v President gives .
" v assent to

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, DEC. 26. A number of important legisla-

tive Bills passed recently by Parliament have be-
come Acts with the President, A.P.J. Abdul Kalam,
giving assent to them.

According to official information, the President
has given his assent to the Unit Trust of India
(Transfer of Undertaking and Repeal) Bill 2002,
the Securities and Exchange Board of India
(Amendment) Bill, 2002, the Delhi Metro Railway
(Operation and Maintenance) Bill, 2002, the Con-
stitution (Scheduled Castes) Orders (Second
Amendment) Bill, 2002, the Consumer Protection
(Amendment) Bill, 2002 and the Merchant Ship-
ping (Amendment) Bill, 2002.

The Unit Trust of India (Transfer of Under-
taking and Repeal) Act replaces the ordinance
promulgated in October to provide for the trans-
fer and vest the undertaking, excluding the spec-
ified undertaking of the UTI, to the specified
company to be formed and registered under the
Companies Act, 1956.

This Act also seeks to transfer and vest the
specified undertaking of the UTI in the Adminis-
trator besides repealing the Unit Trust of India
Act, 1963 in order to corporatise the UTI and let it
compete in the free market economy.

Similarly, the Securities and Exchange Board of
India (Amendment) Act replaces the ordinance
promulgated in October to amend the SEBI Act of
1992 by enlarging its Board of Directors, besides
conferring power of search and seizure with the
approval of court and enhancing the fine for a
better and hassle-free regulation of the capital
market and avoid recurrence of scams and other
malpractices in the capital market by building
confidence of investors.

The Delhi Metro Act provides a legal frame and

i mechanism for regulation of the Delhi Metro Rail
| Corporation (DMRC) under the joint control of

{

six Bills'

the Central Government through the Ministry of
Urban Development and the Government of the 1

National Capital Territory of Delhi, on the pattern
of the Indian Railways Act, 1989. ‘

The Act also provides for a mechanism for op- '
eration and maintenance of the DMRC and its
security.

The Constitution (Schedule Castes) Orders
(Second Amendment) Act seeks to amend the
Constitution (Schedule Castes) (Union Territo-
ries) Orders, 1951, the Constitution Jammu and ;
Kashmir) Schedule Castes Orders, 1956, the Con- |
stitution (Dadra and Nagar Haveli) Schedule
Castes Orders, 1964 to include, exclude and ex-
pand the list of Schedule Castes in States and
Union Territories.

The Consumer Protection (Amendment) Act
amends the Consumer Protection Act of 1986 to
enable State Governments to set up District Con-
sumer Council on their own, make the compli-
ance of the orders of the National Consumer
Council, State Consumer Council and District
Consumer Council meaningful and effective.

The Act also provides for attachment of the
assets of persons not complying with the orders
of the Consumer Councils, courts and Commis-
sions besides streamlining the provisions of the
1986 Act.

The amended Act will be enforced from a date
to be notified by the Government.

The Merchant Shipping (Amendment) Act
amends the earlier 1958 Act and the Major Port
Trusts Act, 1963 to streamline their provisions in
order to enable them to meet the challenges of
globalised economy in the form of quality of ser-
vices and competition besides streamlining cor-
poratisation of major ports, their expansion and
services.

The amended Act will come into effect from
the date to be notified by the Government.
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THE INITIAL REACTIONS to the recent JPC re-
port have been muted in comparison to those
that accompanied the publication of the earlier
JPC’s findings. Both the parliamentary commit-
tees were given similar points of reference, with
the alleged stock market shenanigans perpetu-
ated by a few brokers, aided and abetted by vari-
ous acts of omission and commission by
mainline institutions and financial sector regu-
lators, being the central point. Therefore, not-
withstanding the fact that almost a decade
separates the two periods under investigation —
the earlier JPC looked into the securities trans-
actions of 1991-92 — the findings of both the
committees are similar to a great extent. On the
definition of the recent scam, the JPC says that it
was a manipulation of the capital market for the
benefit of market operators, brokers, corporate
entities and their promoters and managements.
That, barring a slight change in vocabulary, is
almost identical to the earlier JPC’s findings of a
deep-rooted nexus between bankers, brokers
and companies in diverting funds for speculative
gain. The other striking similarity is in the identi-
fication of a principal culprit — the late Harshad
Mehta for the irregularities of 1992 and Ketan
Parekh now. Both incidentally belong to the
broking fraternity, a class of intermediaries
whose less than satisfactory profile had signif-
icantly changed for the better over the past dec-
ade. The implementation of the
recommendations — many key ones were in fact
put in place — of the earlier JPC report ought to
have helped in sprucing up the image of the
capital market and its participants. Sadly, how-
ever, that has not happened. Both the reports
have blamed nearly all the regulators and the
Government, but it is the capital market struc-
ture that seems to be creaking still, despite all
the progress made recently in settlements, trad-
ing systems, technology upgradation, institution
building and imparting of professionalism to the
participants.

However, neither the similarities in the diag-
nosis nor the equally predictable prescriptions
for correction undermine the value of the recent
JPC’s findings. The fact that it did not come out
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with any sensational findings or make sweeping
recommendations ought to be viewed positively,
a tribute to its awareness of the inherent limita-
tions rather than as a negative point. Much of the
financial sector including the capital market has
been changing at breakneck speed. The world
over regulators, central banks and investigative
agencies are hard put to even define financial
misdemeanour leave alone punish the perpetra-
tors. Even in the advanced countries such as the
U.S. the technology bubble lulled everyone in-
cluding the usually sharp regulators into compla-
cency. Nor was it possible to even spot, until it
was too late, a monumental fudging of accounts
of the type committed by Enron, WorldCom and
others. Notwithstanding the significant steps, in-
cluding legal ones that are promptly taken in the
wake of a financial scam, the fact remains that no
structure however well crafted can effectively
forestall a shenanigan. The solution, then, lies in
implementing the existing powers more effica-
ciously and in strengthening existing institutions
engaged in regulation and policing. The JPC's
recommendations in that genre are practicable
and ought to be followed up for a better envi-
ronment in the financial sector. Its biggest con-
tribution might well be in influencing policy
changes so that in future at least there is greater
clarity in the approach to issues such as dealing
with cooperative banks.

On UTI, however, the JPC’s recommendations
tread familiar territory and in one specific area —
concerning the constitution of UTI-II — seem
counter-productive. The crisis at UTI became
part of the JPC’s agenda long after it took up its
core brief involving the inexplicable crash of the
market in March 2001, the payment crisis in the
Calcutta Stock Exchange and the Madhavpura
Cooperative Bank-led failure that has exposed
the chinks in regulation. In all these, the com-
mon denominator has been the weakness of the
capital market which the JPC once again hopes to
address. Unlike the last time, the report has not
indicted any major public figure nor named any
leading banks or institutionk, Indian or foreign.
Devoid of sensation though its report is, it can be
a blueprint for a better financial sector. / ;
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JPC reveals swmg,lers
list; fails to nariie them

By Priya Ranjan Dash

f\ﬁ‘ Times NEws NETWORK (\\/\
New Delki: The joint parliamentary commit-
tee on Thhursday generally blamed faceless
government regulating agencies, including
the finance ministry, but failed to pin down
anybody in particular for last year's stock
market scam and the UTI fiasco that cost in-
vestors thousands of crores of rupees and
eroded confidence in India’s financial system.

After 20 months of investigation and 360
hours of formal sittings, the JPC tabled a 450-
page unanimous report in parliament which,
on first reading, did not provide the answer to
the question millions of investors asked—who
exactly was responsible for the swindling?

The report is ambiguous to such an extent
that soon after its publication, it lent itself to
various interpretations, breaking down the
political unanimity achieved by this JPC.
Two Congress members on the JPC, Kapil
Sibal and Mani Shankar Aiyar, demanded
the resignation of the then finance minister
and present foreign minister Yashwant Sin-
ha from the cabinet quoting, often without
context, from the report in support of their
claim that he had been indicted. Mr Sinha re-
jected the demand even though he admitted
that he had not gone through the report.

“There is no direct reference to Yashwant
Sinha on any wrong doing,” asserted JPC
chairman Prakash Mani Tripathi, who is a
BJP member of the Lok Sabha, while brief-
ing reporters on the contents of the report.

To the volley of questions on who was or
were responsible, Mr Tripathi said, “In a gen-
eral way, the JPC holds the regulating agen-
cies—the stock exchange authorities, Sebi,
the Reserve Bank of India and the High-Lev-
el Coordination Committee—responsible.
The department of company affairs and the
finance ministry have also been named. They
could have been more proactive and vigilant.
That is not to say, they were less vigilant.”

Mr Tripathi claimed that the demand for
Mr Sinha’s resignation made by the two op-
position members on the JPC did not take
away from the legitimacy of the ‘unanimous’
report. “It is a political statement made by
them outside JPC,” he added.

The report leaves it to the government to

HE TIMES OF INDi4

In a general way, the JPC holds the
regulating agencies—the stock
exchange authorities, Sebi, the
Reserve Bank of India and the High-
Level Coordination Committee—
responsible. The department of
company affairs and the finance
ministry have also been named.
—JPC chief Prakash Mani Tripathi

act against corporate entities which are
found to be involved in the scam after the var-
ious investigating agencies complete their
ongoing probes. It is, however, more specific
about indicting brokers like Ketan Parekh
for their dubious role. It holds other broking
groups belonging to D.K. Singhania, A.K. Po-
dar and H.C. Biyani primarily responsible
for the payment problem in March 2001 in the
Calcutta stock exchange.

Recommending speedy investigation and
action against the brokers, promoters and
corporate houses which had formed a nexus
to fleece banks and investors, the committee
said that as financial custodian of the coun-
try, the finance ministry was duty-bound to
protect the interests of small investors and
prevent the free fall of the capital market.

The JPC named the then finance secretary
Ajit Kumar for not “acting immediately” on a
piece of information about the “impending
problems of UTI”" and accused him of acting
in a “routine and casual manner’” not expect-
ed of him. The report also came down heavily
on IDBI for its negligence in its capacity as the
principal contributor to the mutual fund and
the concentration of power in the post of chair-
man without adequate checks and balances to
prevent misuse of power. “Regrettably, negli-
gent management by UTT and inadequate mon-
itoring on these fronts contributed in signifi-
cant measure to the crisis in UTI generally.”
Comment: A chilling tale of complete insti-
tutional failure. But institutions, too, work
through individuals. Will the probe lead to
any individuals being held accountable?

@ Directive on UTI-Il sponsors, Page 19
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~~ Convict’s wife gets 5 yearsm Jmf

House trio on
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New Delhi, Dec. 18: Three
| persons convicted of plotting
the Parliament attack, in-
cluding a lecturer, have been
sentenced to death under the
Prevention of Terrorism Act.

The fourth convict, a
woman, has been sentenced to
five years’ rigorous imprison-
‘ment for not divulging the plot
to the authorities. The ruling
comes just over a year after the
Parliament attack that left nine
dead and brought India and
Pakistan close to war.

The defendants -— suspected
Jaish-e-Mohammad militants
Mohammad Afzal and Shaukat
Hussain and suspended Delhi
University lecturer S.A.R. Gee-
lani — were calm as the sentence
was read out in the packed Pa-
tiala House courtroom. The
three had pleaded innocent.

The special court that hand-
ed the sentences described thls
as the “rarest of rare cases”.
Judge S.N. Dhingra said he was
awarding the death sentence to
the three for their logistical sup-
port in the attack that India
has blamed on Pakistan-based
militants.

“The persons who help ter-
rorists - enter .into India and
carry out fidayeen attacks are
equally liable for the killing of
innocent persons as the hard-
core terrorists themselves,” he
said. “They are enemies of

T

L4 MOHAMMAD AFZAL
From Baramullah district, J&K
Charges: Jaish-e-Mohammad
member. Masterminded the attack
VERDICT: DEATH SENTENCE

® SHAUKAT HUSSAIN

From Baramullah. Now residing at
1021 Mukherjee Nagar, New Delhi.
Charges: Jaish member. Roped in
by Afzal, his cousin

VERDICT: DEATH SENTENCE

#S.A.R. GEELANI

Suspended Dethi University lecturer
Charges: Co-conspirator, friend of
Shaukat and Afzal

VERDICT:

@ NAVJOT SANDHU
Wife of Shaukat
Charge: Aware of conspiracy but

kept quiet
VERDICT: FIVE YEARS'
RIGOROUS IMPRISONMENT

mankind, they deserve no le-

niency. The punishment given in

such cases must be deterrent.”

Navjot Sandhu alias Afsan
Guru — the wife of Shaukat —
received a milder punishment
considering that she was facing
a “difficult choice of going
against her husband”, the judge
said in his order. She is mentally
disturbed, according to reports
from prison.

The three convicts have also
been sentenced to life imprison-

geath row

ment and rigorous imprison-
ment for offences committed
under various sections of the
anti-terror law, the Indian Penal
Code, the Arms Act and the Ex-
plosive Substances Act.

A defence lawyer said an ap-
peal would be filed in Delhi High
Court within a month. Geelani
claimed he had been “framed”.
“By convicting innocent per-
sons, you can’'t suppress emo-
tions. Peace comes with justice.
If there is no justice, there would
be no democracy,” he said.

“I'm fighting for the libera-
tion of Kashmir,” shouted
Shaukat as he was being dragged
out of the court by securitymen.

Afzal described the verdict as
a conspiracy hatched by the po-
lice and politicians.

