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Foreword

In dealing with the India Against Corruption movement
launched by the Civil Society members led by Shri Anna Hazare,
the Congress-led UPA government committed a series of blunders.
Actually it did not want to fight corruption but wanted the people
to believe that it was doing so. At no time till the situation went out
of the control of Congress did it take the Opposition into
confidence. Even the UPAallies were kept out of the loop. On
the other hand, it tried to weaken the movement by alleging the
hand of BJP and RSS behind the movement.

Bharatiya Janata Party had from day one been in the forefront
in its fight against corruption. When Shri Anna Hazare launched
his movement, BJP was the first to lend its support for the cause.
Corruption touched and tormented every person in the country
and as a responsible opposition party it could not afford to keep
itself aloof from this issue.

Congress put into operation every trick of the game to defeat
the movement. It tried to tarnish the image of those leading it.
Congress eventried to divide the Civil Society membersto achieve
its ends. When every trick of the game fell apart, in panic Prime
Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh called an all-party meeting to
discuss the issue. But a consensus still eluded.

It was the open support of BJP for the Jan Lokpal Bill under
which Prime Minister also came under its purview, and other main
demands of the Civil Society members that Congress saw the
writing on the wall. It decided to come out with a resolution

supporting the three main demands of the Civil Society for which
BJP had already expressed its support. With the BJP solidly behind,
the motion was adopted unanimously.

In the two Houses of Parliament where the matter was
discussed on August 27, 2011, the Leaders of Opposition in Lok
Sabha, Smt. Sushma Swaraj, in Rajya Sabha Shri Arun Jaitley as
also the Chairman of the BJP Parliamentary Party Shri L. K. Advani
took the Manmohan Government to task for its acts of omission
and commission. Other BJP members also made their points very
forcefully.

We are publishing their speeches in full so that our readers are
able to appreciate the issues involved and BJP point of view in the
matter.

Publisher,
Bharatiya Janata Party,
11, Ashok Road, New Delhi — 110003

September 2011
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T 27 3T, 2011 Bl cAldadar & ‘dldqrel I3 YV
favga @af g5 sad T dd gy aleear 4 faver at
ar sft guAT ¥avrer 4 @ [ 98 e slaerd ¥4 i
gg gfaerg Qe &1 fAvea 781 g9 < dfews I8 U
fe=gwdrT &) va gurd) cildyrel, Yo qoiqd cllbarel 39
QI B 7 BT B BT/

3TEeT HEIGAT SN, 3T T A& J AU & T+ o Aaefy
s ART fIeRvr <4 §Y U fawgd ahed e & | T B |
I W =l bR o AU wSl ge € | Aol 91 YR R | Uged
H e & |1 AR A U e BRAT Ared! § b fTST I8 e
Igd 21 Yfoeie ==t ) 38T ¥ | ==l @i e @) 2, 31e e @
g1, &9 °¢ @ B A7 9¢] R IR °C Bl B 41 1Y, Afh T
oifa | 21| H S RE & qHE |l § off we aredn g o
B 9T 2 6 7 BIE 919 S ANER Tor, T BROT  oret
Saford 89 ot ar W oy wnif 9 X | 7 Su Y I FE
e g b 3R ¥ DI 91 UHE 9 A AT 379 Il Sl dret
qrel B, I IADBT A9 <, TN Al IS HI9T  Ta19 <, offdhe
S W HH AT 39 < & e < & 3o 39 99s & aum
DI Al <@ 7, oifdh I8 g ga-i! i iR Hoiresh A ==f &
AHA B, T8 4T ATl o |

3edel Sfl, § eI Ugel Wad Bl Y SIFeRI o1 dradl &
TR IR 2011 P 9 WRBR & g1 UK (BT 1 I8 fagad
ATpUT BT Usell fd8ie T8l & | ol |91 3§ 9di R dldburdt
IS ST B | SN US IS IR AMhUTe fAerd el —3TeT
Wwﬁﬁmﬁﬁmwﬁélwwaﬁww
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M BT {3 ugen fadgs o9 1968 H 1M1, IS 1€ I 1971 H
ST, A1 1977 H 3MTAT, A 1985 ¥ 31T, T 1989 H 1T, T+ 1996
H T, T 1998 H AT 3R AT 2001 H 3T M3 IR T I
faerres foefl =1 fof BRor | wiRa =81 81 9o | fUrwer 43 a8t |
g f9a gl @1 @1 2| Al T &1 BRIGI T 8 Sirar
2 3R a1 AR 81 17T ® &R fhR Qe fohefl o= arep m H
3MT T FcHeT Rl § | 89R 9T # Y I8 fade <1 9R 9+ 1998
3R | 2001 ¥ AT | B9 I IH UIRA &I BT A |

qAY & A 9§ B HRIGIA § T8 fIRTH Ugell IR 7T B |
Sy 39 IR #]1 fa s 9ed 98 & fb S aR—aR &9 s/
JMIHT FHY < RE &, O AP IS BB AN DI T T &
2 f 31 T fRace DA IR AHT &, BIS DY By Fahdl & [ IR
a7 # TIRT &1, DI & HE AdhdT 7 fh 30 g 97 | uika
IR | I WY I8 goqH © & 43 aul & 89 59 f9dt &1 uiiRa
TEl PR FD T | H U HRIBTA DI 1 QY A & | &9 1 7T IR
Y 1998 H 3iT ¥ ¥ 2001 # g9 fda1 &I @R, <ifdhT S Wik &l
PRI AP | 371 9 AN IRB <@ & & AR FUIY 3SR AT
U fawara I8 &g V& & & that every idea has atime. & fdaR
BT UHh T BIAT B 3R AT 39 fIaR &7 99 317 7747 © | I8 Aa
sfrerT T @ik 77 sfer f9a & e =18 89 < afews I8
He g™ @l Ush YMTdl ArhuTel, U Holqe alldbulel 39 Q¥
DI S BT BT UM | 39 ITaRT BT (6 BRI 8 | I8 HRUT T8
2 f 78 f9a U o1 sm=le™ 99 T B |

HETGHT, 31T ¥ ygel R+ fagrgs o, 9 @< gfgonfa
e AT <2 | 9 3mar o, =R AR 81 e off, fda &9
3ITAT, e T, Byl AT, §AD IR H H ST DI gl &l BIal
ofT | Ugell IR OIF S UTel fdet & STRIel & TH 3 3[U0T E9TR
S 39 3 &1 A ST T ygar faam | ST - 9 379 o
forar 3k g9 Uk &R &1 drer A1 SaT foran | swiiferg S g2
& W B el €, TRI—oRg @1 811 # oA gabs WIRe 1T
DI ST Aerd, ThH—GIR DI SHA—fE7 BHad, T<—HIawH BT SSE
S §U US 81 91 &8 Iz © b IR e, 99 dmurd
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STAT | I U ST 3MTRIel a1 8 3R I ST 3fTaler dl AHROT
&1 91 | U QT gl fU-T a1l el Y g9l dhadl &l & e firel
o A1 H Pel o b ST HRYT fUwel 1 a8l H IOR gU IRER
& di & fId 997 # W R & v omd @ &) o <
YR Hh Y&l 81, VAT 78) 2, <Ifdh fser <1 auf # yermr &
Fiel 7 84 UR PR & | U & 18 U FETAR ISR §U 3R 0y
A gS—a9! & gaax 79 el W | IR fauer & L,
T SR DI AT ST ST G, HET S [ I VAT faRIeg
& HRUT R T2 T, IR B AR ITRIT Aol o RAE & MR R
g |

ARIGAT, Yol a8 FdHTfd HRel B, 5 WRGR BT oRgT—SiI]
T & | R 7 € 8- $rglor TS Siff$er ok, TReR &
CRIT—STRAT T HeTeldT T¥IeTh 3R = | 3R ool Ppear
5 251 % 1 &R 76,000 HRIS FUY BT HICTAT gaTl, Wrseegoll H
70,000 HRIS WYY HT HICTAT all, TIR 3FSAT H TORI—FOIR RIS
WU BT HICTAl §AT, BONINT H BIRI—BOR BRIS WUI B
HISTAT 83T AR el &1 RUIS urgu—etrs= # & I T a1 e
SART I T, AT ST 8T T, ART T[T 8T T |

HEIGT, SN Pl I[RAT AT & b Yeb ok Al 84 QI b Bl
ST TTA B H HER B AT A Tal BIchl, SR ATl I Feofl
TRIG 81 38 &, TN A1 3 D T B 8§ AR TN R S
Ul TR 93 §Y AN ARE—aRIS! Bl T[C HaT I & | ARTH bl =T
AT & 6 T TR% < BT HRrel wudm faeeh dof # S © @i
N TRG T H 89 Uh TSUH & forg avw @ ¥ | gAiferw o
PIETRT H a1 33, oifdh S Bl # Y STe™ BT dH 9 a1 9
BT, foRT TRBR IR AR | AT god & b T ARBR B A1
@ I IR &1 &l &, S9d d] HEd & (b &1 Y[R §<H &
foy wfeag € @1 a8 uftegar Ramex ve var gR/™R ar ae,
U T faet ar o, 1t I8 ot {98 YR A oS DT |
o &1, ST fde IR, 98 dha o, S99 gR T8l off 3R gHiferg
TN BT Ig T o7 b T qThs IRPR hicdg o7

FT aTdhs IR UfeE &, IAR ¥ o & folg? Yo &7
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I TSl MY, FETHAT S 93 8, =i Q)1 Ro7ep fhan, qR1 faavor
Tt faam, ofh S faavor # aig—oie 3w €| oot 124 fF &
3FSAT ST BT ST Jde HR AT &, 11 fad W8I gob & | 74 I Bl
fth 98] 45X TS /T ¢ | AN SHD A IS © | SHS—gHS N
ariaTe # o1 %8 € | uRReiftRn sram= € | S s uRRerforat
H ¥ I M@ @ fory gemEE Sit 9 J1UH 1A UR Hd el
do% gaTg | I d8d H ¥ S YK Fwel, IAHT [ qurd a7
F 3 I H BT | H W I G U1 ATE! & | AR ATS Al Bl
IR B

"The meeting of all political parties in Parliament request Shri
Anna Hazare to end his fast. The meeting was also of the view
that due consideration should be given to the Jan Lok Pal Bill so
that the final draft of the Lokpal Bill provides for a strong and
effective Lokpal, which is supported by a broad national consen-
sus."

