ÉÉäiºÉÉÉÊciÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉE®nÉiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä {ÉèºÉÉå BÉEÉ <ºiÉäàÉÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA, BÉDªÉÉ ªÉc +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÉÆÉÊjÉBÉE 

BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉå àÉÖàÉÉÊBÉExÉ cè? BÉDªÉÉ AäºÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè? àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ºÉiªÉ BÉEÉä 

BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ VÉxÉiÉÉ ºÉä nÚ® ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ ABÉE |ÉBÉE®hÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ £É®ºÉBÉE ÉÊxÉxnÉ +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ ºÉÆºÉn BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä 

cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ£ÉxxÉ àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ ºÉàÉÚcÉå BÉEä BÉEÉªÉÇFÉäjÉ àÉå vÉ®ÉiÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉºÉàÉÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ºÉßÉÊVÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè* |ÉèºÉ 

BÉEÉÒ º´ÉiÉÆjÉiÉÉ ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÆjÉ BÉEÉ +ÉiªÉÆiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºiÉà£É cè iÉlÉÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä {ÉèºÉä ºÉä <ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉ 

{ÉFÉ{ÉÉiÉ BÉE®xÉÉ =ºÉä BÉEàÉVÉÉä® BÉE®iÉÉ cè ªÉÉxÉÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉEiÉÉÆÉÊjÉBÉE BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä cÉÒ BÉEàÉVÉÉä® BÉE®iÉÉ cè* ªÉc ®É]Å BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA ÉÊSÉxiÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ cè BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc càÉ ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉä 70 BÉEä n¶ÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉn ÉÊnãÉÉiÉÉ cè* =ºÉ n¶ÉBÉE àÉå 

+ÉÉ{ÉÉiÉBÉEÉãÉ BÉEä nÉè®ÉxÉ |ÉèºÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉ iÉ®c nÖâó{ÉªÉÉäMÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, ªÉc nä¶É +ÉSUÉÒ iÉ®c VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ofÃiÉÉ ºÉä 

=ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cè* ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ {ÉÖxÉ: AäºÉÉ nÉäc®ÉªÉÉ xÉ VÉÉA, <ºÉBÉEÉÒ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉèªÉÉ®ÉÒ cè* +ÉiÉ: àÉé <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEä 

àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE xÉ BÉEä´ÉãÉ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊxÉxnÉ ´É £ÉiºÉÇxÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE cè +ÉÉÊ{ÉiÉÖ <ºÉä ciÉÉäiºÉÉÉÊciÉ 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* Not only shunned but it has to be discouraged by this 

House. 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ, gÉÉÒ +ÉVÉªÉ ÉÊàÉgÉÉ ]äxÉÉÒ, gÉÉÒ MÉVÉäxp ÉËºÉc ¶ÉäJÉÉ´ÉiÉ, bÉ. =ÉÊniÉ ®ÉVÉ, 

gÉÉÒ VÉMÉnÉÎà¤ÉBÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉ, gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ +ÉÆVÉÚ ¤ÉÉãÉÉ, gÉÉÒ nqxÉ ÉÊàÉgÉÉ, gÉÉÒ |ÉcãÉÉn ÉËºÉc {É]äãÉ, bÉ. ´ÉÉÒ®äxp BÉÖEàÉÉ®, gÉÉÒ 

{ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ. SÉÉèvÉ®ÉÒ, bÉ. àÉxÉÉäVÉ ®ÉVÉÉäÉÊ®ªÉÉ +ÉÉè® gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ®äJÉÉ ´ÉàÉÉÇ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ àÉÉÒxÉÉFÉÉÒ ãÉäJÉÉÒ uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ 

BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ |ÉäàÉ ÉËºÉc SÉxnÚàÉÉVÉ®É (+ÉÉxÉÆn{ÉÖ® ºÉÉÉÊc¤É) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉÉÒxÉÉFÉÉÒ ãÉäJÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ =~ÉªÉÉ cè, 

...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  BÉDªÉÉ +ÉÉ{É ´ÉcÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ =~É ®cä cé? 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ |ÉäàÉ ÉËºÉc SÉxnÚàÉÉVÉ®É : àÉé {ÉcãÉä +É{ÉxÉä BÉEÉä =xÉBÉEä ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ ºÉä AºÉÉäÉÊºÉA] BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ´ÉÉnÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉE®iÉÉ 

cÚÆ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ¤ÉÉäÉÊãÉA* 

…(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

gÉÉÒ |ÉäàÉ ÉËºÉc SÉxnÚàÉÉVÉ®É : ´ÉÉnÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ cè ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉÒ cÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¶ÉàÉÇxÉÉBÉE +ÉÉè® ÉÊxÉxnxÉÉÒªÉ PÉ]xÉÉ {ÉÆVÉÉ¤É BÉEä 