Police in Jammu and Kash-
mir are on high alert after the
judgment, "There is scope for re-
taliation, espg by the Jaish-

gall,” - K,n Rajendra,

dict as “histeric and j rtapt”
because these were the HsEn.
tences handed under the/danti--
terror law. Shiv Sainiks burst
crackers on the court premiges.
The judge took state govern-
ments to task for refusing to im-
plement the anti-terror law and

said “there seems to be no na- . -
tional consensus in respect to ‘|

the response to terrorism and
terrorists and people of their .
clan”. (See Page 6)
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& proud
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New Delhi, Dec. 16: “Being a
Kashmiri and being a Muslim,
I'm proud of it,” Shaukat Hus-
sain alias Guru said as he was
whisked away from the court
room this afternoon, minutes
after S.N. Dhingra, the special
judge for cases related to the Pre-
vention of Terrorism Act, con-
victed him and three other ac-
cused in the December 13 Parlia-
ment attack case.

Dressed in a mud-colour
pathan suit and a blue cap,
Shaukat seemed hardly per-
turbed by the court verdict.
There was no sign of tension on
his face.

But his wife, Navjot Sandhu
alias Afsan Guru, who is also
an accused has been mentally
upset for some time now, accord-
ing to a lawyer fighting her
case. As Afsan Guru, escorted
by lady constables, arrived in
the court room around 2 pm,
she started asking the police-
men: “What have I been brought
here for?”

Afsan Guru was allowed to
sit with her child on her lap in
the courtroom packed with
lawyers and reporters, while the
other accused — Shaukat, Mo-

 GEELANI

AFZAL

hammad Afzal and suspended
Delhi University lecturer S.A.R.
Geelani — were standing in the
dock.

“I have to ask one question.
You did not tell me (when I
asked you) in the police station
as well,” the completely shat-
tered convict muttered in
Hindi after Dhingra read his
order and left the chair. “What

THME TELEGRAPH

8 Howie minister LK. Advani blames the IS for the attack Prima Mi
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HUSSAIN

did you all do to my brother and
sister-in-law?” she asked before
being taken away by lady
constables.

The constables said they
would tell her later. Her brother
and sister-in-law are staying in
Australia.

While Afsan Guru was un-
able to fathom what was happen-
ing, Mohammad Afzal seemed

17 0be 2u2

his usual self, with his quite and
intense looks not revealing his
emotions.

“l had asked for three
lawyers. They did not provide
me,” he said when asked for his
comments on the verdict.’

“Geelani has been working in
Delhi for 17 years. How come
he has suddenly become a terror-
ist?” was all Afzal could ask

G+

while being taken back to
judicial custody after being
convicted.

With his face partly covered
with a thick black flowing beard
and a black-and-white scarf and
glasses, Afzal appeared a look-a-
like of Masood Azhar, the Jaish-
e-Mohammad chief who was dis-
charged by a Pakistani court on
Saturday. :
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New Delhi, Dec. 9: The Lok
Sabha today passed an amend-
ment to the Indian Evidence
(Amendment) Bill 2002, deleting
two controversial clauses seek-
ing to cross-examine a rape vic-
tim on her character.

According to the amended
Bill, which was passed by a voice
vote, the victim will not be sub-
ject to cross-examination, by ei-
ther the prosecution counsel or
the defence lawyer, regarding
her character.

Members cutting across
party lines had objected to
the archaic clauses and today
several members hailed the
deletion of the clauses from

the original Act of 1872.

The government assured the
House that it would bring in the
next session of Parliament a
“comprehensive” legislation to
plug loopholes in the existing law
and check the increasing inci-
dence of rape. Replying to a disc-
ussion on the Bill, Union law min-
ister Jana Krishnamurthi wel-
comed members’ suggestion that
the government should adopt a
holistic approach on the issue.

The government would hold
wide consultations with various
political parties and experts and
try to bring such a Bill in the
next session of Parliament that
would curb crime against wo-
men and ensure speedy justice to
victims. Krishnamurthi said the
amendment sought to save vic-

enac TEL-

tims from a “second hum111a
tion” and render justice to them.

Congress leader Margaret
Alva, who initiated the discus-
sion, said: “We need to review
the entire Act to make disposal
of rape cases time-bound and
punishment more stringent.”

CPM leader A.K. Premajam,
Samata Party member Beatrice
D’Souza, Rashtriya Janata Dal
MP Raghuvansh Prasad Singh
and Congress member A.C. Jose
also urged for more teeth to the
law.

Every 54 minutes, a rape ta-
kes place in the country and the
victim dies every moment of her
remaining life, asserted Singh.

When a victim goes to a po-
lice station to register a com-
plaint, a “second rape” in-the

/House nod to rape law change

form of indecent questioning
takes place, he claimed. “All
kinds of questions are asked.
This is another kind of rape.
This is a second rape.”

Rebel Akali Dal (SAD-M) lea-
der Simranjit Singh Mann want-
ed molestation and rape commit-
ted by paramilitary personnel
and armymen to be brought
under the ambit of the National
Human Rights Commission.

Mann criticised the appoint-
ment of former Punjab police ch-
ief K.PS. Gill as adviser to the
Gujarat government and alleged
that “mass-scale” rapes have ta-
ken place in Gujarat. The Akali
leader charged Gill with molest-
ing IAS officer Rupin Deol Bajaj.
“Why was a Dracula made to
guard the blood bank?” he asked

i

y
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WALKOUT IN HAJYA SABHA

U A

Opposition raises storm over
new job for Venkataswami

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, NOV. 22. Both Houses
of Parliament witnessed pro-
tests today from members with
the Opposition staging a walk-
out in the Rajya Sabha over the
appointment of Justice K. Ven-
kataswami, heading the Tehelka
Commission of Inquiry, as
Chairman of Authority on Ad-
vance Rulings of Excise and
Customs.

For the first time in the cur-
rent session of Parliament
which opened this week, the
Opposition joined hands to
raise serious objections to the
Centre’s move stating that it
had violated all norms of consti-
tutional propriety.

The Government, on its part,
maintained that the appoint-

ment was made in May this
year, after the Chief Justice of
India nominated Justice Venka-
taswami for the post and the

Appointments Committee of
Cabinet cleared it.

The Finance Minister, Jas-
want Singh, told both the
Houses that a letter was written

to the Chief Justice during Sep-
tember, last year to nominate a
retired judge of the apex court
for the post and in response,
Justice Venkataswami’s name
was recommended.

Soon after Kapil Sibal (Con-
gress) raised the issue in the Ra-
jya Sabha, the Opposition
members were on their feet. Mr.
Sabil said that by accepting the
new position, the inquiry was
sought to be compromised and
demanded an explanation.

Mr. Jaswant Singh’s clarifica-
tion elicited more questions
with the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Manmohan Singh, stating
that the country’s system of
governarnce rested on a combi-
nation of checks and balances.
The authority which was inves-
tigating the Government was

Govt. put on the defensive

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELH], NOV. 22. The ruling coalition was put on
the defensive today by the strong Opposition re-
action to the appointment of Justice Venkataswa-
mi, who is heading the Tehelka inquiry, as the
Chairman of Authority on Advance Ruling, Cen-
tral Board of Excise and Customs.

And an almost certain fallout will be that the
Opposition “boycott” and “non-recognition” of
the Defence Minister, George Fernandes, will
continue. The CPI(M) leader, Basudev Acharya,
said as much, although yesterday there were in-
dications that the Opposition was willing to find a
way out of the impasse. Both the Government
and the Bharatiya Janata Party virtually distanced
themselves from the appointment which took
place in April-May this year, pleading that it was
the Chief Justice who had recommended the
name, after the Finance Ministry asked him for a
recommendation in September 2001.

“It was the recommendation of the then Chief
Justice of India which was approved by the Ap-
pointments Committee of the Cabinet in April
this year,” the BJP spokesperson, Vijay Kumar

Malhotra, said. Was it appropriate that a top Gov-
ernment job be given to a person inquiring into
allegations against at least one Minister? Mr. Mal-
hotra did not want to go into that, saying that the
noise was being made now by political parties
when the appointment was made in April-May.
And, of course, he insisted that the appointment
had nothing to do with trying to influence the
outcome of the sensitive Tehelka tapes inquiry
for which the Venkataswami Commission was set
up — the inquiry is not complete and the report is
still awaited.

The Congress spokesperson, Satyavat Chatur-
vedi, said it was quite wrong for a person heading
an inquiry commission to be appointed to an
office of profit. The Congress will take this up
strongly as it flouts all established norms.

The CPI(M) described this as a “cover-up oper-
ation”, with Mr. Acharya saying that this had con-
firmed the worst apprehensions. The denigration
of institutions by the Government was contin-
uing. And with the attitude of the Government
made plain there was no way the Opposition
would drop its “non-recognition” of George Fer-
nandes’ stance in Parliament.

sought to be given a job by the
Government. This, he said, was
in violation of all norms appli-
cable for such posts and led a
walkout.

The issue was raised in the
Lok Sabha during question hour
with angry Opposition MPs de-
manding an explanation from
the Government.

Raising the issue, Congress
leader, Priyaranjan Dasmunshi
alleged that the Government
was trying to influence the
judge by appointing him to an
office of profit.

Having allowed the question
hour to continue following an
assurance from the Speaker, the
Congress and the CPI(M) MPs
were quick to bring it up soon
after question hour. Mr. Das-
munshi and Basudeb Acharya
(CPI-M) demanded that the
Speaker direct the Finance Min-
ister to reply to their pointed
queries. Mr. Dasmunshi wanted |
to know whether Justice Ven-
katswami’s name was the only
one recommended to the Chief
Justice. Mr. Dasmunshi won-
dered what kind of credibility '
the Commission would have af-
ter this.

During his brief intervention
in the Lok Sabha, the Finance
Minister tried to clarify the is-
sue. He pointed out that he was
not the Minister when the ap-
pointment was made and was
speaking on the basis of what-
ever information he had for the
present.

Angry  Opposition  MPs
sought to pin him down on the
issue of whether Justice Venka-
taswami’s name had been rec-
ommended by the Government
or he was picked by the CJL.
They said that the Finance Min-
istry had recommended the
name in September, 2001 and
the appointment was made this

year. P
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ng of rivers, only

solution to drought: PM

By Gargi Parsai

NEW DELHI, NOV. 20. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
today said the Centre
proposes to take up the
scheme for inter-linking of
rivers on a “war footing” as a
long-term, permanent solution
to the recurring problem of
drought.

Intervening in a debate in
the Lok Sabha on the
Congress-sponsored
adjournment motion on
drought, Mr. Vajpayee said
resources and political will
would not be lacking for such
a massive problem. What was
needed was spending the
money in a proper manner.

In the end, the Government
received an endorsement to
its proposal when as an
addenda to her speech on the
motion, the Opposition leader,
Sonia Gandhi, said, “...and 1
forgot to mention, we
welcome the Government’s
proposal for linking of river
waters.”

Mijnutes before, Mr.
Vajpayee had said he would
soon convene an all-party
meeting to seek consensus for
the scheme.

The Prime Minister asserted
that there was no political
discrimination in providing
drought relief.

He said the Centre would
provide Rs.10,000 crores to
the drought-hit States under
the food-for-work programme,
of which Rs. 5000 crores
would be a cash component

" for employment schemes.

Seeking cooperation of the
States, he said the situation
should not be politicised. “We
have inherited a system which
has weaknesses.”

On the conclusion of the

A. B. Vajpayee

eight-hour debate, the motion
was defeated by voice vote
with the Opposition not
pressing for a division.

Earlier Ms. Gandhi sought a
Drought Management Code,
loan and interest waiver for
the drought-affected States, an
all-party meeting to galvanise
implementation, a special
meeting of the National
Development Council to
discuss drought, expansion of
“Antodaya Anna Yojna” and
food-for-work schemes and
revamping of the Public
Distribution System.

She also sought objectivity
and transparency in the
disbursement of funds from
the National Calamity
Contingency Fund.

She said in raising the
drought issue her party’s
intention was not to politicise
the situation but to raise the
“weaknesses and
inadequacies” in the
management of the calamity.
She said the Government
should take their criticism as
“constructive criticism.”

She had not spoken for the

Sonia Gandhi

Congress-ruled States alone
but for all affected by drought.
Ms. Gandhi said, “this
debate had placed a major
responsibility on the
Government. We will play our
part but a major responsibility

- is of the Centre.”

She however, continued her
defence of the Congress-ruled
States of Madhya Pradesh and
Rajasthan from where
starvation deaths had been
reported and sought to know
from the Government how
much of the funding provided
under the Centrally-sponsored
schemes had been in relation
to drought.

She charged the Centre
with shifting responsibility for
mismanagement of drought
on the States.

She said the reported
starvation deaths in the two
Congress-ruled States had
been from malnutrition and
illness.

In his reply, the Agriculture
Minister, Ajit Singh, asserted
there was no discrimination in
the distribution of drought
relief.

He admitted there was
pressure from the States for a
larger share of relief and
funds but the disbursement
was in accordance with the
norms laid by the 11th
Finance Commission with the
consent of the State Chief
Ministers.

He said contrary to
“propaganda,” the Special
Task Force on drought had
met six times since it was
constituted in July.

The Task Force had agreed
to the recommendation of the
Inter-Ministerial Group in toto
in releasing Rs. 2000 crores to
the drought-affected States.

He urged the States to tone
up implementation of central
schemes and drought relief as
“the Centre has no machinery
for implementation which
must be done by States.”

He said in this context he
had suggested formation of a
district level committee for
implementation and
monitoring but not many
States had done that.