S IR W 9T T Il & b 39 ST & &1 e O | U
e, AT SiT BT T GAdHT IR TAT e, T2 DI Tep YT
3R ASIYT ATHUT ST | 39 URATd & 9] 84 ol o fdh TRBR
3l 3= & ufaffeat & §ra # i a1 8rft, 98 FARTHeRS 2R |
B9 3T 971, el Y AAK ¥ 81T, b o3+l gs, I dod &
Q1 €T 918 9 3/ & Uiy 1 ama) MfSar | a1 @1 @ S
DET [ TRBHR BT YR AT I8l GaAT AT | Bl ARBR (579 TRe 4 84
A 91 PR Y8 oY, B G I8! AT | 3ATST g8 BH Gl e oY 3R 4w
A B30 <1 Per fh 84 a1 sic W& ol | 931 I8 @\st d 787 o b
WAGART I3H DI AT F7 AT IR IAS 1€ I S SRR AR
Y, 98 T AT? IAH ST 0 Ff a1? ST 910 Adaeld 96d A
el of, I Tl IRAT AARE &1 IREG d&1 a1fey o, offdh
BT JelcT 3IR 19 Y8 91 I7814 SR AT Ha H Pel al
Rerfd we&b IS, AT Y 7Y | TR F3 3BT T, A 12 I &
TR YOTg St BT U g1+ 3 "My words were twisted.” 1¢
12 o1 Ford e St &1 geve om, fo=m =i Fel & ara
<A 7E B | 91 Fer Y g8 o, 91 ST Y g2 B SR 91 T Y

BT | ITST AT WA 83Tl | 37Tl & HY T JeadTel RN &l
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e TIR & w=A goT, o uure |1 7 A e f6 s
U1 GO el el o, a Al g8 THIRM DY TN, g31 TEl HIeH |
QI S 919 BT 978 H YIHAT S+ G977 | 98 e H YRR
TR 989 B IR o 3N, S ¥ TG AT 3R IR AATHR
g Bl fdh T &yl @l |1 $7d g¢ "'l applaud him; |
salute him." S=8i+ @eT fob H I e Tre Bl AU BT g,
3R S e feamrn fb 89 Ue gurdl SR #oiga deburel
ATGH | YITHHAT S BT WIGAT e Bl 9ra=T 99 SV, SHfeTY
fauer oY IR | H9 WS TR W BT g fHar iR 3y Ty
G BB YIS T TRAT SIS <1 | SHD 91§ Al oTaT o fh SRex
R et MU | &, S 94 fall @ ==t grfl, S8 ®ear ik
B39 H B, I8 Al BT | <ifdh qo1 |Hel # 7181 o & A
MR TR ST YITHAT I =1 T o1, 3Tl fid IR $Ig A
S aTefl oft, BIE SiTee o aretl off a1 fhd oRE ¥ a8 ugd
B drell off, Rife IH Id & S & YRR ugell aR &9 |
e 3y IR I=iH 89 ¥ &El f& WRBR UH AR argd, i
YOI B1 w3 81T, S a7 @l A1 ARl 8T 3fiR &4
SO I HIT AT € | BRI B8 MBI off, SAR HB 937 o |

T S 910 DI | el SoiH SAN 91d FHEN, Bl g Sdl
91 Gl 3R TAR 919 # S WAl WR UH ¥ FEHf 9 | HA
AR BRI HAT A Hue AT {6 91 Big RSAgRE A1 /9 g
o1 %8 €7 =M B8l 31l O O T8l galT | 31Tel fa gas H4 fi
s A 6 R BIg Rolege™ oMy o I8 8?7 =i Far anfl
Al T &7 garT, § <9 9] 91 U | H4 &4 9o R Hua |
a1 S=iH wel i A 2 € % 99 193 & @ Aifew o o &ik
S R Tl B7 S | 3remet S, H 3rdre X8 WA | AHT B ey o, H
A e ¥ o7Tg | Jo1 &0 YHard SR Sff AR A 9gad e
ST firet | S2F PaT fh =7 3y Wl WRBR 7 &l & o 199 193
@ A ¢ T | A BT S FHEr a1 8 | S=IF BT fh IWBR uele
DA M7 T Rl A <? B WRER 7 B off, AR WRER
BT AT o, R TRBR B TR A 37T AT | TE §AR HEf
TR STABR AR AT BT Th A 31 9V, S W I 8 oY,
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T8 91d o FHel | eI ofS | A YHard YW Sl 7 gel g
o soaR urct # ugel f3F =M U gena 3 o f5 War o
T W HIYM &1 A U ICHE 31 SITY, BH I ICeHT TR =4l IR
ST | Sifehe et 18T IR o IRBR 319+ IR de i ger ey of1?
SO H BRI 11.30 Tl AR T &Y T PR Fei I b AfsAn
W UFH GR I I8l © b 71 e el 3/l R W U ghed
S | GIE W R 377 W& oY o &N g e, Fiv @ "efa
SOH Pl TG YfAPT [T dTel 8 | STd SBi+ AThR i I8 TaR
& A1 g1 & b WrIE g8 91 Wl © | g H 5 9T Bl k% <
5 a1 57 ge el e # 90 o € 9ifd 9 o €1 9gd B 2 |
9 < 5 9 93 O | 91 39 91d @ gfie Bl For it | g2 o
TR N gt T frd o el ? gt o e S I ueR H
T BT | 31g fondt off 7R 1 SR 2 | #9370 R ) g,
ST IR g WR WA B, W | SEH ITBT A1 81 o | gl &
PIg 91d T8l | 3 WaT ¥ 980 R 5 RN BT 19 59 419 T80
31T ot H, 9 Ta I fFAWieR & qad Sty Ar o & iR
39 AT <<l 8, HTH ISRAT | <<l & | Saie AT B, 317
Al ¢ < Rl | IS S9a d8d dlt iR F8 g3l | oI & Yo
SIS WTH g, SN D! AN &1 | I i oil, 89 G-l ol |
AT oR | H <@ 6 Srsd—alsd yeam=EAT i A1 81 3fR e
H 93 7Y G B forg | g1 & b Wi BIg 9gd IS ard S g
T FE arer & | WEHAT S T getdR MY § | 319 S g
T BT HERIT €, offb g9 e & ol g¥l aR & il 8¢
AR B 8 | AU 72 AN & | 3779 AR <l & feziet Sil, d8¢
IR < 2| A, T deR H BIS favg IS @t gAfa <t €
3119, Fge PR DT AFART e <l & | T e @l srgafer <l 8
9| H g VT TEN BE V& |

3reTey SN, 3Mg e e @ oAl <ot & Ry digaw &
Ui e T of ST USdl &, foraH o) wRresd Al usdl © | <A
e & uig fAe 81 €1 €| aifd U= el &1 Yo forar gan
Jhed, Sl 3= U8l Ue], Use e a | § % g a1 de
=l &1 H TR & fSAISH T doisl 981 R &1 &1 H I8 $8 @
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2 b 59X arearr © 9 0T 1 A1941 SR 89 A1 | 3redet S,
e o &7 7 U faaRor e &R #+1 gRY H el fd fqearor
FE T € | § 37 19 31 W @ g, safoy § 315 ol swiiid
T8 P8 2! 8 | {1 I8 Pel fb 89 A e R o b g St 7
ST ggel f3 drelr, TRBR R Ne 741 geT %& 7, § 99 W 31 j&E
g | &1 g WE SN, S $9 Aed & A 9ed ©, Sl I8
Eg gax HEl — | believe we need more democracy within our
political parties. 2 31t A | believe in Government funding of
our political parties. I believe in empowering our youth in opening
the doors of our closed political system in bringing fresh blood
into politics and into this House. | believe in moving our democ-
racy deeper and deeper into our villages and our cities. Let us
commit ourselves to truth and probity in public life. We owe it to
the people of India.

Jregel HEIGHT, d I & AH Wy § Xg o AT ST SfdR BT
ST PR 7 o, IT H MM gl arEdl g |

Madam Speaker, was the speech an address to the nation or
a Zero Hour intervention? | am asking you.

areer Sfl, &9 aTe H A # ST o araa H 9 HEe T Ared
9] | 3781 %l — Itis not the matter of how the present impasse
will resolve; itis a much greater battle. There are no simple solu-
tions. I Tar =el % I araa # B Ut @ A1g T8t 9=
@ forg ANy o | G351 S 9T FHS ¥ 1T fh TRBR gfaer a2
off | FRPHR R de =11 Gie W& o | 319 3f7ue! yar ger & § I8
91 T g & o, § I8 19 Bidd DR W& & | I THI A H 37T
P TRHR IR TN TAT BT oY, TRBR AT IRAT Rl TAT V&
ofl, ST8l I {/B BAC T BRI T, dfed [l U waR & A
W AT 193 BT ANMCH fIdT IR, T8 =T HRal B Yeb & QT
QT R <, I 91 H MU el =18 el ol | 3R H P 918 W&
off fo5 marwal ST 51 ¥ ¥ H WS BN Uh a7 Ugdl Sl
TR fRTs off, S R i urdl & "t F e %R
&1 & fhar| gifers &8 et # o T fF P A, 318
GG BIUH B RSB A T8l T, ARBR DI kB A el
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3RATT | 9 AR fJuer =1 MUY SIamE, THaRT SRS Sfl, ¥RE ATeq
Sil, 9gad AR Sil, TRT 48 @™ Sfl, AR dRT 89R 91 o, 89
AR ANT el &R &9 T fh W 193 R gt 981 &R | TR
B IT Al U ICCHE <A1 BT AT 89 U 19 184 & Afes <1,
5 R F=t gl | g9 G © {5 marEE o SR ISR ST
g1 H ot B, 931 g 7 | A1t § a7t S1fevee deall g fob o
RISt S 7 377t Sl 99 R 2, S9 99 H S 9 1 e
Wed @ AvH 39 3 |

IRGR BT el IR &, TP 8, olfh 3R I W IS I
3 & &8s omufy ar aIfeTT & Fw gdT der T fob ARGNT et T
TS B, ol Sl aTd YT=Ha Sff <1 el off, 9 <40 8, S o
IR il BT AN &, 39T S8I+ 31U a<hed & <X AeT & AT
G fad 3R e+ &1 wal fh dfqu iR dudy 7afer & dgd
SUH A IR Fprfery, s STare a7 |