ãÉÖÉÊvÉªÉÉxÉÉ àÉå cÖ<Ç* ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE àÉÉÊcãÉÉ {ÉjÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ{É]É<Ç BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç* =ºÉä BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEä ABÉE ÉÊ´ÉvÉÉªÉBÉE xÉä àÉÉ®É* àÉÖZÉä 
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<ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉ nÖJÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ ªÉÚlÉ BÉEÉÆOÉäºÉ BÉEä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉÉ®ä ´ÉBÉEÇºÉÇ JÉ½ä lÉä* =xcÉåxÉä ãÉiÉÉ½É*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉÉÆ ÉÊn´ÉºÉ 

{É® ABÉE àÉÉÆ BÉEÉä BÉEä´ÉãÉ <ºÉÉÊãÉA <iÉxÉÉ {ÉÉÒ]É MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´Éc =xÉBÉEä àÉVÉÉÔ BÉEÉÒ JÉ¤É®å xÉcÉÓ näiÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

=ºÉBÉEÉ +É{ÉàÉÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE cÉ=ºÉ <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊxÉxnÉ BÉE®ä +ÉÉè® 

AäºÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉE ÉÊºÉJÉÉA VÉÉä <àÉ®VÉéºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉn ÉÊnãÉÉ ®cä cé* ´Éä |ÉèºÉ BÉEÉ MÉãÉÉ PÉÉå]xÉÉ SÉÉciÉä 

cé*...(BªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ +ÉvªÉFÉ :  gÉÉÒ £Éè®Éå |ÉºÉÉn ÉÊàÉgÉ BÉEÉä gÉÉÒ |ÉäàÉ ÉËºÉc SÉxnÚàÉÉVÉ®É uÉ®É =~ÉA MÉA ÉÊ´ÉÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ºÉÆ¤Ér 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*  

gÉÉÒ lÉÖ{ÉºiÉÉxÉ Uä´ÉÉÆMÉ (ãÉqÉJÉ) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ºÉÆYÉÉxÉ ABÉE nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ 

BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® BÉE®ÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå SÉSÉÉÇ àÉå lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ãÉqÉJÉ BÉEä VÉÆºÉBÉEÉ® FÉäjÉ àÉå {ÉÖE]BÉEãÉ xÉnÉÒ BÉEä 

{ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ¤ÉcÉ´É âóBÉE VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ´ÉcÉÆ 20-30 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® BÉEÉÒ ABÉE +ÉÉÉÌ]ÉÊ{ÉE¶ÉªÉãÉ ãÉäBÉE ¤ÉxÉ MÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ* 7 

iÉÉ®ÉÒJÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖ¤Éc iÉBÉE®ÉÒ¤ÉxÉ +ÉÉ~ ¤ÉVÉä ´Éc ¤Éº]Ç cÖ<Ç ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ´ÉcÉÆ ¤ÉcÖiÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ cÖ<Ç* +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE VÉÉä 

ºÉàÉÉSÉÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEä +ÉxÉÖºÉÉ® BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ 9-10 {ÉÖE] ºÉº{Éé¶ÉxÉ ÉÊ¥ÉVÉäºÉ, 4 àÉäVÉ® àÉÉä]®ä¤ÉãÉ ÉÊ¥ÉVÉ ¤Éc MÉA 

cé* JÉÖ¶ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉ BÉEÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ AOÉÉÒBÉEãSÉ®ãÉ ãÉéb, AÉÊxÉàÉãºÉ +ÉÉè® 

ºBÉÚEãÉ ÉÊ¤ÉÉÏãbMºÉ BÉEÉÒ FÉÉÊiÉ cÖ<Ç cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE 

ºÉé]ÅãÉ ]ÉÒàÉ £ÉäVÉÉÒ VÉÉA* ºÉ½BÉE ]Ú] VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä cVÉÉ®Éå ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ BÉExÉèÉÎBÉD]ÉÊ´É]ÉÒ JÉiàÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè* v´ÉºiÉ 

{ÉÖãÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ +ÉÉÊiÉ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE cè*  

 |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊbVÉÉº]® ÉÊ®ãÉÉÒ{ÉE {ÉEÆb ºÉä ªÉÉ |ÉÉ<àÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]® {ÉEÆb ºÉä 

FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉè® +ÉºÉäÉÎx¶ÉªÉãÉ {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE ºÉÉÌ´ÉºÉ BÉEÉä nÖ¤ÉÉ®É ÉÊxÉàÉÉÇhÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÉxÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉA* ABÉE ºÉå]ÅãÉ 

]ÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ VÉãn ºÉä VÉãn £ÉäVÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉßE{ÉÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉA*  

SHRI K.H. MUNIYAPPA (KOLAR): Madam Speaker, silk is one of the most 

important things Karnataka is producing and it is earning good foreign exchange. 