Earlier, the Food Minister,
Sharad Yadav, and the Rural

Development Minister, Shanta |

Kumar, intervened to provide
statistics on various Central
Government schemes and
provision of foodgrains to
point out non-utilisation of
funds by States and poor
lifting by even drought-hit
States such as Rajasthan
respectively.

The debate saw members
take up a lot of regional
drought issues and at times
the discussion slipped into
sparring between members on
opposite sides on Cauvery,
Rajasthan and Madhya
Pradesh starvation deaths and
Andhra Pradesh rice scam.

CHE HINDC
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“PLAN TO ENSURE SMOOTH HOUSE FUNCTION

Govt defeats
Gujarat motion

Statesman News Service

_sner A
NEW DELHI, Nov. 18. — The government
today defeated an adjournment motion on
Gujarat in the Lok Sabha on the opening day
of Parliament’s winter session and left the Op-
position disarmed. Under the rules. Gujarat
cannot be the subject of discussion in the
House during the current session.

The adjournment motion was moved by Mr
Subodh Rai of the CPI-M and accepted by
Speaker Mr Manohar Joshi after the govern-
ment agreed to participate in the debatc.

The government “scored over the Opposi-
tion™ by accepting its dcrand for adjoun-
ment motions on Gujarat. starsifion id Ut
tar Pradesh. In the bargain the trensury
benches secured a promise from the Opposi-
tion that it would allow transaction of legisla-
tive business and would nou discupt the House

Mr Atal Behart Vagpavee had asked the par-
liamentary affairs minister, Mr Praniod Maha-
jan, to accommadate the Opposition’s demand
and ensure that Parliament functioned smooth-
ly. The government was reportedly worried that
the Opposition would stail proceedings in Par-
liament to highlight Gujarat and other issues.
They had anticipated a demand for an adjourn-
ment motion on disinvestment.

With the defeat of the adjourimen motion,
*he Opposition has fost the opportunity 1o ques-

[HE STATESHA®

tion the (Lntre s role vis a vis t conduct of Mr
Narendra Modi, Acharya Dharlnendra and Mr
Praveen Togadia during the election process.

The Opposition members’ attendance in the
House today was thin and they were outnum-
bered by members on treasury benches. At one
point of time, the House lacked quorum. The de-
bate resumed after the quorum bell was sounded.

In his reply, Mr L. K Advani skipped the point
raised by Mr Rai on the conduct and statements
of the VHP leaders in Gujarat. Instead, he as-
sured the House and the nation that India was a
secular country and no individual could change
India into a theocratic state. “The Indian ethos
will never accept a religious state nor it will it ac-
cept pseudo-secularism,”™ he said.

[f one looked at the debxate of the Constitu-
ent Assembly no member wanted India to be a
Hindu nation, he said. Even without adopting
the word secular, the fact that the Constitution
had guaranteed right to religion and placed all |

‘religions at par was proof that India ts and

would always remain a secular nation, he said.
On Avodhya, Mr Advani said: “ Yes, I did
take out the Somnath rath yatra and 1 still be-
lieve that Ayodhya was a right movement. But
what happened on 6 December 1992 was un-
fortunate.” He assured the House that elec-

tions in Gujarat would be free and fair.
On page 4

W PM, deputy will campaign in Gujarat

B Cong adds another caste to list
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“Pakistan’s aid

to N. Korea

hasten N-race in Asia

By Manoj Joshi

1E Times News NETWORK

New Delhi: For the past three decades, New Delhi has
been preaching the world the inequities of the Non-Pro-
liferation Treaty (NPT), but it is unlikely to derive any
pleasure from the revelation that Pakistan is providing
nuclear weapon-making technology to North Korea.

As the country’s nuclear tests shook the foundations
of the NPT in 1998, India cannot afford to take a moral-
istic stand on the subject.

Whatever damage had to be done to India’s interests
had already been accomplished through the first part of
the bargain, when the North Korean- supplied No-Dong
or Ghauri medium-range ballistic missile brought most
of India under the range of Pakistani nuclear weapons.

It is now the turn of countries like Japan and China,
and South Korea, to worry about the consequences of
Pakistan’s irresponsible behaviour. Having helped Pak-
istan to cross the nuclear threshold and equipped it with
M-11 missiles to lob them on India, Beijing is clearly
hoist on its own petard. A sinking regime in Pyongyang
won’t think twice about threatening former friends and
neighbours.

Following the Indian tests, Japan took the high road
of chastising India. But now, if the North Koreans test
their bomb, Japan may feel compelled to cross the
threshold. Tokyo has a nuclear establishment that has

(\\'0\0\\\
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everything in place to do so—lots of plutonium, superb
machining capability as well as space launch rockets
that could double as missiles.

Pakistan Has breached the central taboo of the nu-
clear age: Thou shalt not help other countries to make
nuclear weapons. In the 1950s, the US refused to share
nuclear technology with its allies like France. Russia
broke with China on the issue.

While China cynically aided Pakistan’s nuclear and
missile quest in the 1980s to humble India, Pakistan and
North Korea form a different class of proliferators. Both
are bankrupt “failed states” which feel that their dan-
gerous weapons are their only bargaining chips.

What will be the consequences of the world’s nuclear
regime coming apart? The immediate one will be to en-
hance the danger of a nuclear war. But it could also
kick-start a movement to eliminate nuclear weapons
from the face of the world. The biggest opponent of such
a course is the most powerful country in the world, the
US.

No country or group of countries can even hope to
match, leave alone best, the US in the next 50 years in
conventional or non-nuclear military capability. Yet the
Americans have been the principal opponent of the
movement to rid the world of nuclear weapons. But
even the US may realise that yesterday’s idealistic
yearning could be today’s common sense.

"HE TIMES OF NBL
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‘Chandrika proposes‘panel_

for ethnic re%nciligtion\“‘\“
N wi -\

By V.S. Sambandan W

COLOMBO. NOV. 12. The Sri Lankan Presi-
dent, Chandrika Kumaratunga, today
proposed the setting up of a National
Commission for Ethnic Reconciliation
and Sustainable Peace, with the partici-
pation of the Liberation Tigers of Tamil
Eelam (LTTE) to resolve the decades-long
ethnic conflict.

The President also wanted the country
to move on to a new electoral system,
abolish the executive presidency and pro-
vide for greater devolution of powers,
based on the draft constitution prepared
by her administration.

At a function to mark eight years of her
Presidency, Ms. Kumaratunga said the
objectives of the proposed committee
would be to identify the core issues of the
conflict and recommend negotiated solu-
tions. In addition, the panel would also
make recommendations to ensure the
“safety and security of the Muslim and
Sinhala communities in the north and the
east.”

Ms. Kumaratunga wanted minority
rights to be “further guaranteed” with
“wide devolution of political and admin-
istrative powers to the regions on the ba-
sis of the Constitutional Drafts of 1997
and 2000.”

Outlining her vision for ethnic recon-
ciliation and sustainable peace, Ms. Kum-
aratunga said “the fact that the LTTE does
not appear to insist on the interim council
is a good development.” The setting up of
an interim council, she said, “should only
be considered after settlement of the core

issues have been negotiated and the
LTTE agreed to lay down arms and enter
the democratic political mainstream.”

e anNDU

On the handling of the peace process
by the ruling United National Party
(UNP), she said, “I am glad that the new
UNP Government has taken action to car-
ry forward through a negotiated settle-
ment, the peace process commenced by
me eight years ago.” The measures adopt-
ed last year “to reduce tension between
the antagonists, seem to progress satis-
factorily,” she said.

Ms. Kumaratunga was also happy that
the Government had “taken serious note”
of her insistence “on the necessity to en-
gage in a dialogue with the LTTE on the
core issues.” This, she said, had “resulted
in the setting up of a committee to com-
mence discussions on these matters.”
The President wanted human rights is-
sues to be “‘placed high on the agenda” of
the ongoing talks between the Govern-
ment and the Tigers.

“It must include the problems of child
conscription, extortion, the guarantee of
the rights of the Muslim and Sinhala peo-
ple of the North and East and the guaran-
tee of political plurality,” she said. Yet
another issue that Ms. Kumaratunga
wanted to be taken up was the award of
compensation to victims of human rights
violations, “whoever may have been the
perpetrators of the atrocities.” A Presi-
dential Commission of Inquiry has dealt
with the victims of the 1983 massacres
but we have to now focus our attention on
subsequent incidents of violence. The
1983 anti-Tamil riots, Ms. Kumaratunga

said, was a “clear failure of the Sri Lankan |

state to protect its Tamil citizens.” Term-
ing it “the watershed event in ethnic rela-
tions and a true national tragedy of epic
proportions,” the President said, “it is

failure, which I deeply regret.” f
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w Zoramthanga must persevere nu

he Mizoram government’s talks with the militant Bru

(Reang) National Liberation Front will serve no purpose
unless both sides are prepared to give and take. Little has
yielded even after a seventh round of talks. On its part, the
BNLF has scaled down its original demand of an autonomous
district council for a development council which former chief
minister Lalthanhawla was ready to consider. But chief
minister Zoramthanga is blunt and refuses to consider any
demand of a political nature. Admittedly, the question of
autonomy for Reangs does not arise because they do not form
a homogeneous block, nor is there any proper census of their
number, Besides, any concession would anger the Hmars —
they outstrip the Reangs numerically — who, after six years of
an armed uprising for autonomy, finally settled for a
development council. Some special arrangements will have to
be made to meet Reang aspirations.

Their grievances must be judged in the context of the fact
that about 40,000 evacuees are in Tripura since 1997 after
having fled Mizoram following an ethnic flare up in which 10
were said to have been killed. They cannot continue to languish
in makeshift camps, and it is for Aizawl to create a congenial
climate for their return; after all, they are its inhabitants. The
state government can ill afford to spend its limited resources on
tackling Bru militants along Mizoram-Tripura-Bangladesh
borders. A hardening of attitude may only force militants to
team up with their ilk in Tripura. One expects Zoramthanga,
himself a rebel leader once and now involved in contacting
Naga leaders in Bangkok as Delhi’s peace emissary, to display
some understanding before the Reang problem gets out of
hand. The peace prevailing after 20 years of rebellion must be
preserved.
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THE TWO HOUSES of Parliament have been
adjourned sine die, ahead of schedule, even
while a lot of legislative business remains un-
addressed. Important legislation pertaining to
the Right to Life, the Constitution Amendment
to make the right to education a fundamental
right and a Bill to enable banning pre-natal
diagnosis for sex determination, will now have
to wait until December 2002, when the winter
session is scheduled to be convened. The same
is true of the critical changes to the Representa-
tion of the People Act, 1952 (rendered neces-
sary by an apex court ruling and aimed at
cleansing the election process of criminal ele-
ments), on which the parties had arrived at a
consensus and parliamentary approval ap-
peared to be just a formality. All these and
some other Bills were not taken up by Parlia-
ment because the functioning of both the
Houses was stalled by an angry Opposition, in-
censed by the revelations of wrongdoing in the
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gases.
The BJP spokesperson, V. K. Malhotra, as is
his wont, has put all the blame for this on the
Opposition. While those in the Opposition are
guilty of stalling the House proceedings every
now and then (incidentally the BJP and its al-
lies too were guilty of such tactics when they
were on the other side) in the past few years, a
closer look at the facts in this case clearly leads
to the conclusion that the Governmert side too
is to be blamed. What the Opposition was de-
manding in the context of the scandalous allot-
ment of petrol pumps and LPG dealerships was
that the Petroleum Minister, Ram Naik, quit
{owning moral responsibility for the wrongdo-
ing) and a judicial inquiry be ordered on the
affair. The Opposition parties could not have
insisted upon anything else and they would
have been pronounced guilty of having failed
in their duty if they did not persist with this
demand in the two Houses. Parliament, in-
deed, is a forum for the Opposition to raise its
demand and it is imperative for the Govern-
ment to clarify its stance. The Executive, after
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all, is accountable to Parliament any thereby to
the people and has to be responsive to strong
feelings in Parliament and among the pubiic.
After having come under a cloud, the least that
was expected of the political leadership of the
ruling NDA was to ensure Mr. Naik’s resigna-
tion and the Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, to order a judicial inquiry. By

stonewalling the Opposition’s demand (like it

was done in the wake of similar scams that
came to light during the regime of P. V. Nara-
simha Rao between 1991 and 1996), the ruling
NDA must share a great deal of the blame for

having let much of the monsoon session be lost |

|

|

without any legislative business being carried

out.

Be that as it may, the Opposition parties too
need to do some soul searching. It may be true
that they were left with no option other than to
persist with their demands in the way they did
(at least within Parliament) given the fact that
the Government side seemed determined to
brazen it out. This indeed has been the attitude
of the ruling NDA on every such instance when
ministerial improprieties or charges of corrup-
tion and malfeasance were brought to light. But
then, those leading the Opposition too cannot
be absolved of their guilt because their agenda,
on all these instances, has been restricted to
merely stalling Parliament’s functioning. That
the parties had hardly done their mite outside
Parliament to organise demonstrations and
grass roots activity to rouse public opinion in
favour of their position does expose them to the
charge of acting in a reckless fashion. The harsh
truth is that most of those in the Opposition too
are guilty of similar wrongs (when they were in
power) and hence lack the moral authority to
engage themselves in any efforts to mobilise the
people for the cause of probity in public life.
Given this reality, stalling parliamentary pro-
ceedings — all that it requires is for a few mem-

bers to walk into the well of the House — .i¢”

indeed an easy way out. This is a cause for deep
concern.
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The premature adjournment of Parliament

WA of peaks of a larger failuré€

I

buried in the pro
events: the adjournment
Y of Parliament sine die, three days ahead of
schedule, comes in the week in which the
country celebratesits Iidependence Day.
Parliament is the most visible marker of
the health of our democracy, it is home to
its best practices and its highest ideals. It
has become, today, the most glaring
symptom of its decline. Even the drarhatic
statistics the BJP spokesperson has trot-
ted out on the occasion don’t tell the
whole story -— the loss of 356 hours due to
uproar and adjournmentsin the 13th Lok
Sabha has wasted about Rs 100 crore of
public money. Statistics sanitise. The
sounds of silence that echo under the
domed roof after the monsoon session
died a premature death speak more elo-
quently than cold figures ever could.