319 H I Hel U= 3Tl § | fede Sil, 89 984 el 9 I8 a1
PE W2 © b b Y9Il ATHUTA fdet BHT AT, H9RD SR W=
ApuTe faet B9 AR, oifthd S®T w41 81T, ®IF 4 e
DI B JAT Bedl, DI [ BT &9 Feh Hedl, S YOI, I
ST AT8dT & 3R Il D YHTAITT DI T BT & Sil e,
2, S Ugell W& ¢ S 1S9 feR erF # yearEe B 6
T BT | MUl A1g BT 5 F59 g I8 It gugres™ famar o
T o1, A9 39 TR S 9T WY mufRy f oft, I8 e b 39 e
% IIABR &5 # YA DI ARl Q@ AT §, Tg AQE B
Tl B, I8 BHR fhfad SR Riked &1 Seeted 2 | 39 3y
HEl oI b SART e AFTR®T § B T8 BT, BIe—as BT Jg
TET AT | TART febfAeer TR Red Ter== 3l Ve 3119 gl
qret MEH & 91 # il I8 BT DIE WS el &l | BRI M.
U=, BRI A3 3ift HR@H Uae |9 P aRI6eR J19dT © AT 37Tl
% A H, O YR 9 a8 &1 UH PR 89 o 3| &, 3R
D! FIRRAT H H FH YITHHAT BT 31T B <31 df < BT T
T SIRATT? 3R 9 &ffth R Ude § Wem=aT &, s,
. H guEA €, T AUt B IRR H WA 8 8§ 3R
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G AR R U 999 H, 519 {5 T gheH I 32 B, 58l U wA
g1 % §9 99 7B IT g9 f6ar or | B H gale I8 FE W
21 {5 &9 T BT TaTE & AR UR GG | U §HT 3 3R 31
AIPUT ® TR H ¥ YIFHAT B 3f T Y& dT dr <9 U
JATHUT DI gHTT HAFTT?

g Tt TR FEa H ot o ot | 1998 H iR 2001 # W19 &AA
et Uer foa, 99 I 989 ofE off & U HA! & sHd TN H
AT AMRY AT LT 371 <MY | oAb H Ugel &1 ]I WhR PR
foran fo &n S wIRT =& o= ur, of § e & wce @1 a1d
PR B! B | T 37l Sl 1 @Y AN GebR I Fi DI U [T |
3T S 71 Pel fb 59 989 &I AP 11, § H8 @ § & H g9
SRR H STSHT 3R 3MY Yo BT SHD TR H oADBR 37T |
e oY faRTell o # a1 %€ g | H S wR o7 & g

F S OR 377 W& | IR STTAT I I ¥ S sred S 7 T
T PET AR TAT R A1 ol | Sfche 377ST WY HeTHE I8 aT e
T 2 ug H g B & O e & adAe naEE ot I8 91d &hE
2 2 & 8 S9a TR # oA ATEdn §, Afd I8 s a1 T8
A1 &7 7, gHIferg # I &g 38 g | eue ofl, § 98 & B g fd
I AT AR YA 9Tt B HH § 3R 19 dlerd & dl SHal dig
Jgar T8 21 H g & & fF STl 91 gAr| gerEA ar
aTE X2 €, H 31Ul HE W& g % S7H) 91 gAr | 98 e e @
&, S 91 AT | gAfery § dweEer arech g 5 v S v
3N 9&PHY §71 HAMNI TR 3AfOH I &8 &, Ud o < AR 89
PN o T Ug AleUTd @ SRR H T @12y, AR T Jr9aral
B AT — T RIRE 3R ufedtd amer | & <1 W Az & R
R g Al Aol gATHAl BT BA B ©, 9 ATdole fod |
ufedTer ST H eI AT Aehall | Uep RoTR1aR fquet & A1t 9 <&
&, I ADBHYT e & forq 181 diet %E &1 U TR fauer
& A a8 8 % vereeE 39 o A1fl, R G Jruarel &
A1 |

3feTE I, TERT Ay € — IRUITahT B, SRR dArhurel
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& TIIN H MY IT 7 3MY | FRT ATAT SRR & 98d R &7 ¢ |
AE 21 99 D1 9 H Y 1973 H H U BIC H IdhTerd d AT
oAl | I AHT FGIH BIS H Fof 13 SToloT BT | FRT AT 7
SToTSl 1 <@l | Ia] DI H TUIRR B BT Jo AT firel | STReH
I D1 BRI W 7 I=iT JoI gl aT AT | HA I8 TRIal BT
UREHTE TR UHh TRd &1 fordl g2 9re1 & S8i7 aifadsT Arax
TIHR BT o 3R IH W A form o | IREH FOIM 2R 1
STotHe U 31T fofeeR gt vl ofl, wifefcads sfoari | Sied
s B P& | drell qAR Her o | ar favforr g\ il | <
2| SRS PO 3R BT Ul & o & G182 el ofder o
& foTq eTRET HHIRTS, IR JoITaT AT | I H oy off {3 fahe=n
AR ITHT U I8 Yol H o7 | I8l Hiua RHegat it 90
€, 91 & AT & oMy 99 g & el € a1 79 | R 9wy
SIREH ddhe Tl & HARIA 8 8T o1, IR Al qdbidl g
AR SIS TRV B & foI @ o, HY a8 SRR <& ¥
AIfh arrel fRrae g o W1 & &g @ g dIc & Ud
HIFRR gedide 7§95 fawr ¥, TS 8”96 TIRH B foTwrhT
UhSIl 8 Pel [ $UH 16§ RN & 19 ©, I T4 9
3MeRT & Q1 8| o9 are” =4t # 9 9M el a1 aorr fH0 &
I8 FHE [ gaH BIS M Tad e T, AR A FEl fh g |
Tl 19 B AT T UMY 8 | <IrUTfeTeh! 2Tea ol HQerT
I 2| IR H A Y & AR 8, SEl Y blth 3T TG,
IHE MR T 8| BAR 8T U9 Bl YRR /T 1T 2 |
AT H 43T g 31 =TT A1 WA @l Afet B 2, WAfdh o
TT YT IRVl & ST B AIG, Al T P2 I ABUTA B TR
¥ T FHT Bl T T8 2 | JIRIe Uprsfefaferdy faet it
WRHR o1 &) B, 98 3Tdvell W1 FAMT & | B U 3R 9
I U G Qa1 8 — eIl SRS BHIRA B |

H 3U! FHEAT Al b 59 dAleud [dd & W Th I8
<gdt ardl g4l o, R SR dahcacan o, SIREH HWTT IR
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o, TREH O, TE. 91 | /I A [ HHEA Bl
AT Y, AT < gU I8 HET T | Ugel Iai 1ol dl JReg
DI S AL & 99 W Sl Hel H g8 e aredl 8 —

"Recent Distortions in Judiciary: Certain distortionsand glar-
ing inadequacies are endangering the credibility of higher judi-
ciary. Inrecent years, several credible allegations have been lev-
eled against individual Judges. While the judiciary on the whole is
conducting itself with admirable dignity and propriety, the actions
of a few black sheep are damaging the entire institution. Now is
the time to press for genuine judicial reform. An honest judiciary
enjoying full public confidence is clearly the need of the hour."

IAD I8 I8l SIS HHRM DT a1 Bl | T SIS
FHEE & T BR-8I R § e

"Creation of a National Judicial Commission for transparent
appointments in the Supreme Court and High Courts: this mecha-
nism would combine the impact from the elected branches of the
Government and the judiciary and chaired by the Vice President.”

TE UECAl VB § IR G B

"Replacing the present cumbersome and unsatisfactory con-
stitutional mechanism of impeachment under Article 124 (4) with
a more effective mechanism for removal of errant Judges func-
tioning under the NJC framework."

S M1 Aol BT HEd §U I HeaeR faa—

"The above proposals mesh harmoniously and synergistically
with the provisions contained in the Judicial Standards and Ac-
countability Bill, 2010 now in the Parliament. Together they cre-
ate a permanent, independent and empowered body to ensure
judicial accountability in the form of National Oversight Commit-
tee and Scrutiny Panels."

TETHET Sfl, I8 BHRT GeTd & b STel d ~IrauTferad! &1
WATA & S ATHUTA & Al B DI JOII U A STl
HHIRM g18Y S SToil a1 FRgRpal R ) iR S99a ug 5w &8
D TAD T B, TG T B AR g & 3iax VT =Jruiferep
WWWWW%HWW|WWEM@ SATET
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Tl T 2 |

areer Sft, TR fawr e & & | SHadmuTe fael el
2 HIRE & YCIaxeH 37 &1 diedrd & - &R f&ar S |
Igd fa1l | &9 3R IRT Sfl HIIRIS P WK a9 Bl 91 H
e € fob sffer = SR Bl =12y | 89+ 984 R Y & U
Aifew e & &7 NeE & TERINT IR @i BT e & offdhe
el 7 fodll R 9 98 @i cofdl 8| A Aidiang &1
SRUANT T@ & foly 89 qIER S &I SToxd T8l © | I8l IdD
g YHHRN 93 & N ANeE S 81U 3@ b & | TR IRIER H gt
& 999 INS FiFe Arsarfl S 93 & | 39 W ATl HT B a1
foa | |rdwife Sfae § =M gfer &) wiersT ed g =i
HET o | T8 & IRIR H q9 T T T8 BT ofd ddb H 399
qIER Tl B AT | W U FRrEd et Sff 93 € | 39 W) e
< BaTel BT ¥ I {41 | ¥RS Ared W) ygl 93 8 | =i o
&1, GRS 71 gaTell &1 & 941 AT offd &1 Mder—oiRy |
AT GRIAT IRT 41 GrgwA] el a9 b, 59 W AEIRMS A
ZATCl BT S[OT B4 91 13T | AR fJuet & el &l <xF lifoTg &R
IR o foIRrg | AR fauer & a1 B2 7 BEF A @ Riwor
H BA ST g © | ATl I1ed Sil, JATIH T8, S oAferdT |

sferor wiféar # <RIy Few SAferdr | Udb STE W URY 8@
SIS | USTd SR Al dTael URAR | ERATOT ST a1 dierel
ORAR, YU T3 I QAT 9TS JATIH Sl U g8+ Araracl Al | |RT
TR fquer § 81 @1 8| IR & IR q¥ & gol gY SeR 90 ¢ |

JTEIETT S, U TToT SaTeRVT 11 ST Al Ng! BT 3T HIag
2| d HA Tb B D AN o | 7D OGT 87 a1 TA3MR. NS 31T
UY B B B G FA o | HIUF T B g dodd g Al
o | TEId o, A TR o | oifdh S 8 Hid B, of WIsrs
DI XS AR of AdIeg BT o4 | § gu1 arsdl g |