Duty imposed during the UPA government was more. Now as the Government is 

reducing the duty imposed, the sericulture farmers are facing problems. I urge 

upon the Government, the Finance Minister and the Textile Minister to have a 

relook at it in order to protect the silk farmers. 

HON. SPEAKER: Shri Rajeev Satav is permitted to associate with the issue raised 

by Shri K.H. Muniyappa.  
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SHRI P. KARUNAKARAN (KASARGOD): Madam Speaker, I would like to 

place before the House some serious problems of MNREGA workers. We have 

raised this issue in the Question Hour also. It is true that payment of large amounts 

in wages is pending and that too for months together. Madam, as you know well, a 

large number of MNREGA workers are women workers. It is very difficult for 

those workers to work without getting any wages. It is against the provisions of 

this Act itself. In Kerala itself payments of wages amounting to Rs.75 crore are 

pending. Throughout India it comes to about Rs.2,000 to Rs.3,000 crore. It is very 

difficult for these workers to go on working. So, I urge upon the Government to 

release the amount as early as possible. 

gÉÉÒ MÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ¶Éä]Â]ÉÒ (àÉÖà¤É<Ç =kÉ®) : +ÉvªÉFÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉcÉ®É]Å ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä ºÉÉàÉÉÉÊVÉBÉE xªÉÉªÉ A´ÉÆ ÉÊ´É¶ÉäÉ 

ºÉàÉÉÉÊVÉBÉE ºÉcÉªÉiÉÉ ÉÊ´É£ÉÉMÉ BÉEä ºÉÉÊSÉ´É uÉ®É BÉEäxpÉÒªÉ ºÉÉàÉÉÉÊVÉBÉE xªÉÉªÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®iÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä ºÉÉÊSÉ´É BÉEÉä 

ÉÊ{ÉU½ä ´ÉMÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ºÉä ´ÉÉÇ 2001-2002 ºÉä 2013-2014 BÉEÉÒ +É´ÉÉÊvÉ BÉEÉ ¤ÉBÉEÉªÉÉ 

1392.100 BÉE®Éä½ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®à¥ÉºÉàÉå] ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉä VÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä cäiÉÖ |ÉºiÉÉ´É £ÉäVÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =BÉDiÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉä 

VÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä cäiÉÖ 29 ÉÊ®àÉÉ<Æb® ãÉä]® £ÉÉÒ |ÉäÉÊÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉEäxp ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® +É¤É iÉBÉE ´Éc 

¤ÉBÉEÉªÉÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É VÉÉ®ÉÒ xÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè* ®ÉVªÉ BÉEä ÉÊ{ÉU½ä ´ÉMÉÇ BÉEä ªÉÉäMªÉ UÉjÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA UÉjÉ´ÉßÉÊkÉ cäiÉÖ ¤ÉBÉEÉªÉÉ 

BÉEäxpÉÒªÉ vÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉ¤ÉÆ]xÉ ¶ÉÉÒQÉ ºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÆiÉ àÉå, ºÉnxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä ºÉÉàÉÉÉÊVÉBÉE xªÉÉªÉ 

A´ÉÆ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®iÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉä +ÉxÉÖ®ÉävÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ´Éc àÉcÉ®É]Å ®ÉVªÉ BÉEä ÉÊ{ÉU½ä ´ÉMÉÇ BÉEä ªÉÉäMªÉ UÉjÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

UÉjÉ´ÉßÉÊkÉ cäiÉÖ BÉEäxpÉÒªÉ vÉxÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉ¤ÉÆ]xÉ ¶ÉÉÒQÉ ºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä cäiÉÖ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE ÉÊxÉnæ¶É näxÉä BÉEÉ BÉE] BÉE®å*   

HON. SPEAKER: The House stands adjourned to meet again at 11 a.m. 

tomorrow. 

19.33 hrs 

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven of the Clock  
on Tuesday, May 12, 2015/Vaisakha 22, 1937 (Saka).        
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