The unnatural quiet in Parliament
speaks of an old breakdown. Ostensibly, it
has proved impossible to conduct busi-
ness in the House this session —except in
the most minimal way — because of the
uproar over the petrol pump scam. The
irony is, the scam wasn’t discussed in ei-

ther House, not in any meaningful man- -

ner, not even once. In the name of the

scam, the Opposition staged repeated
walkouts while the party in the dock
quickly went on the offensive. It became
the latest excuse for both sides to reenact
an older script of unbridgeable antago-

'nisms leading to unrelenting adjourn-

ments. The Budget session earlier this
year had witnessed similar scenes over the
Guyjarat riots, the winter session before
that was disrupted over Pota. Each and
every one of those issues is a crucial one.
But parliamentarians on all sides of the
ideological divide have used them only as
another provocation toscuttle dialogue by
bringing Parliament to a grinding hait.

Allsides are culpable here. The Oppo-
sition, which thinks that it isnot possible to
be truly oppositional on any issue without
creating ‘pandemonium’ in Parliament.
The treasury benches that instantly close
ranks and take intransigent positions,
when they don’t begin throwing mud all
around, hoping it will stick to the opposi-
tion aswell -— it inevitably does. Perhapsit
is unfair to expect a newly anointed
speaker to tackle these frozen positions.
Yet, it is impossible not to wonder also
whether Manohar Joshi threw in the towel
too early. The chilling silence in Parlia-
ment calls for ashared introspection.




'Houses adjourned
sine die two nday\s/
before schedule "

NEW DELHI, Aug. 12. — Both Houses of Parliament were today
adjourned sine die, two days ahead of schedule. Parliament has
been paralysed since 5 August as a result of which the country has
incurred a loss of Rs 4.80 crore.

The 13th Lok Sabha has earned the dubious distinction of
having maximum number of adjournments since its formation in
October 1999. Mr VK Malhotra, BJP chief whip in the Lok Sab-
ha, said 356 hours had been wasted in such disruptions. This had
cost the nation Rs 100 crore.

Soon after the Lok Sabha assembled this morning, Speaker
Mr Manohar Joshi expressed his inability to offer a comment
on the Opposition’s demand for the resignation of the petrole-
um minister as a pre-condition to let the House function. “I'm
in no position to comment on this,” the Speaker told some Op-
position members who rushed to the podium protesting against
the decision to adjourn the House sine die.

The government apparently didn’t respond to the tactical retreat
by the Opposition which had sought a statement on the petrol
pump scam from the Prime Minister instead of Mr Ram Naik’s res-
ignation to let Parliament function for the remaining three days.

Once it was clear that Parliament would not be able to func-
tion today, the Speaker came to the House with a prepared
statement which is generally read out on the last working day of
a session. It was with some difficulty that Mr Joshi pacified the
agitating members on the Opposition benches. “Concerned at
the national waste caused by adjournment of the House day af-
ter day, [ was left with only two alternatives. Either, I could have
continued with the ritual of meeting for two days up to 14 Au-
gust and adjourn the House on both these days without trans-
acting any business. Alternatively, I could adjourn the House
sine die today to enable the honourable members to at least go
back and do some constructive work for their constituencies.”

Mr Atal Behari Vajpayee was not present at the House when

the Speaker requested the members to restore calm after he
finished reading his statement and stand up for the national
song, Vande Mataram, played at the conclusion of the session.
It’s customary for the leader of the House and the leader of the
Opposition to be present at the concluding hour.
BJP, Cong trade charges: The BJP went overboard while criticis-
ing the Opposition’s role in Parliament. The Congress blamed the
government, the Prime Minister in particular, for the abrupt end-
ing of the monsoon session of Parliament. P
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-~ Opposition blames PM for stalemate

By Our Special Correspondent {/‘) ’

NEW DELHI, AUG. 9. The petrol pump allot-
ment issue continued to dominate the pro-
ceedings of Parliament which adjourned for
the sixth day today with the ruling Bharati-
ya Janata Party and the Opposition holding
on to their well-known positions.

While the Rajya Sabha was adjourned for
the day without transacting any business,
the Lok Sabha saw the passage of the Rail-
ways supplementary demand for grant
through a voice vote amid vociferous pro-
tests and slogan-shouting by the Opposi-
tion inside the well of the House.

The Opposition led by the Congress
raised slogans in the Lok Sabha against the
Petroleum Minister, Ram Naik, demanding
his resignation and even went on to suggest
the Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
relinquish his post.

—

Mr. Vajpayee was not present, while Mr.
Naik, who was in when the House cleared
the Railways demands for grants, preferred
not to comment. Soon after it assembled,
the Lok Sabha was adjourned till noon,
when the House took up the legislative
business and rose after its passage in less
than 15 minutes.

Both the BJP and the Opposition traded
charges over the deadlock that has resulted
in repeated adjournments of both Houses
without a break since last Friday.

A determined Opposition took the cam-
paign outside, with the CPI(M) insisting on
laying the blame at the door of the Prime
Minister for not making any attempt to find
a solution to the stalemate.

“The Leader of the House, Mr. Vajpayee,
has not taken any initiative to call a meeting

- of the Oi[;(?tion parties to resolve the sit-
N

uation. , even some NDA allies have

el
starféd demanding an inquiry,” the CPI(M) |

lepder, Rup Chand Pal, said at a press con-
fgrence. The Opposition demands include :
rgsignation of Mr. Naik and a high-level \
ptobe into the allotments. ‘
On the other hand, the BJP continued to |
be on the offensive and released further |
lists of people who got allotments during |
the earlier Congress regime. The BJP |
spokesman, V.K. Malhotra, said the Con-
gress had made 18,000 allotments to rela- \‘
tives of its leaders and challenged the party ]
president, Sonia Gandhi, to ‘respond’ to the |
standards set by the Prime Minister by di- \
recting her party members to surrender |
such allotments. Responding to the Oppo- l
sition demand for a probe, he said, the BJP ‘
was willing to concede a Parliamentary ap-
proval for the cancellation effected by Mr. [
Vajpayee provided it included allotments to |
relatives of all political people made earlier. I



ORDINANCE ON POLL REFORMS LIKELY

Parliament deadlocked
over petrol pump scam

By Anita Joshua \4 01

NEW DELHI, AUG. 7. The impasse
in Parliament over the petrol
pump scam continued for the
fourth consecutive day today
with both the Government and
the Opposition sticking to their
guns, resulting in the two
Houses being adjourned within
minutes for the day without
transacting any business.

With neither side showing
any mood of relenting in the
coming days, and there being
no attempt during the day to
break the deadlock, the stale-

die adjournment of the
soon session a couple of days
ahead of schedule if no way is
found out of the current
imbroglio.

As of now, indications are
that the session will continue till
Monday to allow the Vice-presi-
dential elections — scheduled
for the day — to be conducted.
Given the fact that Parliament’s
approval for the Railways’ sup-
plementary demand for grants
is needed, the Government is
likely to push it through if the
Opposition continues to disrupt

And, it could well result in Fme

come.

While several Bills are pend-
ing approval, the Government is
now toying with the idea of
bringing in an ordinance to put
into effect the Electoral Reforms
Bill in view of the coming Jam-
mu and Kashmir Assembly elec-
tions and in anticipation of the
Gujarat elections some time in
the near future. On this count,
the Government is unlikely to
find any opposition as this Bill is
a "product of political consen-
sus’.

Another ordinance is likely to
be issued to bring into effect the

mate is expected to continue.

the proceedings in the days to

Cable Television Networks

Many Opposition leaders
wrote for allotment: BJP

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, AUG. 7. Cornered by the petrol pump
allotment scandal, the Bharatiya Janata Party to-
day launched a counter-attack. While it has not
yet been able to produce the promised list of
Congress beneficiaries of the pétroleum largesse,
it did produce a list of Opposition leaders who
had written letters of “recommendation” for
allotment.

The BJP spokesperson, Vijay Kumar Malhotra,
said the “list” of leaders who had recommended
allotment of petrol pumps and gas agencies in-
cluded Manmohan Singh, Sushil Kumar Shinde,
Motilal Vohra, Oscar Fernandes, Santosh Mohan
Dev, Begum Noor Bano (all Congress), Basudev

Acharya, P. Mohan (both CPI-M), Nagendra Ojha,
Bhan Singh Bhaura, Ajay Chakravarty (all CPI),
Ramdas Athavale (RPI) and Raj Babbar (SP).

However, Mr. Malhotra was neither able to say
whether the letters of recommendations were for
their relatives, nor was he able to say how many
of them had got the allotments.

To another query, Mr. Malhotra said he had no
knowledge whether the senior BJP leaders, Atal
Behari Vajpayee or L.K. Advani as leaders of Op-
position or as MPs had ever recommended allot-
ment of petrol pumps or gas agencies to Congress
Ministers.

“We are still trying to find out how many Con-
gressmen and thefir relatives also got allotments
in the last twofears,” he said.
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F ~ \”(’\ a (Regulation) Amendment Bill

2002, which was passed by the

Lok Sabha in the Budget session °
and was slated for introduction
and passage in the Rajya Sabha |
this session. |

Even as both sides aie con- |
templating their moves in the J
days ahead, the war of words !
continued today with the BJP |
spokesman, V. K. Malhotra, ac-
cusing the Opposition of “stran- |
gling democracy”’. The :
Opposition’s  behaviour was !
“quite objectionable” as a result
of which important legislation '
and government business were
suffering. Besides, no discus-
sion could take place on impor-
tant issues; many of which had
been raised by the Opposition
itself.

To counter the Opposition
demand for an enquiry into the
allotments, a signature cam-
paign of sorts is being carried
out amid BJP MPs and those
from its allies; urging the Prime
Minister to look into and cancel
— if need be — all the allot-
ments made since 1983.

Meanwhile, unfazed by the
BJP’s list listing Congress lead-
ers who had recommended pet-
rol pumps for some of their
acquaintances, the Congress
spokesman, S. Jaipal Reddy,
said: “From day one, we have
been demanding a thorough in-
quiry across the spectrum. In-
stead of ordering an inquiry,
they are indulging in a cam-
paign of insinuations."/m



Petrol puﬁip issue
fuels turmoil in house
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New Delhi: Parliament wes plunged into tur-
moil on Filiday over reports about the allotment
of petrol pumps to BJP functionaries and their
relatives. Proceedings in both houses were
stalled by opposition members who made a stri-
dent demand for the resignation of petroleum
minister Ram Naik. In the Lok Sabha, opposi-
tion members staged a noisy walkout to protest
the government’s unsatisfactory response.

The treasury benches said it was the Con-
gress which had misused discretionary quotas. |
Mr Naik was not present as he was out of Delhi.

The issue was raised by opposition members
as soon as the house assembled. They demand-
ed that question hour be suspended to enable a
discussion on the matter.

Minister of state for petroleum S. Gangwar
said the government would hold an inquiry
into the reported allotment of petrol pumps
and the guilty would be punished. He said the
government had put a stop to the “black mar-
keting” of LPG connections and had stream-
lined the system. He said the petroleum min-
istry had done away with the discretionary
quota and had instead entrusted this task to
special ol selection cells, which were headed
by retired judges. The petroleum ministry, he
said, had no role in the allotment of petrol
pumps.
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Opposmon slqms dlsmvestme t pc}li/ esg

By Our Special Correspondent \\Q
NEW DELHI, AUG. 1. The Opposition today
criticised the Government’s disinvestment
policies in the Lok Sabha on the grounds
that it was “mindless” and was meant for
the benefit of corporate giants seeking to
create monopolies. Seeking a review of
these policies, members also attacked the
Disinvestment Minister, Arun Shourie for
writing a series of articles in which com-
ments were made on functioning of minis-
ters in his own Government.

Taking part in a special discussion on
disinvestment of public sector undertak-
ings, the Opposition membess felt privati-
sation was not the right method to tackle
serious issues relating to fiscal deficit and
shortfall in tax collection.

The CPI-M leader, Somnath Chatterjee
sought to know from Mr. Shourie in what
capacity he had written newspaper articles
on the disinvestment issue, putting himself
in the role of a “‘self-appointed adviser”. He
said Mr. Shourie himself did not head any
PSU while commenting on their
functioning.

Describing the policy as dehumanising,

he said earning oney through sale of PSUs
had become mdye important than workers’
interests for the\Government. Mentioning
the sick industrips in West Bengal which
had been referred to BIFR, Mr. Chatterjee
said all were in the private sector originally
but were taken over because of their sick-
ness and in the interest of workers. He
called for a complete reversal of the policy
of disinvestments, which he described as
“anti-national”.