SFEETT ST, ST—Sll e a1 3720 AR R & d18 AGTh a1
faar | A & 91< Vags & dbiod H Sia fAT| H dadl b qr
gB dredl g fb I8 HUE S A1 ufds T § {59 4 59 a6
ST T R8I G Th AH—YAR, T P gol AR qTeR el Tel
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& @R & g |

AT FEd € 6 AdenE B @R & gaIEReA § | #
HEdl § ol | oI 1 899 H Pl dIc @ 98T 31 Sy, IRS 918
T31 HEdl X&d 8, GYAT ofl, a1 B 3 # =t 7 HRarn S |
Y a1, R | dTel, BAR B8 MS—d871 R TAdR dIed oIl & | H7
HET, B | WHIRTS B JR 3ATh S T2, HIdIeTE g
AT SIS I ST & | SHBT I ST ISR 374 HH
IMAT B | 3T DY BR dIc & DA a1 37 7R R =1 ofics,
N gfrs Gadofl ot fice, TR 7 vea—gHd 9t Wice |
Ifehe S SRNTE SRR o, fSTH®! SRGR a4t off, 7 IR a9 |
I8 © WEIRMS | 3R 2 R 8 ox I8 o dI fhds folg o <8
I? S f&da <R &1 B fHaT, 89 dlddTa H f&dd <RR
@ I IR @ T, 9 ], T qREN IR R WWeR 99, A
el gg, S SRR a9, 7 99 | I8 2 HIGeTE & dredc |
Safery & dTed § & S qamel SRR @l uily Udh ST
AlpUTel @ el BR T Y 1 89 S WEHd ¢ |

QTETET SN, STIHR & ¥ v TAUIST Ol a7 31Tl & | 37T =¥eTT,
|E - 91 B gY Pel {dh &9 Sl 91 B, DIICIeTT & e
B | BH T T-T MM & AT AT BT 9T bR 3T & | 8 DI
Al gerrg AfGeT & a8’ el BN | AJHTT BT LRT 105 AT B
TP & 3eY & FAER 3R MRV & oIy AT <t 7| a8
SYMAET a1 &1 AT | I8 B<d G 2 | H g 1 S sl
g & 9 Bow # o gl feamd gu oo =Ty o
feaT8y | 39 B9 7 YT Y8 & dacl AIF Uid §IR U Bl AfA
& AR ¥, # IR FHE & § Fifds SREFITCT Yokl I IS I
STE T8 8% |

B3 HHC! - dhact Siid DI T | offdh A3 5000 U Bl AT
N @ IRIT # 39 T a1 7 PR RS Aial ®f IoHfad
WERAl ¥, 39 9ed & Al ¥ etid R fear| sHe
RIS HRIX WA PR QA | I8 dTdhd 9 8189 & iR, 39
HEA & 37X 8 | WAfh ST81 T dTex & SRV BT FaTed &, dl 84
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TR ARSI RIS 8, AERY ARTRS € | 89 WR arer e
3iTh BRI vae a2 | #ff TRRA=T 19 B Siofic & 918 g9
e} BT SRV Ufedtr e g AT, ST TR Bl ATAR0T
STl @ R H 377, SUH ¥ Plg SATURT el & | cifcbT fex &
JTERYT & oIy B9 I9H G BT =112T |

e HRIGAT, U a8 H 3HD! HHISIA WR 3 8, Hiifh
TTdl AT & oY I8 T 91 ST”d © [ a8 AT D SIR?
HIdR HHCT Bl BIg W BRI 3R YT BRfl, fa avary
Ue BT g BT, I IFH I BN AUl e, wiifd
SHBT A W AT YeT A fhdl &1 781 2 fob oy et 4
ARBN ANT argeddr H 8Id €, g8l 91 8l & | § Uh—Yeb PRab
A | H B fawy amue fog ) 8IS I8! g | 31l H 1feR &
H 3l g |

e Sil, AR @1 HHST H TRBRI Uel BT 91ged dddl Uh
BT BT 8 | H JeTHAT, TTEHET iR T ufcrger g1 € I ¢
3R g | otfdsT g8l faw 1 fohd aRE W SRfBIR dRS AU oy
oTUT ST &, S9! H el g9l 8| H o7ul a7d Peeil I8 T,
ifepeT # a1 G e Y | g |l §¥eR | g9 e faan fb o
3rell 39 aMT W firg MY 3R T8l orue srAEAfa forlRad # <ol
FRIHR IoT | S & AR TR G DI H 98 A difehds gRoTf
qdh Ul | Ifdh SO 31 I8 orgvd < foar f g w0t 4
RGN Ul rgeadl H BT & , 981 HAT 99 BT § | $Aforg BRI
Y8 HEAT & b HUCI ST W1 I, IHH ARBNI UeT & AT HH 3R
IR ARBRI SATT B A1(2Y, T b Ty AR et ofl Hurel 84
Tl URIAT | Wfdh g9l U NI ST §H el ORI B
AMBRh B IR H <@l | 39 AR Bl I TR dISUNT IR
e | @t wed € & ora § dArerd 9t T8 a9

3T Sfl, ORI H ABIgH RN TS 91, I8 Y8 27
TR & JEIHAT AN SRS gIRT &y T 14 Bl =T Hfcrvet
& AT HeHd BIHR AR DI Aol | B AT Tb BIgel dIechlcld
TR = &I fprell | SHS d1e SAl ARk Pl arg § HBRTg &
TAUEIRAT H ST T 713, Qfhet ORI BT ATBRITh T8l a1 |
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IS 918 ST g, 1 =1aT ufiver SH M T2 | S SHaT
JRIBIC PR f3AT| 319 Bl T FeI? bl YR ARDHR DI U
FRA §U TR 71 ¥ g o7 < | I8 SR TagH 2 | g9fery
H e el 8 b HHSTE & THY I8 Aol a1 98 o]
2 f& 9 1 TRER T I8 81 IR 7 WBR B T T8 AT
21, 99 &9 U Aqford @9+ |ffd e ariEt &R v wgferd
= Afhar S /g URAT |

3TN S, 39S 918 I T U9 31 &, ST 7l e 7 §AR
faR & forg 3o axhed 3 SoR) € | Vs 4wy & fd 91 Us &1 vae
A AHITS AR ABRIa 99 FehdT 2 ? F&l W 9gd A fes
93 2| 9 P b 9 e Afddd §, 7 W & A9 7, W Bl
U ¥ | difieifed ol &r vy SO | 89 39 Ue & Yae &
QFT g1 <, A1 H S8 T ArEdl g bl av 1968 AR 1971 B Sl
ArpUTe fdat oMy o, I@T E of— AP UG Albigh
e | safery 9 318 78 91 T8 71 g, Sl Afdu I8
T 252 H B4 I8 JMUPR W <l & b a1 Il & 9T I8
S AT U ZGenT UifasT & A1l VAT ST 9917 el § oy
e H MY WIHR B G | H del arsdl g fb sreos 252 Bl
T 99 of | 39 I8 forat &

"Power of Parliament to legislate for two or more States by
consent and adoption of such legislation by any other State"

9D T8d 89 U o fde1 I Alburel iR AIBRITh a1 el
2, 31 Al & AT F 1 < 3R qravl AT & o1y U goidfonT
gifaor a1 & T Y WRBR STDT TSE B Ib dlfh bl
I WHR Ig 7 8 I& (& TR U $Ig Ared [def a1 2|

T fawa 2 Maiw dgaa Aafrod | 931 ot I8 I8 91
FHed g Gt Bl 2 & IR Sar urdf @) <1 = WRaRT A
3R TSI @I U I8 WHR A 39 Waid Rgdat Hhirod o
Uge B Wfd o) & 2 | 72 Uesl WK 7 U {9t IR B
ArpHaT e TR faege | figR 7 ve S & e 99 &R
Bl B GoI SIS el 2 fEArere yaer =1 1 drhdar garg TR
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fadryep o1 feam © | uotre # Y 947 e 8 | 5iet do Marg Agdd
A ToH BT ATl 8, 9gd 8 Tl dArbdar Her faegs a1 &
R I8 T b 1 2, I8 wrau A R § 6 iR Big
geany 15 fam & ofex RIied] 81 <dT, 3R Pig deviliar Udh
HEI & 3GR AAHICRYN el BT, Al SHPI ST AT R, I8 I
TFIETE ¥ BICT ST 3R g8 A @l IR S9 Alb Bl <1
Sel, Rradr & 15 fom a1 v 7 H A8 fhar w2
RIS AR BT A XGDHR I fAIH 9910 TV & | STH—eArbuTel
faet T e TR@H P 910 HRAT &, S B TeHd ol & Rifeb
IS TR H WY 15 T H & 7 B IR ol BT JTae ¢ |
&9 BEd © b AR &R SFs HReM BT U Aol -12Y 7141
ST =12, <Ifehe o1 o Tal & fo o/l g St & ufaffer +f s
91T BT A DI IR 2 & ST FAR AlbadT USRI TR f[JerTd
2, 7 RIS A1’ &7 U 98 38T WHY ofd 31T 8, IR I8
IRBR MR Dg TRBR I TRE B RIS AR & A1 UfeeTd
6 U@ &M a1 & # 8RO & EF SR A8 BRm a1 S9
JAMABRT IR FAMT R AR A @1 IR 39 Ferhl, e
THA BRI |

SIS 1€ TRIRT 99 SRR QRIS &1 8 | S8 dF dRR
FRIBAT BT AAT 8, H e aredl g & |o Aol A ar-id
IR W T[Tl | 3 foRIeT # Bt T db ® fob fdes df<t
B ST, oifeheT 3R B Soi &N o SBT FAds D R a1
BT | 37T 31 TeHT fdll 99 3MeHl & Y[R 9 $Id g,
AP ST W A 7L & R} b SHBT SHA ARl & 8T v |
I 9 IFD IR H IRIGR H Ul ©, Il I IIAT I ©, I
AT © 3 I A9 ) SAE & 0 W R Y Sa Bl R e &
2| 98 HIST BT &, offdhd WX o9 <12f &1 a7 § | 98 O BT §
BIC AHER A | I IS g9dM STl &, I8 -Te] g+, s
1G] ST 8, oifdhe] STSeiNd &1 §91clT & | el -1 dal ST—alharel
et =1 I arapien Siar &1 2 % 89 ST I8 Sl ER o1 3% €, 98
B I AT, BIC WRTEAR A GG | Sl SHS—gHSHR ART
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M T 8, T 39 I3 IR & Raelih &1 37 72 €, I I8 S8
IR 3T R €, ST bR 37T Xe ©, F H 37 ol 37 B & (b I8
SA—dIhaTel e AR AS &1 Serel 8N |