Earlier, initiating the discussion, Pra-
bodh Panda of the CPI questioned the pur-
pose of disinvestment, classification of
PSUs for this exercise and the methodology
adopted for offloading the Government's
stake in various units. He said disinvest-
ment was benefiting only big corporates.
This was evident from the manner in which
the Tatas sought to withdraw Rs. 1200 crore
soon after the disinvestment of VSNL in
which it acquired 26 per cent stake for over
Rs. 1400 crores.

In a scathing indictment of the disinvest-
ment process, Jyotiraditya Scindia of the
Congress said it had become merely a
means to augment the budget and bridge
the growing deficit. He questioned the util-

-V .Q/\,MJ

lSathIl of the disinvestment proceeds
which were going into the ‘black hole’ of
revenue expenditure. He felt these should
be used to restructure some of the loss-
making businesses to make them viable or
retiring the country’s public debt or invest- |
ing in the social sector.

Mr. Scindia said it was disturbing to read
Mr. Shourie’s statements about PSUs which
speak of their uncompetitive nature. This
was a great marketing statement, he said,
aimed at securing high bids for companies.

The former Prime Minister, H.D. Deve
Gowda said the Government had sold pre- |
cious assets at a throwaway prices. He cited |
the deal involving Hotel Ashoka in Karnata- |
ka in which the property itself was valued at
Rs. eight crore. He demanded an inquiry
into this sale as well as the entire disin-
vestment policy.

Members belonging to the NDA, howev-
er, strongly defended the disinvestment
policy with Kirit Somaya of the BJP insisting
that it would ensure optimum utilisation of
national resources.

He said several States including those
ruled by the Congress are also undertaking
disinvestment.

T

LS adjourned over Fernandes issue

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, AUG. 1. The ongoing boycott of the De-
fence Minister, George Fernandes, took an ugly
turn in the Lok Sabha today and led to three
adjournments within an hour when Samata Party
members countered the Opposition strategy by
casting aspersions on the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Sonia Gandhi. The issue was resolved only
after the charges were withdrawn.

Trouble began towards the end of the question. -

hour when the Opposition sought to drown with
loud protests Mr. Fernandes’ reply to a question.
Though the Speaker, Manohar Joshi, succeeded
in calming the members for a while on the plea
that the Lok Sabha ought to try and end the stale-
mate as was being attempted in the Rajya Sabha,
all hell broke loose when the Samata Party’s
Prabhunath Singh made certain ‘allegations
against Ms. Gandhi. Within seconds, Congress
members were in the well of the House protesting
the remarks. Lending them lung power were
members of the CPI(M) and the RJD with Raghu-
vansh Prasad Singh rushing to the well even as
some NDA MPs surrounded the Speaker’s chair.
As cries of ‘kafan chor’ (coffin thief) and ‘moorti
chor’ (statue thief) rent the air, Mr. Joshi ad-
journed the House for 15 minutes.

Since neither side yielded when the House met

again, it was adjourned for the second time even
as party leaders were meeting in the Speaker’s
chambers. Though Mr. Singh withdrew his alle-

gations as was decided at the meeting when the |

House met again, the Congress members insisted
on an “‘unconditional withdrawal and unqual-
ified apology”.

With Mr. Singh refusing to give in — insisting

on bringing up these charges against Ms. Gandhi
tomorrow with proof — Mr. Joshi pacified the
Congress benches by stating that he would allow
the Samata leader’s notice only if convinced that
it should be raised in the House.

Even as the House settled down to business
with this assurance, members from the NDA
benches insisted on reacting to the Opposition
boycott of Mr. Fernandes. Lal Muni Choubey of
the BJP kicked up a row when, in an apparent
reference to Ms. Gandhi, he said that people of
foreign origin should not be allowed to occupy
high office. This forced the Speaker to adjourn
the House again.

While the post-lunch session saw the House
proceed without any major disruption after the
Speaker announced that Mr. Singh had “uncon-
ditionally withdrawn” all objectionable state-
ments against Ms. Gandhi, the entire Opposition

walked out when Mr. Fernandes rose to move a_.
Bill to amend the Coast Guard Act, 1978. ~ ;
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NEW DELHI, July 30. — Both
Houses of Parliament today
witnessed uproarious scenes over
yesterday’s Cabinet decision to
stick to the division of the Eastern
Railway with members from West
Bengal and Bihar exchanging
words in the Rajya Sabha and the
Trinamool Congress members
walking out of the Lok Sabha
protesting against the decision.

Raising the issue during the
Zero Hour in the Lok ‘Sabha,
Trinamul leader Mr Sudip
Bandopadhyay protested against
the Centre’s decision and said it
was against the interests of
Bengal. He, along with his party
colleagues, left the House in a
huff when there was no response
from the government.

The Left and Trinamul
members tried to stall the
Question Hour and wanted the
issue to be discussed. Disallo-
wing them from disrupting the
question Hour, the Speaker, Mr

Press Trust of lndm

Manohar Joshi, said they could
raise it during the zero hour.
Raising the issue in the Rajya
Sabha, CPI-M member Mrs Sarla
Maheshwari said the decision was
an “assault” on the federal set up.
She was joined by her party
colleagues and Trinamul member
Mr Dinesh Trivedi who said it was
a dangerous move as it would not

THE STATESNAM
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only disintegrate the railways but
also the country. Deputy
Chairman Mrs Najma Heptullah
took serious objection to Mr
Trivedi’s remarks saying the cou-
ntry would not be disintegrated.
Members from Bihar, espe-
cially Mr Rajiv Ranjan Singh of
the Samata Party, Mr Ramdeo
Bhandari of the RID and Mr SS
Ahluwalia of the BJP in the Rajya
Sabha and RIJD leader Mr
Raghuvansh Prasad Singh in the
Lok Sabha vociferously supported
the government’s move and said it
was in the interest of backward
states like Bihar which had always
been neglected by the railway.
Trinamul chief Miss Mamata
Banerjee attacked Mr Nitish
Kumar for fomenting
regionalism by the division. “Mr
Kumar has done vote politics in
Bihar, It is politically motivated
and with vindictive attitude by
which West Bengal's interest was
jeopardised,” she said, but
declined to elaborate on her

comments on Mr Kumar yis-a-vis
the Godhra carnag/Ms
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9 By Our Special Correspondent o
NEW DELHI, JULY 25. The Opposition in the Lo
Sabha today protested against the Depu
Prime Minister, L.K. Advani’s “evasive’ re-
sponse to many of the queries in the House on
Tuesday in his reply to a marathon discussion
on relief and rehabilitation measures in riot-
affected Gujarat.

The Congress chief whip, Priyaranjan Das-
munshi, raised the issue soon after question
hour, saying that Mr. Advani must reply to 14
questions. “He should reply either today, to-
morrow or on Monday. We will not keep quiet.
He has insulted the House. We are not satis-
fied with his reply on Gujarat.”

As Mr. Dasmunshi raised the pitch, he
found support from the Left, the Samajwadi
Party and the Rashtriya Janata Dal benches
who also gave vent to their lungpower and for
the next few minutes the House was drowned
in the uproar.

The House was scheduled to have a dfs-
cussion under Rule 193 on drought and flood
situation in the country as the Chair had an-
nounced that there would be no zero hour
today.

“Mr. Advani is only the Deputy Prime Min-
ister and not the de facto Prime Minister. He
cannot browbeat the Opposition,” Mr. Das-
munshi continued. The Opposition, dissatis-
fied with Mr. Advani’s reply, had staged a
last-minute walkout on Tuesday. The Samaj-
wadi Party leader, Mulayam Singh Yadav,
wanted the Government to disclose the names
of the passengers who died in Godhra when
the S-6 compartment of the Sabarmati Ex-
press was set ablaze. The Deputy Speaker,
P.M. Sayeed, said the debate got over on Tues-
day itself.

“You can take it up again in a different form
if you are not satisfied,” he said, urging the
members to maintain order in the House. Still
looking dissatisfied, Mr. Dasmunshi said: “We

e reply

cannot cooperate w1th him (Mr. Advani) till all
our questions on Gujarat are answered.”

The members of the Samata Party, an NDA
ally, and the RJD, particularly those hailing
from Bihar, were on their feet, trying to shout
down the Opposition members and raising
the issue of floods in Bihar.

The RJD leader, Raghuvansh Prasad Singh,
said Bihar was reeling under the impact of
severe floods and accused the Centre of doing
nothing by way of assistance. The Samata Par-
ty members, Prabhunath Singh and Raghu-
nath Jha, also drew the attention of the Chair
towards the grim situation in the State. In his
response, the Minister of State for Home, 1.D.
Swami, said that three helicopters had been
sent to Bihar for relief operations and two oth-
ers were on the standby. Army boats were also
being pressed into service to rescue people. A
Central team would be sent to make a com-
prehensive assessment as soon as a proposal
was received from the State Government.
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4PC claims first scalp, UTI
Bank chief goes on leave

MDRAFT | Nayak ‘stood to gain %m p%posed merger

ENS ECONOMIC BUREAU 9 &“
Cloud over Ruiaon -

NEW DELHI, JULY 23

THE draft report pre-
pared by the Joint Parlia-
mentary Committee’s (JPC)
secretariat on the stock mar-

ket crash claimed its first-

scalp with UTI Bank chair-
man and managing director
PJ. Nayak going on leave for
four weeks in order to clear
his name. The report is be-
lieved to have said Nayak
“stood to gain” from the
proposed merger of UTI
Bank and Global Trust
Bank (GTB).

Speaking to The Indian
Express, Nayak said: “T've
as}c’d the board of the bank

Atk

PM council
‘NEW DELHI: The shadow of
the huge sums owed by top
industrialists to public sector
banks and financial institu-
tions may finally castits
shadow on the Prime Minis-
-ter's Trade and Advisory
‘Council. Faced by a barrage
of questions from MPs, led
by Amar Singh, Finance Min-
ister Jaswant Singh saidin
the Rajya Sabha thathe
would “examine” the issue of
Essar chief Shashi Ruia con-
tinuing on the council, and
would getback to Parliament
onthe matter.} PAGES

to evaluate events, and I've
gone on leave in order to fa-
cilitate an impartial en-
quiry.”

The JPC today held an
emergency meeting to deal
with the leaks of its draft re-

- port, and chairman Prakash

Mani Tripathi went at great
lengths to state the report
was just a draft prepared for
circulation amongst mem-
bers — the actual report,
which would include mem-
bers comments, is still far
from ready. Sources say the
final report is unlikely to be

. ready before the end of the

year. Tripathi said, till then,
all leaks based on the draft
CONTINUED ON PAGE 2
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‘King of bours
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eﬂgrufes hearts

Thousands thron
Dhirubhai funera

Anil Ambani consoles brother Mukesh at their father Dhirubhai’s funeral in Mumbai on Sunday.

What happens to Reliance now

HT Correspondent
New Delhi, July 7

THERE WAS one meeting at
Dhirubhai Ambani’s fourth-
floor office at Maker Chambers
1V that would take place every
weekday. Unless one or more of
the principals were away, at pre-
cisely 1.30 pm Dhirubhai Am-
bani would be joined by his sons
Mukesh and Anil for lunch.

The menu, invariably, was
low-cholesterol Gujarati fare.
But the agenda could probably
redefine the phrase “power
lunch”.

Dhirubhai would often say
that extraordinary things were
thought through in that room.
The subtext is that Mukesh and
Anil were doing an equal share
of the thinking. Which answers
the question: What happens to
Reliance after Dhirubhai?

In the lunchroom, the talk
would involve the future of a Rs
65,000-crore company, its 35,000
employees and beyond. What
was agreed upon in that room

™ #nd diversified business

AFP

i His rise is a remarkable
" example, which needs to
be studied in depth to

4 highlight his important

| role in India’s quest for
economic growth and
regeneration

He not only built a large

conglomerate, but also
inspired many first-
generation entrepre-
neurs with his success

A B Vajpayee

K R Narayanan

i Today Reliance stands

( REMEMBERING AN OUTSTANDING ENTREPRENEUR

He was an embodiment
of initiative and deter-
mination and will

" remain an inspiration
for others

L K Advani

as an outstanding
example of Indian
entrepreneurship and
as a role model for
corporate achievement

Sonia Gandhi

Over the past 16 years, after
their father’s first stroke,
Mukesh and Anil have taken Re-
liance into overdrive.

An essentially Old Economy
company has diversified, suc-
cessfully, into New Economy ar-
eas like infotech and biotech.

Top-notch consultant Sum-
antra Ghoshal feels one of
Dhirubhai’s great contribu-
tions is that he has given India
two world-class business lead-
ers in Mukesh and Anil: “The
two can run any company. They
are razor sharp.”

Industrialist Kumar Man-
galam Birla says that if Dhirub-
hai was a visionary, his two
sons are “pragmatic imple-

was usually acted upon — and
always affected the lives of mil-
lions of people. Most of what
was dreamed up was realised on
the ground by Ambani’s two
sons.

Take the case of the Jamnagar
refinery. A global consultancy

major had said that it couldn’t be
built. Ambani’s elder son
Mukesh not only felt the oppo-
site, he said he could have it up
and running (from scratch) in
just 30 months. The project was
completed in 26 months, and
Mukesh dedicated it to his father.

menters”. Life after Dhirubhai
will be made even simpler for
Mukesh and Anil by Reliance’s
crack top-management team
(the Navratnas in Reliance
jargon).

For the vision though, they
will have to — at least for now
hark back to the lunches
they had at Maker Chambers.

Shashank Mhasawade
Mumbai, July 7

HE WAS the king of the bourse,
they say; but Dhirubhai Ambani,
architect of the Rs 65,000-crore
Reliance empire, also ruled the
hearts of the people.

This was there for all to see at
his funeral this evening when all
roads in Mumbai led to the
Chandanwadi crematorium at
Marine Lines where thousands
gathered to bid goodbye to the
legendary rags-to-riches tycoon.

Dhirubhai swas cremated in
the electric furnace around 6.30
pm amidst chanting of mantras,
while people outside shouted
Dhirubhai amar rahe.

Sons Mukesh and Anil per-
formed the last rites in the pres-
ence of family members, VVIP
politicians, industrialists and al-
most all of Bollywood. The ritu-
als continued for over two hours.

It was an unprecedented
scene, for no other industrialist,
film star or political leader in
Mumbai ever drew such a large
crowd in life or in death. Men,
women, youngsters and Reliance
investors occupied every inch
around the crematorium — on
railway footbridges, platforms,
rooftops, pavements, along the
whole stretch of the road leading
to the crematorium.

The truck carrying Dhirub-
hai’s body reached Chandanwa-
di at 5.40 pm. Sons Anil and
Mukesh carried the body on
their shoulders with help from
family members and friends.

Plans to take out a procession
from SK Patil Gardens were
dropped at the last minute to en-
sure the security of VVIPs like
Narendra Modi and Sharad Paw-
ar. The police hadn’t anticipated
the size of the turnout and had a
tough time controlling the crowd.

Private security guards were
deployed in large numbers to
help the police. Around 7.30 pm,
Anil and Mukesh came out and
addressed the crowd. Anil spoke
English, but Mukesh stuck to
Hindi. “On behalf of the Ambani
family and the Reliance group, I
thank you for your good wishes
and support,” Anil said. “I per-
sonally apologise to each of you
for not being able to accommo-
date all of you inside. Since the
rituals will take another couple
of hours, I request you to proceed
to your destinations.”

But his appeal went unheeded.

Mukesh’s speech found a
tremendous response. “Dhirub-
hai, the son of a school teacher,
had a dream when he arrived in
Mumbai in 1959. With only Rs

Dhirubhai Ambani

500 in his pocket, he worked hard
to create an empire worth
Rs 65,000 crore. It’s a world
record for a man to create such
wealth in his lifetime. He proved
that this could happen in India.
He always wished that thou-
sands of such Ambanis were
born in India. Dhirubhai amar
rahe,” Mukesh said, and re-
turned to complete the rituals.

“While the flames have re-
duced his body to ashes, no fire
will burn the dream he saw and
turned into reality,” Hansaben
Shah, an admirer of Dhirubhai,
said with tears in her eyes.

Earlier, Dhirubhai’s body
came home at 39 Cuffe Parade
from Breach Candy Hospital
with the departed tycoon’s rela-
tives, friends, Reliance employ-
ees and thousands of fans flank-
ing the narrow road.

There were at least a dozen
portraits of Dhirubhai with his
quotes stuck on the pandal’s
walls. One quote read, “Think
big, think fast and think ahead.
Ideas are no one’s monopoly.”

As the day wore on, the list of
VVIPs got bigger and bigger: LK
Advani, Governor P C Alexan-
der, Chief Minister Vilasrao
Deshmukh, Shiv Sena chief Bal
Thackeray, Samajwadi Party
chief Mulayam Singh Yaday, in-
dustrialists Ratan Tata, Adi Go-
drej and Ajay Piramal, super-
stars Amitabh Bachchan and
Shabana Azmi.

Those who never knew of
Dhirubhai’s clout and following
got to see it today on his death.

Related reports on Page (2
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CONG LEADS DEMAND FOR CENTRAL .RULE

Statesman News Service

NEW DELHI/ GANDHINAGAR, July 22. — The
Lok Sabha and Rajya Sabha were adjourned today
after Opposition members disrupted proceedings
with demands for imposition of President’s rule in
Gujarat. The BIP, however, stuck to its demand for
early polls there. At the same time, the Election
Commission received the official communication
on the dissolution of the Gujarat Assembly, while
the Congress in Gujarat ann-
ounced that it will observe

Opp whips up
Gujarat sto

rm
prd s

would hold rallies in Surat, Ahmedabad and other
cities demanding President’s rule. He added that
the Congress is ready to face elections if the EC
was satisfied the atmosphere was conducive to
hold hold free and fair polls.

In another significant development, the VHE,
showing signs of disenchantment with the BJF, today
said it can go to the extent of even supporting the
Congress in the Gujarat elections if the party
promoted interests of Hindus and toed the Hindutva
line: “VHP is not directly supporting any political
party but working for Hindu
ideology ... any party taking care
of Hindu interests will be our

“Quit Modi” Day in the state
on the anniversary of “Quit In-
dia” on 5 August.

In a rare trial of nerves be-
tween the Opposition MPs and
the Lok Sabha Speaker., Mr
Manohar Joshi refused to yield
to noisy protests and sloganeer-

“ing in tHE Well of the House de-
manding suspension of Ques-
tion Hour. The Opposition
wanted to discuss Gujarat and
asked the Speaker to summon
Mr Modi to the Bar of the Lok
Sabha for abusing Constitution-
al provisions by dissolving the
Assembly ahead of schedule.
Both the demands were tumefl
down by the Speaker who ran

Amnesty charge

NEW DELHI, July 22, — Amnesty
International today said India had
refused permission to its fact-finding
team to visit Gujarat to probe.rights
violations in the state. But the MEA
spokesperson said it was not aware
of any such request, adding that
permission, if required, would come
from the home ministry.

ally, Amnesty would function
through its local units, which would
not require permission. “People travel
to all parts of this couniry,” the spo-
kesperson said. ‘At best, we facilitate

“travel arrangements for foreign missi-

ons.” But Arnnesty expressed “regret
at the de facto refusal.” — SNS

first choice. It can be even the
Congress,” VHP general-secre-
tary Praveen Togadia told rep-
orters in Jaipur, add agencies.
With the Election Comm-
ission having received the offi-
cial communication on dissolu-
tion of the Assembly, the BJ
presented its case for early pélls
while the Congress argued in
favour of delaying them. Mr
Arun Jaitley said the provision
of article 174 of the Constitution
that elections should be held
within six months of the the last
sitting of the Assembly would
alone apply, instead of-any
clause making an exception to

the House for an hour amidst noisy scenes. Mrs So-
nia Gandhi was then seen prompting members to
intensify the protest as the Congress took the lead
in disrupting House proceedings.

Left and Samajwadi MPs soon joined the Opp-
osition chorus. By the time the House was adjourned
till 2 p.m., the entire Opposition was on its feet. When
the Lok Sabha reassembled, Mr Buta Singh and Miss
R Nara were the first to rush to the Well. Mr PM
Sayeed, in the Chair, adjourned the House.

Tn Gandhinagar, the AICC general secretary in
charge of Gujarat, Mr Kamal Nath, said 5 August
will be observed as “Gujarat bachao, BIP bhagao
(Save Gujarat, remove BIP) Day” and the party

wm"maa

this under different provisions such as Article 356.

The BJP is mulling “legal options” if the Gujarat
elections are delayed due a different interpretation of
Article 174. Senior leaders argue that in the absence
of President’s rule a caretaker chief minister, with no *
accountability, could not be allowed to continue in-
definitely, more so if the Election Commission came
to the conclusion that law and order in such a state
was not conducive to holding elections.

The Congress fielded Mr Abhishek Singhvi,
party deputy spokesman. He argued that given the
magnitude of the riots, it should be the priority of
the state to focus on relief and rehabilitation

rather than try to advance elections”. /
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" NCP, BJP, Shiv Sena support

«~ 'Alexande
VYT Dok ot

“l By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, JULY 18. Soon after the former Gover-
nor of Maharashtra, P.C. Alexander, filed his
nomination for the byelections to the Rajya Sab-
ha seat in the State today, the Nationalist Con-
gress Party and the BJP-Shiv Sena combine came
out in support for his candidature even as the
Congress sought to underplay this closing of
ranks between its ally in the Democratic Front
Government in the State and the principal Oppo-
sition alliance there.

The BJP, too, appeared reluctant to make too
much of this development despite the fact that
efforts have been going on for a while now in
Maharashira to destabilise the Congress-led
Democratic Front Government. The NCP, in the
BJP’s opinion, had to support Mr. Alexander as a
face-saving gesture to ensure that it does not lose

. the seat and addresses the problem of infighting.

Stating that the party would support Mr. Alex-
ander in a bid to make amends for the way his

name was considered and then dropped for the

r for Rajya Sabhq

U

office of President, a senior BJP leader in the Gov-
ernment said there was no move to accommo-
date him in the Council of Ministers or the
Planning Commission.

For its part, the Congress refused to be drawn
into speculating on the impact of this develop-
ment on the already fragile coalition Government
in Maharashtra. According to the spokesman,
Anand Sharma, the Congress had anyway no
claim to the seat as it had fallen vacant following
the death of the sitting member of the NCP, Mu-
kesh Patel.

“As per the understanding at the Maharashtra
level, this seat has been left to the NCP,” Mr.
Sharma said, refusing to comment on the repeat-
ed queries on whether the Congress — given its
opposition to Mr. Alexander’s candidature for
President — would issue a whip to its party MLAs
in the State to vote against the former Governor.
On whether the Congress would support the for-
mer Rajva Sabha MP, Suresh Keswani’s candida-
ture for the seat, he denied having any
information suggesting such a move.
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“NoO consensus
over Ralsma

Manoy in New Delhi

May 20. -— For the second consecutive day today the Prime Minis-
ter sent a clear message to the Opposition — this time through the
CPI general secretary ~— that NDA does not favour a comnsensus on

another term for Mr KR Narayanan.

During his meeting with Mr Vajpayee on the J&K situation and
candidates for the President’s post, Mr AB Bardhan said he fav-
oured a second term for Mr Narayanan and urged Mr Vajpayee to
evolve a consensus on that. On Kashmir, he ::,id the Prime Minister
to avoid a war and pursue diplomatic and economic measures to

pressure Pakistan.

Sources said Mr VYajpayee told Mr Bardhan about the lack of con-
sensus within the NDA on Mr Narayanan'’s candidature. Mr Vajpay-
e¢ reportedly clarified that “he had nothing personal against Mr
Narayanan” but ducked Mr Bardhan’s plea to force a consensus on
his candidature. The Prime Minister reportedly remained silent
when Mr Bardhan objected to Mr PC Alexander’s candidature and

urged him not to “bureaucratise the Rashtrapathi Bhavan”.

Many interpret this as an indirect message to the President himself
who is scheduled to return to Delhi on Wednesday from Ooty, and is
faced with making a crucial decision — whether or not to enter what
looks like an unpredictably close contest with high stakes.for him. The
clear “no” from the ruling front has left the Opposition, especially the
Congress, in 4 fix as they are not absolutely sure about Mr Narayana-

n's decision. Also, they lack a back-up strategy, sources said.

Saurvees close to the President says he has not yet made up his
nund on the matter as “he has not been directly approached by any
political party”. But “winnability” and attitude of NDA allies like

the DMK, BSP and TDP could be crucial to his decision.

The BIP today virtually rejected another term for Mr Narayanan
~vitg there was no such convention. The party indicated that Mr
Afevander is their preferred choice. BJP spokesman Mr VK Malho-
traruted out a consensus on Mr Narayanan. “Consensus does not

imean it should be for a candidate. proposed by the Left,” he said.

Cong disputes reports : The Congress today sought to dispute re-
ports that it had suggested a second term for Mr KR Narayanan
during a meeting between Mrs Sonia Gandhi and Mr Atal Behari
Vajpavee yesterday, PTI adds from Delhi. An “informal reference”

was made to the Prcmdenhal elections in the talks, it said. /'
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‘Sonia proposes,

CL Manoj in New Delhi

ey

May 19. — The race for the presi-
dential election took an important
turn today with the Congress presi-
dent, Mrs Sonia Gandhi, officially
telling the Prime Minister that her
party would prefer a second term
for Mr KR Narayanan, and Mr Vaj-
payee responding by saying there
was “no consensus” within the NDA
in this regard.

The issue figured in a2 more than
one hour meeting the Prime Minister,
home minister and external affairs
minister had this morning with Mrs
Gandhi and her colieague Dr Man-
mohan Singh at 7 Race Course Road.

Interestingly, both Mr Jaswant
Singh and the Congress spokesman,
Mr Anand Sharma, refused to divulge
any information on the discussions re-
garding presidential elections when

they talked separatcly to reporters af-
ter the meeting. While Mr Singh re-
fused to touch upon the subject, Mr
Sharma said Mr Vajpayee had ex-
pressed his desire to discuss the issue,
but since “Kashmir has become the
priority, there could be another meet-
ing Jater between the Prime Minister
and the Congress president”.
However, sources confirmed that
when Mr Vajpayee referred to the
presidential elections, Mrs Gandhi
said the Congress would prefer a
second term for Mr Narayanan, The
Prime Minister told Mrs Gandhi
that there were no “consensus on
another term for Mr Narayanan”.
With today’s development, chan-
ces for a contest has brightened with
Congress sources saying Mrs Gan-
dhi’s proposal came after getting
“enough feedback” on Mr Naraya-
nan’s willingness for another term.