R IHD 37eX BIET IADBAT MG gafery # wgem argd
2 & A8 911 ST bl 2, YUele 1Rl aTg ST |ehdll © |
BT & <1 IR 11 ATHUTA T ST Fahdl @ | oIt 3R A
BIC BRI BT ABUTA & ST H e IGT Al I8 ATGH 37 Bl
HEI ST BT HSYH PN, I8 3MMeH Ig Hegd BT b W
YRR BT SATSl o1 83T, 51 AN 7 Sacl 98 TR BT STl
fora | Safer @i i oer SHIS @1 a1d 2, 99 W Y gAY urct
Hewd B | F O fawe i faaRrel ar |ed 7 3+ awhed W €,
3 4 vt o) # oot ardt ot AeHfr 339 e H gt Rl g |
areger Sff, H e ool ST 91 WR ol § 6 omst &1 39
sfcrer &1 & 7| 891 41l 9 98d I[R 9T 8, 891 Uie)
IHT RIGR 71 & | <ifcb TARY A1) Al $9 =19 Bl 7 91 |
RN AT Qe 39 @R & YMER & I & RIGR 7 a9,
A% forg o sfoera =1 & Wi far ¥ | 39 i 37 89 9o e,
A TRE—TRE BT Ah-Nebdl ¥ gF = STel | YT <7 377oF Sferd 2,
ORT < 3ATST BAR) ORG < V81 © | 59 et 1 a8 8% 7 81 Sl R
31 faell &1 g3l 7, 43 9% % I8 {1 gAdT 387 & | dfd 54
IR, 31 &4 e U 9”7 & oy e &1 §¢ 8, URg oIl &
TSR Pl T GoId AR Hdd o7 & foly @S gU € | 39 9T ¥
< BT U W o7 & ol WS U 2 | 3N 39 Had H WRBR Bl
T QT Y b g7, A, Wad SiR feder dAlhurel §9 <1
# 3T, ST 3 IMMEH B WD WEER | qfth faamy |
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When youth stand up, it'll
make a difference : Varun Gandhi

Participating in the discussion Shri Varun Gandhi said
that a large number of young people in the country
where agitated over the way the government was try-
ing to shield the corrupt and refusing to create strong
mechanism against corruption. We are publishing the
full text of his speech delivered in Lok Sabha on 27
August 2011 hereunder :

s the Sun sets on this fateful day, | stand here to speak
Awith avery heavy heart. As | stand here to speak, it sits

very heavy on my conscience that while we sit here and
debate these larger issues, there is a 74 year old man who sits
quietly battling between life and death. The issues are not whether
this Lokpal Bill, this Jan Lokpal Bill or the other Lokpal Bills are
perfect pieces of legislation because obviously no one piece of
legislation can be entirely perfect. There is something.

I entered this House in my 29th year. | have never seen or
encountered any of the great movements of this century. I was not
a part of the freedom movement obviously. I have not witnessed
Swami Vivekanandaji or Jayprakash Narayanji or Panditji or
Vinoba Bhaveji. But when | saw the initiative that Shri Anna
Hazareji has taken, it sparked something within me. There are
hundreds of millions of young people in this country that may not
be agitating on the streets today, but in their own quiet and digni-
fied way this movement has changed all of us for the better. All of
us in some way, shape or form were passive observers. Many
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people even consider themselves fence-sitters.

It was very fashionable to say that there is something wrong
with the system, there is something wrong, there is something bro-
ken. But this movement has convinced almost the entire youth of
this country that they are active agents of change, that they can
rise up and be counted, that their voices will not get beaten down,
that when they stand it will make a difference. This entire day
today is a testimony to that fact.

Madam, listening to the debate over the last two, three weeks,
it occurs to me that a manufactured divide is being brought about
between this great institution of Parliament and the people that we
represent. Madam, this sets about a very dangerous precedent
for the future of all of us. When you study history, as Shri Sharma
said before me, you will realise that under colonial times it was the
State that was sovereign. But as our nation achieved freedom, it
was the people that became sovereign. Itis very clear to me that
we must stand here and speak as servants of the people, as mir-
rors of the people that we represent.

The BJP and many other parties in the Parliament today |
think have shown a tremendous respect for the people of this
nation by taking the stand that is today in the hearts and minds of
Indians, a stand that is displayed on the streets outside Parliament
aswe leave today. Madam, a churning has taken place. We could
say it was a silent revolution, except it is not so silent any more,
and it has compelled us, it has in a way forced our hand to react.
Today the nation looks to us for a solution, not semantics; for
answers.

What have we seen in the last two weeks of debate, specifi-
cally from the treasury benches but in some shape or form from
perhaps all of us? We have been talking about protecting the privi-
leges of Parliament. That is fine. But what about protecting the
privileges of people? Madam, the people’s rights in our democ-
racy cannot be extinguished after casting of vote once every five
years. Itis the people that must govern, rule, maybe not through
referendums, the kind that we see in Europe or Africa or in sev-
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eral parts of the world where if the public has something very
important to say, a referendum is conducted. There are no points
of recall in our democracy. But at the end of the day, Madam, it is
our duty to reflect public opinion, not to judge it and reject it.
Remember, it is to the people that we go to reaffirm our strength
in 2014.

Madam, the debate is one on corruption. Many hon. Mem-
bers, especially the Leader of the Opposition, have given mas-
terful speeches, debating the technicalities of this proposal. So, |
choose not to do that because it will merely be repetitive and
there are other hon. Members who want to speak.

| just want to say, when we talk about corruption, we have to
be very careful not to look at it in abstraction. | come from Uttar
Pradesh. Large parts of Bihar and Uttar Pradesh today have been
ravaged by flood. All those people whose lives have, for ever,
been darkened will receive cheques of Rs. 1,000 at best.

Why? Itis because there is no money; there is a Consolidated
Fund of India; there is a certain amount of money that the Gov-
ernment has at its disposal. When we look at a scam like the 2G
or when we look at a scam like the CWG, or when we look at
various scams since 1947 till today, what do we see? We see a
figure, we see a number and we see statistics. What do we not
see? Imagine, if there is a scam involving Rs.1,000 crore, there
are a thousand villages that will go without electrification, there
are a thousand schools or inter-colleges that will not get built. In
Uttar Pradesh, for instance, we do not have proper teachers
today. We have what we call 'Siksha mitras'. Who are they? They
are 16-17 year old children who have passed the 8th standard
and who are teaching other children.

You can speak, once | have spoken.

| am speaking from a point of my experience. You may speak
from the point of your experience. You cannot drown down my
voice. | have earned the right to speak and you will listen to me!
In our country, do you agree or not, that the system of education
in most parts of rural India is lacking? Is that the moot point? Or
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are we here just to make cheap shots at one another?

I do not yield to you.

The fact remains that in our country today the education sys-
tem, the health system, the systems of infrastructure are lacking.
The reason why they are lacking is, there is no money.

Yesterday, during Question Hour, we had some hon. Mem-
bers who said that the RGGVY which may have been created
with the best of intentions, today lies incomplete or at rest. Why is
that? It is because there is no money, not because there are no
means to implementation; it is because there is no medium for
implementation.

We are talking about corruption here. What systems we had
in our country to take up corruption? We have had systems of
self-policing, whether itis in judiciary since 1993 or whether it is
in the departmental vigilance or in the CVC or the CBI; the entire
scheme and the system is one of self-policing. Itis clear from the
voices out on the street that the system is broken; it has failed us.
So, what are we going to do about this?

What is Shri Anna Hazare asking for? Is that such a calami-
tous demand? In essence, he is asking for an independent Om-
budsman. Why should we assume, as a polity, as the leaders of
elected India, that the first thing this independent Ombudsman will
doistry and gobble us up? Is that not presupposing guilt?

I do not think that is what is going to happen. It may be a
naive thought. Why are young people on the streets today? The
numbers can be debated but why are the young people on the
streets today? It is because corruption affects us as team as a
nation. Ifayoung person hasto stand in line for a job and to pay
a bribe of Rs.50,000 or Rs.1,00,000 to get a Government job, it
affects your self-esteem as an Indian. That is why young people
are on the street today. If you are a rickshaw puller, a street
vendor or a farmer who goes to the mandi to sell the produce and
if you have to pay 20 or 30 per cent bribe, not only does it
depress incomes of Indians but it also makes them go hungry.

Madam, there has been a lot of propaganda about the BJP
21 Discussion in Parliament on Lokpal

being the force behind Anna Hazare's movement. The fact re-
mains that the movement has been an entirely spontaneous one
that has erupted from almost all of our individual constituencies.
All of us know this. All of us are getting calls from our constitu-
ents asking why we are not speaking for Shri Hazare. The BJP is
proud of its association in supporting this movement. We stand
behind Shri Anna Hazare.

We stand with Shri Anna Hazare and in the event of an assault
on his liberty we stand in front of him to protect him.

Madam, as I conclude my speech today, | will say that the
most meaningful experience | had was when | went to the Ramlila
Maidan to sit with the people in support of this democratic move-
ment. There was an old man who sat next to me. He must have
been in his mid to late eighties. He said to me: 9T, 371 &SR ST
% forg 59 A/ @ a9 81, I8 §9R <9 & fofU Jaed® 2 |

H dact I8 d1dl 8T § b 89 99 AN I§ Hedl bR © [
o7 B & 8, a6 g9 8, dre aruell el 8, dre i 9 8,
9 el NI, 39 T I §RT, 39 A< 6 Sild 8, 4R <9
& TIfTATOT @Y ST BT | IS |
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Our greatsense of resilience
Isagreat strength of our
democracy : Arun Jaitley

The Rajya Sabha discussed the issues related to cre-
ation of Lokpal on 27 August 2011 in the wake of the
movement led by Shri Anna Hazare. Speaking on the
occasion Leader of the Opposition in Rajya Sabha Shri
Arun Jaitley while emphasising on the role and impor-
tance of Lokpal in the centre and Lokayukta in States
strongly supported the need for constitution of an effec-
tive law to create the institution of Lokpal. We are pub-
lishing the full text of his speech for our esteemed read-
ers :

e have just heard a detailed Statement from the hon.
WFinance Minister on the entire background of the ne-

gotiations, leading up to the present situation. We
have also just witnessed a great amount of enthusiasm in this
House, with a very large cross-section of Members wanting to
participate in this debate. This, Sir, itself is an evidence of the
sense of responsibility which Members of Parliament really have
in responding to the challenges as they emerge before the country.
Sir, in the last two weeks, on events arising out of Shri Anna
Hazare's fast, this is, actually, the third debate. The first one, |
must concede, was confrontationist on the day when Shri Anna
Hazare was, unfortunately and regrettably, arrested by the Gov-
ernment. In the second debate earlier this week, we debated

with a great sense of maturity, as to how to deal with this larger
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problem of corruption and graft in Indian society. Itwasa little
less confrontationist. Today, really, the maturity of all of us and
our democracy isontrial. There isa popular agitation or move-
ment going on in the country, which has sent to us a message,
very loud and clear, that people of this country are no longer
willing to accept the present status quo. The present status quo
is that corruption in many areas has almost become a way of life.
People in higher positions have a tendency to getaway. There
are cover ups. They have various instruments and technicalities
available to them, where accountability norms are not very high.
And, there are low areas of society where the average man has
to confront with corruption really almost as a way of life.