THE STATESMAS

PM disposes

o 9. pirde wlf
The BIP has already indicated its

preference for Mr PC Alexander.
According to sources, Mr Vaj-
payee is scheduled to meet other
Opposition leaders in the coming
days. But there is a certain amount
of tension in the Opposition camp
following reports that Mr Mulayam
Singh Yadav and Mr Vajpayee had
informally discussed the name of Dr
APJ Abdul Kalam as a probable
candidate. Even though there are
no comments so far from both the
sides, given Mr Yadav’s antipathy
towards the Congress and the fact
that a Muslim President would suit
his ‘vote-bank politics”, many Op-
position leaders are worried over
whether the SP leader would be ef-
fectively used by the government to
break the Opposition ‘unity in view
of the “unpredlctable electoral col-

legium”. -
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it was time for decisive action. The government will consult the
three Service chicfs while weighing its options, he said. For the first
time in the recent past, he also came out strongly against the USA.

The home minister said he had spoken in a stmilar vein to the US
ambassador at their meeting vesterday, but that did prevent him
from being attacked by the Opposition for what was perceived as
‘inaction’. Opposition leaders also referred to the frustration and
disappointment of the people.

- Both Houses of Parliament today adjourned sine die this evening
after a three month-long Budget Session.

In Chennai today, Tamil Nadu chief minister Miss J Jayalalitha
demanded that the Centre sever diplomatic ties with Pakistan and
launch a “fuliscale™ war against that country: “If the government
takes such a timely and bold decision, the entire nation will be
solidly behind it.” This follows yesterday’s call for “strong action”
from DMK president Mr M Karunanidhi.

Pak response: A report from Karachi says Pakistan today
reviewed security preparedness and put its forces on the highest
alert in anticipation of an attack by India across the LoC.

Pakistan information minister Mr Nisser Memon told reporters in
Lahore late last night that with tension increasing “anything could
happen any time”. The daily The News also quoted Memon as saying
Ms Rocea during her visit did not mention Pakistan’s involvement in
cross-border terrorism in her talks with officials. Mr Memon also
rejected Mr George Fernandes’ charge over the Jammu incident.

In Istamabad, Pakistan today sought “a more active role” from the
European Union to defusc the tension, with President Musharraf
saying it will continue to uphold its “principled” stand on Kashmir
and highlight the issue at all fora. Pakistan defence ministry officials
bricfed ambassadors of the I[5-member European Union about
Pakistan’s security perceptions with reference to India’s deployment.

In Washington, the USA urged India and Pakistan to exercise -
restraint, and addul that an cncl to infiltration into J&K could be one
of the steps to lower tension between the two countries.



/ S NOT DOING ENOUGH' m PM WILL ADDRESS NATION

«Govt ‘weighs
hltback plans

NEW DELHI, May 17. — Armed with a unanj-
mous resolution of Parliament, the government to-
night was putting into place the contours of a gra-
ded response — both diplomatic and military — to
the latest provocation from Pakistan-backed mili-
tants in Jammu and Kashmir.

No details of the response, however, were spelt
out in Parliament today, and home minister Mr LK
Advani asserted though India
was capable of acting on its own,
it still wanted to offer the inter-

Armitag

inform the nation how the country would deal with
Pakistan. Rhetoric alone will not suffice, members
said. The government reserved its right to act but re-
fused to yield to the demand of spelling out its plan.
“Any action India has in mind cannot be declared on
the floor of the House,” Mr Advani said.

He assured members that if needed the Prime
Minister will consult the Opposition again before
any action on the ground. It was also possible that
Mr Vajpayee may address the nation on TV about
what was being done, Mr Advani added.

The mood in the Lok Sabha
eto

national community scope to
mount pressure on Pakistan.

The message sent out through
Mr Advani’s participation in the
debates in both Houses of
Parliament, and the resolution
adopted therein, was clear: The
USA had not done enough to
rein in Gen. Musharraf and oth-,
ers who perpetrate a proxy war.

Significantly, the Prime Min-
ister did not speak in Parlia-
ment today, but it was stated
that he would address the na-
tion on television shortly. No
specific date was mentioned.

In Parliament today, both
Houses resolved to “fight acts of
terrorism” and reiterated categ-
orically the nation’s “determina-
tion to end this menace”. Mr
Advani expressed anger at Paki-
stan, adding in the same vein that

reflected dismay at the USA’s
follow Rocca

“doublespeak and dual policy”
WASHINGTON, May 17. — The
US State Department is planning
to send deputy Secretary of State
Mr Richard Armitage to India and
Pakistan within two weeks, an offici-
al told The Washington Post today But

his itinerary has not been finalised.

The trip, he said, has been under
consideration even before Tuesday’s
Jammu terror strike.

Analysts said the visit, close on the

heels of that of Ms Christina Rocca,

would show the USA was sincere in
its fight against global terror.

In Colombo today, Mrs Chandri-
ka Kumaratunga “emphatically de-
nied” having miade any statement
supporting third-party mediation “to
resolve the J&K dispute”. — PTI

in the war against terror. Lead-
ers from all political parties
condemned Washington for ig-
noring the reality that Pakistan
still harboured terrorists. The
strongest condemnation came
from MoS for external affairs
Mr Omar Abdullah, who said:
“If that is the nature of your
support to us take it back ... we
don’t want your (US) support”.

Mrs Sonia Gandhi said: “The
perpetrators of terrorism are re-
garded by.some as their allies in
the war against terror. We see
through double standards.”

In the Rajya Sabha, Mr Ad-
vani said “it is no time for
words and angry emotional
outbursts ... it is the time to
take a decision weighing all
possible options available be-
fore the government. Today’s

India was “greatly disappointed” with the USA.
“India would fight its war against terror on its
own,” Mr Advani warned. India, the Lok Sabha was
told, would go step-by-step, and will consider all op-
tions, including the military one if need be, to coun-
ter the terror groups. The demand that India take
tough action and if need be cross the border in hot
pursuit and even go in for a “limited war” with Paki-
stan found chorus in the Lok Sabha. There was pres-
sure on the government to declare its action plan and

discussion and the resolve of the members in both
Houses would be a great help in taking a tough de-
cision”. “The government owes a responsibility to
respond to the jawans whose family members were
killed by militants while they stood on guard at the
borders. It is aiso our duty to tell them through our

actions that we care for them.”
Mr Advani also came out.in support of Army
Chief Gen. S Padmanabhan, who yesterday had said
Turn to page 6
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LOK SABHA TO DISCUSS ISSUE TOMORROW

. We must counter terror.

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MAY 15. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
told the Lok Sabha today that
the nation would have to
“counter” the gruesome mas-
sacre of innocent civilians and
family members of defence per-
sonnel in Jammu. His remarks
came in response to queries
from agitated members and
were the subject of some
misunderstanding.

The issue of the terrorist at-
tack was raised by members as
soon as the House assembled,
with the Opposition benches
demanding the adjournment of
official business to take up the
matter. Mr. Vajpayee, who was
present in the House, respon-
ded immediately.

Since he spoke in Hindi, his
remark that what had happened
was extremely gruesome and
“Hume pratikar karna hoga”
{we will have to counter it), was
misunderstood by some people,

who felt that he was talking of
retaliation. It was later clarified
that Mr. Vajpayee spoke of the
need to counter the gruesome
incident. Mr. Vajpayee said he
was ready to call an all-party
meeting to discuss the issue.
Later, it was decided that the
House itself would discuss the
matter on the last day of the
session.

Requesting the members not
to insist on postponing the offi-
cial business of the House, Mr.
Vajpayee said it was not a party
issue and the entire political es-
tablishment of the country was
united in condemning the ter-
rorist attack.

He referred to the fact that
both the Defence Minister as
well as the Home Minister
would be back in Delhi tomor-
row and the issue could then be
taken up in a substantial
manner.

The plan to call an all-party
meeting was ngen up in favour
of a discussion in the Lok Sabha

on the last day of the session
after the Speaker, Manohar
Joshi, called a meeting of some
party leaders in his chamber. It
was suggested, and immediate-
ly accepted, that instead a de-
bate under Rule 193 be held in
the Lok Sabha itself on Friday,
May 17, immediately after ques-
tion hour.

Private members’ business,
normally taken up every Friday
afternoon, would be suspended
to allow more time for the dis-
cussion, it was agreed. A unani-
mous resolution is expected to
be adopted in the Lok Sabha, al-
though the exact words of the
resolution are yet to be worked
out.

It could be a resolution
moved by the chair or identical
resolutions moved by the ruling
and Opposition parties.

The Speaker’s meeting was
attended by the Parliamentary
Affairs Minister, Pramod Maha-
jan, the Congress deputy leader,
Shivraj Patil, the CPI (M) parlia-

Q\attacks, says Vajpayee .

mentary party leader, Sompath
Chatterji, and the Samajwadi
Party president, Mulayam Singh
Yadav.

Sonia’s call
By Luv Puri

KALUCHAK (JAMMU), MAY 15. The
Congress  president, Sonia

=

Gandhi, today asked the Central |

Government to take effective
and concrete steps to contain
terrorism and punish those re-
sponsible for the Kaluchak sui-
cide attack.

Ms. Gandhi, who arrived here
this afternoon, told newsper-
sons that the time had come for

the Centre to show that it was -

serious in containing terrorism.
“The Congress has always
backed the Centre in matters of
national security. We have sup-
ported all its policies whether it
was after the attack on the
World Trade Center or even the
December 13 attack on Parlia-
ment”’.

The Centre had to act swiftly
and punish those who were re-
sponsible for the inhuman at-

tack. “The country was proud of

the jawans who were staking |

their lives day and night to fin-
ish off terrorism.”

Ms. Gandhi arrived here with
the State Congress president,
Ghulam Nabi Azad, and other
senior leaders. She visited the
Army family quarters where the
attack took place.

Toll increases to 31

The toll in the Kaluchak sui-
cide attack has gone up to 31,
with an 18-month- old girl child
dying in the military hospital to-
day. Hospital sources told The

Hindu that the daughter of Sub- |
edar Major Manjit Singh,.— who |
himself died on Tuesday in the |

attack — died this morning.

KHE HINDU



“Cong, Left 1tq,h or

1\1\75‘ Times News Network \ A7
DELHI: The Congress made it clear on
Monday that it was in the reckoning for the presi-
dential election, claiming that the ruling NDA did
not have a majority in the presidential electoral col-
lege.

“It is not a matter of the NDA’s choice,” said
Congress spokesman Jaipal Reddy. He said
President K.R. Narayanan had been one of
‘the exceptional presidents of the republic 8
and that the party would decide on support- i
ing him only after knowing his decision. B
“You can count on the Congress to hold con-
sultations with the President before we take
a stand on the presidential candidate,” Mr
Reddy said.

The Congress has left it to the President to
decide whether he wants to seek a second §
term. By all indications, the Congress prefer

to field Mr Narayanan and is merely waiting for hlS

consent. “In the case of the Speaker, it was the rul-
ing coalition’s choice. But the NDA does not have a
majority in the presidential electoral college. And
there is no question of any trade-off when it comes
to the election of the President and the Vice-
President,” Mr Reddy told mediapersons.

N arayanan

anwhile, the Teft parties have openly pitched
for Mir Narayanan for a second term, claiming that
despile his indifferent health he is not averse to such
a proposal.

“President Narayanan is a proven success, he has
brought lustre to the office,” senior CPM leader
Somnath Chatterjee said on Monday. He made it
clear that his party had decided to back Mr
B Narayanan’s candidature and claimed that
other constituents of the People’s Front had
no objection to a second term for him.

“My party has expressed its choice. His
record in office speaks for itself, he is not an
unknown, untested person,” the CPM
leader said, insisting that it was possible to
build a consensus on Mr Narayanan. Mr
Chatterjee said Mr Narayanan had over-
come his recent illness and that he was ready
to carry the rigours of office for another
term.

Although Mr Narayanan belonged to the
Congress, the Left had strongly backed him as the
presidential candidate for his first term. An informal
dialogue has apparently begun between the Left
representatives and the Congress leadership on this
issue.



/ Pa[!igment turns 5 .’

A forum for informed debate and principled dissent’ /\U\\\

S the Indian Parliament turned 50,
Athere was the commemorative stamp,

the launch of a new inland letter and the
release of a book, actually two. Was there also a
moment of reflection and sober stocktaking of
an institution that enshrines the practice and
possibilities of dialogue and accountability? Did
our MPs take a breather from their hectic en-
gagements for the day to ask themselves why the

edifice looks so shrunken, so beseiged, half a-

century after its'foundations were laid with im-
mense faith and hope? Did anyone wonder why
India’s Parliament has become the arena for en-

- acting bitter showdowns and staging occasional
bodycounts to determine majorities? In be-
tween these, it only appears to go through the
formal metions of dialogue and debate.

If that sounds pessimistic, take a look at this
Budget session so far: it has seen, in no particular
order, the budget process accomplished without
serious discussion, a draconion law steamrolled
by the government through a joint session of both
Houses, and a much-awaited debate on a crucial
issue hijacked by blame-games. Poto was pro-
mulgated twice as an ordinance — a clear mark
of disrespect to Parliament — before it became a
law in a manner that established a precedent
which wilt hopefully be ignored. The joint session
‘he government convened to force the legislation

sugh Parliament represented the complete

breakdown of dialogue between government and
Opposition; Pota entered the statute book only
because the NDA government had the numbers.
The debate on Gujarat was similarly dwarfed by
the bald arithmetic of the House. There was no
attempt at reaching across political and ideologi-
cal divides to explore and forge a common
ground on an issue that fundamentally affects us
all. Gujarag’s tragedy was trivialised as MPs re-

g provocation for political swordsplay.
The marathon 16-hour debate generated much
high voltage drama but it cheated the nation of
the catharsis a genuine soul-searching could have
generated. Why did Gujarat erupt in the kind of
violence it did? What kirid of steps must we insti-
tutionalise to ensure it doesn’t revisit us again?
Parliament had no answers.