We discussed all these areas two-three days ago and there-
fore I don't intend to repeat them. Sir, in the course of this entire
agitation and the debate that it has thrown up in the last few weeks,
we have also heard some notso-complimentary statements made
about Parliamentand MPs. | would only urge my colleagues that
our sense of maturity must compel us not to be provoked by
anyone of them. It is our actions and how we respond to them
which will be the best response of Indian democracy to all these
statements which are made.

When we decide it -- and today we are not legislating, we are
only deciding the basic parameters of what should be the kind
of integrity-institution in India, which is the Lokpal, and, we are
also deciding as to which are the areas which must come within its
scope and which should be kept outside -- | think we must be
guided by two basic principles. The first s, the time has now
come to raise the bar of accountability in Indian society. Routine
structures have not succeeded till date. They have not responded
to the enormity of the challenge that we face. And, the second is
that when we think in terms of a scheme as to how to deal with it,
we don't overreact or go in for knee-jerk reactions where we
find solutions which are not consistent with our constitutional
scheme. Therefore, even though I don't think that in this case we
are legislating in haste, we must remember that we must be guided
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predominantly by two vital considerations which are : the need for
probity and the need to coexist with the constitutionalism as far as
India is concerned. Sir, the whole concept of a Lokpal was first
borne out when the Administrative Reforms Commission in 1966
had recommended the establishment of a Lokpal and a Lokayukta
Bill. Infact, itis very little known that at that time the Bill was
actually introduced in 1968 by none other than Shri Y.B. Chavan
and while introducing the Bill, the Statement of Objects and Rea-
sons was that the efficiency and integrity of public services should
be kept in mind. So, this whole question of Citizens Charter or
public grievances is not a new concept which is being brought into
the system today. This was a part of the concept which was
recommended by the Administrative Reforms Commission way
back in 1966, and, in the 1968 Bill - 1st May, 1968 to be precise
-which Mr. Y.B. Chavan introduced, this concept was very much
there. 1t had two concepts and that perhaps may help Mr. Pranab
Mukherjee to find an answer to the questions he has raised be-
fore us. Public grievances were a part of it; the concept of
Lokayukta in the States was also a part of that 1968 Bill. Itis not
something which has now been taken out of the hat and suddenly
we are confronted with it. In fact, in the report which Mr. Pranab
Mukherjee himself authored in 2001 as the Chairman of the Stand-
ing Committee, there is an important Preface which I must read
to my distinguished colleagues here. Itsays, "The term "Lokpal"
- and | am quoting from the Report - is the Indian version of
"Ombudsman." Ombudsman is a Swedish term meaning 'one who
represents someoneelse.’ In other words, the term means, 'a griev-
ance-man." Ombudsman is an official who is appointed to investi-
gate complaints against administration. More specifically, heisan
officer who investigates complaints of citizens of unfair treatment
meted out to them by Government Departments and suggests rem-
edies thereof, if he finds that the compliant is justified."

Now, ‘'ombudsman' was a Scandinavian concept and, coinci-
dentally, on 3rd April, 1963, then an Independent young Member
of the Lok Sabha, Dr. L.M. Singhvi, in the course of his participa-
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tion in a debate for having an ombudsman in India, attempted to
find out what the Indian equivalent could be, and this word 'Lokpal’
was added to our vocabulary, the Hindi vocabulary, by Dr. L. M.
Singhvi who translated this word. Now, it is a coincidence that
his very distinguished son, Dr. Abhishek Manu Singhvi, now has
to prepare the final draft of this Bill. 1 am sure, he will keep in
mind the great heritage, not only his personal, but also of this
concept, and strengthen this Bill in order to maintain this very
strong heritage as far as this Bill is concerned. In fact, the senior
Dr. Singhvi defined the term 'Lokpal’ or the 'Lokayukta’, which
he had coined, as 'the Indian model of ombudsman for the redressal
of public grievances'. Now, that answers one of the questions we
have squarely raised today, as to what should be the width of the
activities as far as the Lokpal in India is concerned.

Now, this Bill, which was first introduced by Shri Y.B.
Chavan, was actually passed by the Lok Sabha in 1969 -- this
fact is mentioned very rarely in our present discourse -- but be-
cause of the split in the Indian National Congress then, the Lok
Sabha was dissolved soon thereafter and the Rajya Sabha could
not pass this Bill. Otherwise, this country would have had, but for
that split of 1969, a Lokpal Act way back in 1969-70, and the
entire series of events which have taken place in the last few months
would have been really unnecessary because we would have gone
about strengthening this institution from day to day.

Sir, I said that we must not legislate in haste. | do not think we
are legislating in haste. We worked on nine different drafts
of this Bill in 42 years. Democracy cannot be so lethargic a
system that it takes 42 years to really develop a consensus as to
what a Bill should be. We have almost discussed and debated
every aspect of the Bill. Whether the Prime Minister must be
covered by the Lokpal or he must not be covered by the Lokpal,
and so on, are areas which we have sufficiently covered and, |
think, the time has now come when this whole concept of Lokpal
at the Centre, as an effective institution, and Lokayukta in the
States became a hard reality as far as India is concerned.
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Sir, before | come to the specifics, | think, today's debate is
not, and should not, be on generalities. The Finance Minister, in
his opening statement, has said that earlier there were six ques-
tions which he had posed to political parties and now there are
three questions which need to be addressed by each one of us
so that the sense of the House can be taken. Therefore, the
need for today's debate is not that we express ourselves in gener-
alities and just say, 'India needs a Lokpal and it must be a strong
and effective Lokpal'. When it comes to the specifics and the
nuts and bolts of what those provisions of the Lokpal should
be, we skip that part of the debate. 1think, today, all of us
have to respond to this challenge which the Indian society is pos-
ing before us, and that is the strength of Indian democracy. We
have to respond to each one of these questions which have been
raised, not merely by the civil society but by the people at large
today. We must not unnecessarily get into a position that there is
the situation of Parliament versus civil society.

Sir, there are two basic principles that we have to keep in
mind when we legislate. Inany developing society, in any mature
society, there will be arole for civil society.

They are hard realities; they will exist. Some of them may
take positions which seema little excessive which may not be
implementable. But then we must realize that their role is one of
being a campaigner or a crusader or a flag-bearer on several
issues. They rise, try and compel the decision-makers to change
their views and come on track with their kind of opinion. We
have the option of agreeing with them; we have the option of not
agreeing with them. The second principle we have to bear in
mind is -- and nobody can dispute this -- that Indian Parliament is
supreme when it comes to law making. Laws cannot be made
anywhere else except in the Indian Parliament. So, evenwhen
pressure groups build up pressures in the society, we must con-
cede to them the right to build up pressures but not be provoked
by them; we must not lose our sense of rationality as to what we
are to accept and what we are not to accept and we must legislate
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keeping in mind the basic principles and the values of Indian soci-
ety both from our conditions, both from our administrative expe-
riences, experiences of our democracy as also our constitutional
values. And this is what we are going to endeavour today. What
we must not do is to engineer a kind of a confrontation
either between Parliament and civil society or Government and
civil society. The maturity of Indian polity is that we must not
allow ourselves to get provoked and, therefore, we must still keep
all rationality in mind and, therefore, legislate accordingly as far as
these principles are concerned. Sir, there are several questions
that hon. Finance Minister had raised, and | hold his statement. |
first come to the original six questions that he had raised. One of
the questions he says is, "Should a single Act provide for a Lokpal
in the Centre and Lokayukta in the States?" | think you have to
answer this question keeping two factors in mind. Thereisaneed
for astrong Lokpal in the Centre and there is a need for a strong
Lokayukta in the State. The appointment of Lokayukta in States
will not be made by the Centre. It will only be made by the
mechanism as far as the States are concerned. So, that mecha-
nism must be a State mechanism. Under no circumstances must
Centre be seen as appointing or interfering in the Lokayukta of
the States. Now, the recent incidents have actually brought a bad
name to the institution of Lokayukta where in one of the States
we find that the elected Government is completely bypassed and
a Lokayukta is appointed. Once these kinds of events take place,
then a question will arise in various minds 'ls someone going to
use or misuse the institution to fix his political opponents?' Once
we succeed in conveying that -- and recent events have con-
veyed that -- that probably will lead to the death of the Lokpal
institution even before it is created because its credibility will be
gone and the purpose of its creation will be defeated. So, we
must refrain from doing that and not treat this as an adversarial
exercise. What is a Lokpal or a Lokayukta supposed to do?
When a complaint comes that some public servant or a Minister
oracivil servant has indulged in a misconduct, he has to examine
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the evidence. He then has to peruse the evidence and decide
whether it is a case of misconduct, whether it is a criminal offence
or an offence which involves an administrative action. Thisre-
quires assessment of evidence. Assessment of this evidence can
be done by people who have a fair mind. Anybody whose ap-
pointment is brought in with a motive or anybody who is not well-
versed in the art of assessing evidence, whose investigative or
judicial or quasi-judicial abilities are suspect will not be able to do
that. Therefore, when we appoint these, we must bear in mind
that you need it in both the places.

| think this debate is going to be more candid and upfront
than most debates we have had in the Parliament. It is a
question which is concerning us also because here, there is a con-
flict between two principles which arise. The first is that we need
higher standards of probity. But, while trying to achieve that, do
we compromise with the federal structure? That is the conflict.
How do we reconcile it? And, | must straightaway say that |
share this concern with the hon. Finance Minister. Various groups
of civil society, including members of team Anna, have metusand
had detailed discussions with us. Now, if Lokayukta of the State
IS going to have some powers in the criminal law, their view is that
under List 111, which is the Concurrent List, Entry 1 and 2, these
powers may actually be with the Centre. But, then the Lokayukta's
powers are not only restricted to that. It may also go across to
taking action against the civil servants and employees of the State
Government. So, when you deal with employees of the State
Government, who makes a law - the Central Legislature or the
State Legislature? Therefore, when I put this question to them,
they were also concerned with this fact that we don't want to
create a law which may tomorrow be struck down as violation of
a federal polity in India because under List I, Entry 41, State
Public Services and State Public Service Commission is entirely
within the domain of the States. Therefore, any antecedent fact to
the State Service, which is action against them, inquiries against
them, which the Lokayukta of a State may do, they fall within the
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domain of the State Legislature. Therefore, one possible option
is that you can legislate on areas where the Central Legislature
has jurisdiction. Where you find that the Central Legislature has
no jurisdiction, you have two options - either you leave that part
to the States or under article 252, with the consent of two States,
the Central Legislature can bring an enabling law. It will be
binding on those two States, and then, every other State, which
passes a Resolution accepting it, it will be applicable to those
States. It will become a model law which will be applicable to
each one of the States. So, itisan enabling law under article 252
which can be really brought in by the Central Legislature. Both
options are available to you. Therefore, when you negotiate with
various groups in the civil society, with opposition parties and
finally, when Dr. Singhvi's Standing Committee goes into this, |
am sure they will have the best of legal advice as to what
areas fall within the Central domain and what falls within the State
domain so that we are not compromising, in any way, with
federalism. But, atthe same time, we are able to lay down the
highest norms as far as the accountabilities are concerned.

The second question you have raised before the political par-
ties is whether the Prime Minister should be brought within the
purview of the Lokpal. Now, we have heard sufficiently both the
arguments. The firstargument was that India is too large a coun-
try. The Prime Minister holds a very sensitive position. The Prime
Minister must be kept out of the Lokpal purview because the
Prime Minister will be only accountable to the Parliament and the
Parliament is always entitled to remove the Prime Minister. But,
there are two drawbacks in this argument. The first drawback is
that under ordinary law, both your Prevention of Corruption Act,
Indian Penal Code and all other penal laws apply to the Prime
Minister as much as they apply to any citizen of India. So,
any public servant is bound by them. The Prime Minister isalso
under the purview of those laws. Anordinary police officer, where
acomplaint is made, or a CBI officer, today can investigate an
offence against the Prime Minister. When you are creating a spe-
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cial procedural mechanism of a Lokpal, you want to suspend the
operation of the substantive law, Indian Penal Code or Preven-
tion of Corruption Act, by saying that this procedure will not ap-
ply to the Prime Minister.

That probably does not have much merit and the Government's
draft, therefore, must be seriously reconsidered. The
Government's draft must be seriously reconsidered because when
you say that the Prime Minister will be held accountable only
after he ceases to be the Prime Minister, then, the crux of your
argument will be that if we find that there is a Prime Minister who
is guilty of corruption, we must continue to suffer because of him
and hold him accountable only when he ceases to occupy his
office. Now, | don't think that the world's largest democracy can
afford an experimentation of this kind, and, therefore, a more ra-
tional approach on which a larger consensus is emerging today is,
you hold the Prime Minister within the purview of this law. People
have suggested that there is 2001 Bill formulation, which was ap-
proved by Shri Pranab Mukherjee as the Chairman of the Stand-
ing Committee. There are several functions of the Prime Minister,
which should really not be a matter of scrutiny, namely, his func-
tions relating to intelligence, his functions relating to public order,
his functions relating to national security. Maybe, tomorrow, you
can include his functions relating to foreign policy. Now, | don't
have a complete listas to what can be included and what can be
excluded. Itis for the Standing Committee to really work onit.
You can keep some areas out where larger public interest is in-
volved in keeping them out but today it will be very difficult to
sustain an argument that the Prime Minister must only be held
responsible after he ceases to be the Prime Minister.

You asked us as to what should be the mechanism for Su-
preme Court and High Court judges. At the moment, there are
two mechanisms for Supreme Courtand High Court judges. One
is the in-house mechanism, which isa mechanism which has
worked in some cases; not worked in some cases, and, the alter-
native mechanism is impeachment. We have discussed this two
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weeks ago in the course of proceedings for removal of a Judge of
aHigh Court, where | had mentioned, and, | see that as a popu-
lar sense of the House, that there is a need to create a National
Judicial Commission both to deal with grievances and complaints
and also to deal with matters of appointments.

The Government's approach, which appears from your state-
ment, is that you want a Judicial Accountability Bill. The civil
society is saying that if you want it, please strengthen it. Now,
whether you call it a National Judicial Commission or the Judicial
Accountability Bill, we have to bear in mind one basic principle
that the executive must not interfere in the independence of judi-
ciary. But, at the same time, the task of appointing Judges and
judging Judges cannot be left to Judges alone, and, therefore,
your original Bill, as was introduced in the Parliament by Mr. Moily,
the erstwhile Minister, left it to the Judges alone. Therefore, the
present system, which is the in-house mechanism, will become a
statutory mechanism. Itwon'timprove the situation. So, unless
you are able to seriously consider, and, | suggested to my friends
in the civil society who had met us, that it is an important institu-
tional reform, which is required. Therefore, this reform may not
be possible in four or ten days. If you have a Lokpal Bill and
the House shows concern, we must seriously think of a mecha-
nism like the National Judicial Commission itself, and, | must say
inall fairness to the flexibility and approach which the members
of this group, including the Team Anna, had, on each one of the
issues when we shared our concern with them, their response
was quite reasonable.

Similarly, on the conduct of Members of Parliament, on the
one hand, you need to check graft and corruption, but on the
other hand, you cannot interfere with the privacy of the House.
And, therefore, there is a Constitutional mandate in article 105
that if an MP misconducts within a House, a Member of Parlia-
ment is liable for action. Afterall, have we not removed from
Membership the Members who have taken Rs. 5,000/-? We
removed eleven Members who took only Rs. 5,000/-. Had it
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been a case of a Government servant, somebody would have
said that it was a very small offence; we could reduce his rank or
give him some other punishment rather than throwing him out of
his job." Sir, we removed elected representatives for compro-
mising to the extent of Rs. 5,000/-, and, therefore, there is no
presumption that the House, when it comes to the probity in rela-
tion to the in-house conduct, does not take action.

As far as any impropriety outside the House is concerned,
surely, no Member of Parliament can claim any immunity under
Avrticle 105. Therefore, the response really would be to a major
issue that we include conduct outside the House, as it is included
today, and any law we make should be subject to the provisions
of Article 105. You said, "What happens to Government ser-
vants? Who has a right to take action because of Article 311"? |
have put to the members of the civil society who met us and I got
an impression that they are agreeable that the powers of the
Lokayukt or the Lokpal could be powers of recommending ac-
tion. Ultimately, protection of Article 311 is that there is a proce-
dure prescribed by which a person holding a civil post in the Union
or the State can be removed. There isa procedure prescribed as
to who can do it. Now, that Constitutional provision cannot be
violated by the Lokpal Act. Therefore, the Lokpal Act is neces-
sarily subject to those Constitutional requirements. There isa
serious question and I would only urge that a cross-section of
opinion should be examined.

H 9 |9y | I8 WK IR 3§ b 59 I 3 AR™ H IR
off, a1 Wad & MR &R A+ & aTex a1 uRRerforl § Arwarer
DI AMTHR &3 3T 97| T4 IR I WHR I 91d & IR
fquer & SN A 91 @Y, AT AT @ ORT 105 H S U AT
5 e & fiaR S BT 8, SHBT (v a1ER @ BIg voil T&
PR Fhcll, IS IR H B AN =1 ITDT el | G g=7 fawarq
2 5 gIRT S @@ €, 98 $Ig I Aol faaR =8 §, afes ag
W & SR MR 2 | § dadt I8 Ha & g3t 39 god R
JIPT Response HIhl IATESTTD T |
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Sir, we have made the suggestions and we have tried to
persuade, because this is not an adversarial issue, thatany Lokpal
Bill must necessarily be compatible with Constitutional values.
Therefore, it can't violate Article 105; it can't violate Article 311.
This is the reasoning. | am sure, they are also very mature
people, they understand the significance of what we are saying.

Sir, the sixth question which you had raised was: Can
quasijudicial powers be delegated? Now, this is the question which
will require a serious examination. | am sure, there are going to
be mixed opinions on this because delegation of quasi-judicial
and judicial power ordinarily does not take place. But whether it
can, in an inquiry process, take place or not; or the power of
inquiry can be delegated to the special officers created, this is an
area which can be a matter of legislative drafting and which can
be worked out.

Sir, you have, towards the end, said that the object of the
discussion today is to really address us on three basic questions
which are available. I don't think anyone of us should really shy
away from responding to those questions because we have a free-
dom of expression as far as this House is concerned. Our ob-
ject, while addressing those questions, has to be two-fold - the
first has to be that India must get a strong and effective Lokpal
and the second is that the current political impasse must get over
and Shri Anna Hazare should be requested and persuaded to give
up his fast. Whether all employees of the Central Government
should be covered by Lokpal or should be split into two?

I think it is a procedural matter. Itis not such a major matter
that it can break our options to a breaking point. The fact is that
all employees and all public servants must be accountable. When
we want even the Prime Minister of this country to be account-
able, why must we really say that because somebody within the
Governmentis a junior employee should not be accountable? Now
what will be that accountability mechanism? You have various
options. We have said that please bring them within the Lokpal.
Some other civil society groups -- I got some papers from them -
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have suggested that if you want a vigilance mechanism, put it un-
der the administrative control of the Lokpal. They suggested an
alternative mechanism yesterday. Various kinds of flexibilities are
available to you. But the overall overarching supervision of the
Lokpal would remain there with regard to all employees of the
Central Government. And we think there is considerable meritin
accepting that suggestion.

As far as the option of Lokayukta institution in the States is
concerned, | have already said that if you find that some areas are
not within the domain of the Central Legislature, you can have an
enabling law and leave the option with the States.

The last question is: Do we need a grievance redressal
mechanism? Sir, we certainly do need a grievance redressal
mechanism. 379 3MeH! @ Rierid gl 8 6 39 e &1€ @
SRR &, <IfdhT g3l 6 HEl & d18 A1 /e Bl 8l 7elr | §
eue feurede ST € a1 931 ddeli 8l € | 314 &S Xrodl o,
SR 7eYeY 2, fIER 2, e 'l e 99 € | S o
Sil ®8 X8 o b ITR U 7 g FaRel P Dl 8, Uold 7 YH
DI 2| ARG, P IS4l A U Jgi SIS =AMeR 3R M MeH!
1 grievances ¥ fTe & foft S 994 aTR™T @ Ry € &iR
IR BTS IBRY SH IS BT IJoated HRAT &l S e ThR
&1 Y] ot I ff 99 S # forar gan 7 | # w9 € fF Uw
@ 91 U 9T 39 YHR BT BT 97 I8 &, 3AfeT 3R B
9 IR H |/ A1 I8 URINA @1 gfte 9§ et ded s | It will
be a good step to say that every department of the Government
has a charter. This is how grievances of the citizens are to be
addressed. If somebody applies for a ration card or a licence or
some other permission, 15-30 days should be the period under
which it should be disposed of. And if somebody does not dis-
pose of his application within that period, then he will be taken
to task for it. Itwill improve the quality of administration and
governance. There is no reason why it can become a politically
adversarial group amongst any one of us or between us and the
members of the civil society who are suggesting it. Itisastep
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towards good governance and we must really come out with a
procedure which is fair and which appears to be effective.

Sir, there are many other small issues which have been raised.
The Government in principle has accepted it. In fact, Shrimati
Jayanthi Natarajan headed the Standing Committee which had
recommended whistleblower's protection. They want
whistleblowers to be given protection under the Lokayukta or the
Lokpal. Idon'tthink in principle there can be any difficulty as far
as this factor is concerned. There is a grievance that punishment
to complainants is very harsh. 3R 39 & RaeT® g MeH!
Rread Srerdm 2 3R a8 freR) ¥t |1fad 2Iar 8 a1 S &l Jor
B ST B, oifh S SMAIBRY &) Foll HF ® 3R 3R complaint
TeAd et & T 39 STEH! BT Ao SATET B | T8 a1 aT S dl
SIS B | g9 &Il € P 9 B B 99 | Fel—T—dhel dlg
oversight g5 & foT9d R # 84 99 &I JERT A< 91T |

There is one subject where | want to sound a little discordant
note. We are creating an institution where we say that the Prime
Minister should be included in it, every Chief Minister should be
there, and every Minister should be there. And MPs, Secretaries
of the Government of India, and the Cabinet Secretary would be
covered by this law. There is a suggestion that the authority will
be entitled to tap phones of these people if it receives a complaint.
I think in the last few years, we have been making a mockery out
of our democracy by really making phone-tapping in this country
to be virtuous. How can somebody tap the Prime Minister's
phone? The argument is that it is being tapped because there
may be an evidence of bribery. Well, there are thousands of
conversations which Ministers or the Home Minister or the Fi-
nance Minister or a Chief Minister may be having with the Prime
Minister. He may be discussing something with the Secretary,
RAW. He may be discussing something with the Director, IB.

He may be discussing something with regard to other serious
matters with the Army Chief or the Foreign Secretary. Are we
going to create institutions which are now entitled to start tapping
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phones of even the Prime Minister, Ministers and other senior
functionaries? We have a judgment of the Supreme Court which
is a very well considered judgment. We have provisions in the
Indian Telegraph Act that only to the extent it involves national
security or it involves prevention of commission of some serious
offence, you can do it. I think this power should be exercised with
great caution because in the process of creating an anti-graft insti-
tution, we should not compromise with any tenets of Indian de-
mocracy which allows institutions to start interfering to this effect.
When members of the civil society met us, | conveyed to them
that this is one area where | would beg to disagree with them even
while supporting them on most other areas that they have said and
they must seriously reconsider a proposal where an authority which
covers the Prime Minister and other senior functionaries of the
State is not entitled to start bugging their telephones. We can't
make a virtue out of this and this is one area where | am sure the
drafting committee will make a serious issue.

Finally, Sir, I have two points. You have asked us on these
three specific questions in order to resolve the impasse. | think,
there is considerable merit in including the entire bureaucracy.
There is considerable merit in either enabling or otherwise, sub-
ject to the legal advice you get, going ahead with establishment of
Lokayukta in the States. And there is also considerable merit - in
fact, there is far greater merit - in having a grievance charter or a
mechanism as far as the country is concerned.

Finally, Sir, one great strength of Indian democracy is that
we have protests, we have crisis, we have confrontations, but
then, we also have a great sense of resilience. We show an ex-
traordinary amount of maturity in resolving every crisisand emerging
stronger out of any crisis. | am sure that today would be a very
important day for us when we show and display that sense of
resilience and are able to resolve these issues which are con-

fronting us. Thank you very much.
(]
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HE, T AW ITEH], 5 3 MMEH & TH R I8 DR
YT R fITaTd T B AT €, I8 FSPH W AT TAT 2 |
IR T Il UR A9ard A1 BT A1 I8 dAlba s &
oy 9gd a1 R BT, Sl S fIeary &l 98Tl dHReAl
98d SN © | BE ol b fhe U ¥ fdvary W gar|
gl faeell H, AR A1 & <, WRBR B AT & id, 251
WagH I, 18 19 °ICTel 81, Sl §B ¥l 8IaT X8, S9H g9
e S 9 favary @R € | U\ Sil, YT 9IR H/9 e
2 o facel dof # aga U1 2 | 4UT &1 Uah afad gdvsT STl
2, S 1,34,000 PRIS & @A fAqeh d@f # &, I8 s7hA
SR B S & g IdT ol B IR A Al db IAD
RaeTTh BIg BRarg 81 Bl © | f[I%ard &A 11? B 59
ST DI FIRAT W RN BAT? 3R GUH Bic F9I R
el el ool Al S ArSl—dgd PRIaE! g8 ©, a8 A el
gl |

IE 1,34,000 PRIS HYY DY faael § of 1T, WHR
IAY ] IBT | 39 W B AN 6T AHAT I, SHD! TR
AT | H U SRl < VBT g | favard fdeqgel < W g |
faeeft 9@l # 100 g TR FUY B, 300 ARG HRIE WUV T,
&% Fai] 8 Y& | 989 A AT 39 IR # 319 authori-
tative sris < %8 €| gATecs AN F YR T B HWR
q9Td ST, ST B4 Pl ST aTell Brel U ara dleT Yal
2| 791 a1 ® f& 89 u& delegation & A1y =@t g o
IR 579 & |91 H FATSCS A B JFRT HR W
ggq ofl, § W1 g8 dIse o1 | g fba-l &xil &l 91d €, 59
I D REHR A fwas @ fha <71 | drer 21 RS
e 1 192 QT & 1T AT BR Ueb DI ST, | 918
IR IHHT HeHed I8 & & 3R el <91 & @i &t U,
SRAM W HHT AT UAT SAR < H 7, A1 98 d19 ol

Discussion in Parliament on Lokpal 40




WY | 98 AfY 81 7S | U 9gd <1 international Treaty 2 |
ST & el F AT 9199 o g R fedn, R O9Rd
TRER A I doTafel B H 6 AT Y | H G981 W HIolg
ofT | RacoRele & UMY =1 s wor # e fos &9 U
qOF AT AR & | SET dEl & smua <= &1 stolen
property AR U &, 89 §9 dleMT 9rgd @ | Racords
& U 3 FE1, TR U SHS WIT a5l i 2, S 39 I8
foam o, § W U IR HHY B! o1 =TS, offdhd g9 {9l
# Racorels @1 oA 77 waar 8 & e gases 1o
@1 39 treaty W gweR &y, 894 o ratify foar| sa=n
B eI, IO Fal [ T 30 T B UlfeidHe & ey
T o b | STd | FBT o, A1 &A1 dordfer W1 8l fbar o |
Y 919 IMAHR YITHAT S DI HIT BT g Ul ol | #4
®el b 59 <2 H 9N Q¥ & 70 IRG RIS HUYY ST &,
I QW P UM 7 AR AEE Pl 6 g9 I8 U 9ud
HRAT ATE B, offh R ARBR 1 3ol dh g8 U1 arae
ST DT PIRTLT ET BT | SMRBT UAT 9199 of 8T &, T &
10 <2 YT AU of I &, offdh MRT U1 199 gl of &
2 H ug dg e g o favag ger 21 it & 79 # I8
faearq 2 & s’ TR, SAR W, SR &I 6
PRI YLTAR & AR I IR Pl GeH B D (oY I8
AR, T8 TR fAehel TIR &1 2 | gfery 81 91t &
Aed R 2| H a8 e o= anear g 6 99 fawara &
FETCT PR BT U HIDT AT 8 | A~ BOR Sfl -1 Ve
& fHar 2|

SBI SHBT ~Idcd fhar € | H 1 BOIR S | W) Uref=
HAT ATEAT § fdh 3 TGfh T 89 Fd ANl - D]
fawary faemmar 8 ok gARY urcl 3 §9 DI &1 Sl gavel

41 Discussion in Parliament on Lokpal

2, H IAD! F=l e HRAT A1Edl, A BT support fhar
2, dfd § 9t well &1 T aredT g f& 9 9IS ufaseT &
9% 9 9914, 9 DIg Hed BT e 7§91, dfcd [ HgHfd
STea—H—STeq g1 |

H gep e 3R BT A1Edr g & I8 o uRRerfd
2| I8 HET Ol @ & & B a9 & ISR urfelamic
BT 7, AfBR FfFd 2, oifdh 43 A1l TP & 37U AfABR
&1 IUANT T8 fhar, gadr ff @1 a9 T8 2| g9fery
3TaRe IR W g wE ARy |

= # H U e 3R &A1 =red & b &l I8 Hal
T {6 Badt A YR FHI 8] 8T, AT 3R ST HAT
8, BN 4, T BT BT 8 3MUDI? 3R W BRY |

ERTHIT 30 TSl Ugel §IAT & WEIGE <%l H of | 39+
independent Commission Against Corruption = |
39 independent & & HROT IS ERTHNT &AM
ST & SHMER <RI H o AT B

$9felY 39 R HeHT a1, -1 I8 f9G & | ST 39
<<, I8 W 9 2 | 8 99 39 g ward R RSB
R |Ae & o} gar o credibility erode @1 3@ g,
AMBUT [T G911 PR SHDI d8lcl Y | AP Iga—dgd
SECICY

Discussion in Parliament on Lokpal 42