Is the decline of Parliament part of a larger
degeneration? Does it reflect the inevitable
waning of commitment after the first euphoric
flush of democracy? Or is it a specific and
malevolent subversion of the institution that
encourages discussion and enforces account-
ability? On its 50th birthday, we must ac-
knowledge these questions and search for
their answers. That — not Monday’s token
celebrations, commemorative stamp, new in-
land letter, two books et al — would be the

best gift we could possibly give to the Parlia-
ment of India an ite §Nth hirthdav

|
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/ IT HAS STOOD US IN GOOD STEAD’

will not be changed:

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MAY 13. The Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
today said that the basic struc-
ture of the Constitution would
not be changed.

Speaking at a function to
commemorate the golden jubi-

lee celebrations of Parliament, -

Mr. Vajpayee said, “The coun-
try’s institutions have seen
many changes but the basic
structure of the Constitution re-
mained the same, and it should
not change.”

Mr. Vajpayee said there were
ample provisions within the
Constitution for amendments
but there was no need to
change its basic structure and
shape. “It has stood us in good
stead.” He admitted that certain
infirmities had seeped into the
system, but said the parliamen-

o ; KPiSHA g H
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tary form of democracy provid-
ed an equal opportunity for all
sections of society.

“Despite our problems what
binds us together is the fact that
the parliamentary system does
not discriminate on the basis of
caste or religion. Every vote has
the same value; it also provides
an equal opportunity to all sec-
tions of society.” He admitted
that sometimes the wheels of
parliamentary democracy func-
tioned slowly but that was not
reason enough to abandon it
“Those who have abandoned
democracy have suffered.”

The function was primarily
an affair got together by the
Communications Ministry in
the new Parliament Library pre-
cincts. The Parliamentary Af-
fairs Minister, Pramod
Mahajan, who also holds the

Communications portfoljo,
used the occasion to get’ the
Prime Minister, the Vice- :
dent, Krishan Kant, and"

Congress  president, - “Sonia
Gandhi, to release a stamp, a
first day cover and an inland let-
ter card to mark the event.

Ms. Gandhi urged the gather-
ing to reflect on the challenges
faced by the system from the
forces of communalism and fa-
naticism. “This is a challenge
that must be met becyse it
strikes at the very roots wLf our
democracy. The Patlian:....
must ensure a sense of seclriiy
to all citizens and instil in them
a feeling that the country be-
longs to all its citizens.”

The former Lok Sabha Speak-
er, Shivraj Patil, who had moot-
ed the idea of the new building,
came in for praise from all those

GOLDEN JUBILEE : PAR

Release

COMMEMORATIVE P

FIRST DAY COVER & IN

The Prime Mmlster, Atal Behari Vajpayee, releasing the commemorative first day cover to
mark the golden jubilee of Parliament in New Delhi on Monday. Also seen (from left) are the
Congress president, Sonia Gandhi, the Lok Sabha Speaker, Manohar Joshi, the Vice-President,
Krishan Kant, the Parliamentary Affairs Minister, Pramiod Mahajan, and the External Affairs
Minister, Jaswant Singh. — Photo: Shanker Chakravarty

asic structure of Constltutmn

PM "
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who spoke, as also GM.C. Ba- !
layogi, who died recently in an |
air crash. The Speaker, Mano-

har Joshi, suggested that the

new auditorium be named after |
Balayogi, which was readily ac- !
-cepted. Mr. Krishan Kant, the
Lok Sabha Deputy Speaker,

P.M. Sayeed, the External Affairs
Minister, Jaswant Singh, and
the Congress Rajya Sabha mem-

ber, Manmohan Singh, were

among those who spoke.

Earlier, Mr. Joshi said it was
an occasion for introspection.
The country could be legiti-
mately proud of the socio-eco-
nomic progress and political
stability achieved through suc-
cessive Parliaments.

“Our democratic institutions-
have stood the test of time. Our
Parliament today stands tall and
proud to remind us of the pri-
macy of our people in the politi-
cal order that we chose in the
wake of freedom. At the same
time, it is imperative that we
further safeguard and strength-
en our democracy and demo-
cratic institutions. We all need
to remind ourselves, time and
again, that democracy is a sys-
tem based on dialogue and
debate.”

Mr. Joshi said that as elected
representatives, all members
needed to recognise the fact
that the country’s diversity was
its source of strength. “There
should not be any room for any
divisive agenda in our political
landscape. Democracy is about
the art of coexistence. We
should realise that no purpose
is realised through violence and
hatred.”

In the Rajya Sabha, its Chair-
man, Mr. Kant, said that the
close involvement of the House
in numerous legislative mea-
sures was a testimony to the fact
that though a second chamber,
“it is not a secondary chamlvx
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THE ELECTION OF the Shiv Sena’s Manohar
Joshi as Speaker of the Lok Sabha and his cere-
rhonial induction into office on May 10 had all
the conventional trappings of parliamentary de-
mocracy, most importantly the absence of a
contest. Sticking out of the formal ‘unanimity’,
however, was a pervasive sense of disquiet and
worry over the serious implications of the na-
tion’s highest popularly elected legislative body
being stewarded by one whose political and ide-
ological upbringing is totally alien to such liber-
‘al concepts such as democracy, composite
culture and secularism. If reservations on this
count remained largely unarticulated within the
House, and for obvious reasons, what did find
an expression was the lurking “fear” of Mr. Joshi
being remote-controlled by the Shiv Sena su-
premo, Bal Thackeray, whose authoritarian
ways are legendary. For his part, Mr. Joshi has of
gourse been prompt in allaying such fears. Not

‘to be missed, however, is the clear suggestion.

«that Mr. Joshi was giving the assurance on the
“remote control’ issue only on the strength of
Mr. Thackeray’s own direction to him — that he
be impartial and non-partisan in discharging his
duties as the Speaker.

In this day and age, even the fundamental
duty of ensuring the smooth functioning of the
House has become quite an exasperating task
for the Presiding Officer, thanks to a whole
range of factors affecting the nation’s political
and socio-economic profile. Given the changed
context, which inevitably got reflected in Parlia-
ment with all its malignancies and infirmitiés, it
will be unrealistic to hark back to the halcyon
days of the early post-Independence decades
when both the institution and the system had,
by and large, worked as envisaged by the found-
ing fathers of the Constitution. But the fact re-
mains that there can be no excuse for the way
Parliament has been functioning in recent
years, what with unruly behaviour, not just by
some back benchers but even by some party

MONDAY, MAY 13, 2002

@A’THE CHALLENGE BEFORE MR. JOSHI

leaders, becoming the order of the day. The rem-
edy for this corrosion lies in bringing about sys-
temic reforms in different areas, such as the
poll-related statute and processes. Considering
the sort of negative impact these institutional
deficiencies and flaws have on the functioning of
Parliament, the responsibility of the Presiding
Officer is indeed quite onerous, which only gets
heightened by the growing tendency of the Gov-
ernment to use its numerical superiority for frus-
trating even legitimate attempts by the
Opposition to bring before the House important
public issues just because they are politically too
embarrassing to the ruling establishment; wit-
ness the wrangle over the ‘Gujarat’ issue that
stalled the proceedings for a full week.

Mr. Joshi’s non-partisanship, even-handed-
ness and impartiality will be on test particularly
in such situations, given the circumstances un-
der which the Vajpayee Government has picked
him for the Speakership and the ideological af-
finity that exists between his own party (the Shiv
Sena) and the BJP. Posing a virtual challenge to
his management skills is the task of enforcing
discipline among errant members — whose tribe
seems to be, unfortunately, increasing — and
maintaining the dignity and decorum of the
House. Some months ago, Mr. Joshi’s predeces-
sor, G.M.C. Balayogi, took a significant initiative
towards evolving, by consensus, a ‘code of con-
duct’ that prescribed a graded punishment for
‘offending’ members; in effect, it constituted a
‘parliamentary penal code’, so to say. But, in
spite of the all-party support it is supposed to
enjoy, the ‘code’ has made little difference to the
‘ground situation’ in Parliament for the simple
reason that Balayogi himself remained wary of
enforcing it. It should be the endeavour of Mr.
Joshi to enlist the cooperation of all sections of
the House, especially of the party/group leaders,
in combating the menace of unruly behaviour,
by persuasion and judicious application of the
code.
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“We are Hindustanis, therefore, Hindu is the eNef of our party”,
proclaims the official website of the Shiv Sena, the Indian far right
party that has just bagged the prestigious post of speaker of the
Lok Sabha. So what does Manohar Joshi’s dramatic promotion from
industry minister to presiding officer mean? Mr Joshi is known to be
even-tempered and affable, qualities that many would consider vital
for controlling a House. with a penchant for breaking into
pandemonium at the slightest pretext, and quite often without a
pretext. On the other hand, he has a reputation that precedes him, most
famously as a chief minister who was remote-controlled by Sena chief
Balasaheb Thackeray, Now Mr Thackeray, as we all know, wears his
saffron ideology on his sleeve. Not for him the pangs of remorse almost
ritually exhibited by an Atalji. Not for him the carefully measured
words of an Advaniji. And certainly not for him the excruciating
legalese so expertly expounded by a Jaitleyji.Balasaheb says it like i is,
even if that means running afoul of the law on occasion. Of course,
Mr Joshi has clarified that he is adequately conscious of the burden he
would be carrying to his chair. The presiding officer of a parliamentary
House is not unlike a judge in that he arbitrates between two often
warring sides. But his duties extend beyond merely enforcing order. He
judges the validity of different censure and adjournment motions, and
plays a key role in deciding defections and recognising sphts which in
turn influence the course of government formation.

However, it is long since the quality of neutrality was used as the
qualifying factor for the post of speaker. Quite the opposite, in fact,
with the presiding officer increasingly seen as a tool to control
parliamentary outcomes. A case in point is the recent discussion on
Gujarat under Rule 184 in the Lok Sabha, which was upheld by deputy
speaker P M Sayeed, much to the chagrin of the BJP. Senior party
leaders went as far as to hint that Mr Sayeed was moved by partisan
considerations, implying thereby that a nominee from the treasury
ranks would have obliged with a more favourable ruling. In states like
Uttar Pradesh, where parties feel free to poach on each other’s cadres,
speakership has come to be regarded as the single most important post.
Not surprising, considering that most speakers have shown themselves
to be completely loyal to the party that nominated them. In the case of
Mr Joshi, we have still to see whether he will feel bound by the
diktats of Mr Thackeray, a man used to seeing his every word obeyed.
That a member of the Shiv Sena, once regarded as an extremist
political party, will henceforth preside over parliamentary proceedings
and arbitrate between mainstream parties, is itself a reflection of the
times we live in. And yet, the blame for this must go, not so much to the
BJP, as to the Congress, which simply did not put up any resistance, and -
the Telugu Desam Party, which turned down the post in a fit of childish
pique. Had the TDP voted against the government over the latter’s
handling of Gujarat, it might have arguably gone out with its head
held high. But in retaliating in this fashion it has hurt its own
interests — never mind those of the country’s. / /,



wDecks cleared for Manohar JOShI

k\/ By Javed M. Ansari )AQ

NEW DELHI, MAY 9. Manohar
Joshi, who resigned as Minister
for Heavy Industry and Public
Enterprises, is all set to become
the next Speaker of the Lok
Sabha tomorrow, with the Op-
position deciding to leave the
post uncontested. Ten addi-
tional sets of nomination pa-
pers, signed mainly by the NDA
constituents, were filed today
in his favour.

In addition to the two sets of
nomination papers filed yester-
day, another set of 10 nomi-
nations were filed on Mr.
Joshi’s behalf. Of the two sets,
the Prime Minister, A.B. Vaj-
payee, had proposed the first
set which was seconded by the

\Home Minister, LK. Advani,
while the second set was pro-
posed by the NDA convener,
George Fernandes, and second-
ed by Yerran Naidu of the TDP.

However, in a departure
from normal practice, the
mainline Opposition parties —
the Congress, the Left and the
SP — did not propose or sec-
ond any of his nomination pa-
pers. At the time of the election
of the former Speaker, Balayo-
gi, in 1999, several of his nomi-
nation papers had been
proposed and seconded by the
Opposition parties. In fact, one
had been proposed by the
Leader of the House, Mr. Vaj-
payee, and seconded by the
Leader of the Opposition, Sonia
Gandhi.

Though the Opposition par-
ties have chosen not to put up
a candidate against Mr. Joshi,
they have also chosen to dis-
tance themselves from his elec-
tion. The Congress said it had
chosen to stay away because it
had “no effective say in Mr.

Joshi’s election”. Speaking to
newspersons, the Congress
spokesperson, Jaipal Reddy,

said Mr. Joshi was a nominee of
the ruling coalition and the
Congress had “no voice in their
choice”.

The Left parties, on the other
hand, were far more critical
and said the development
would send disturbing signals
and adversely affect the image
of Parliament.

Besides the NDA constitu-

EHE HINDL

o

ents, the CP the JD-S and the
BBM (Bhdripa Bahujan Maha-
sangh) are'the three Opposition
parties which proposed and
seconded the nomination of
Mr. Joshi.

The NDA allies which sup-
ported the nominations includ-
ed Mamata Banerjee and Akbor
Ali Khandoker (both Trinamool
Congress), Omar Abdullah and
Ali Mohammed Naik (both
NC), Murasoli Maran and S.S.
Palanimanickam (both DMK),
Sharad Yadav and Ramijivan
Singh (both JD-U), Braja Kish-
ore Tripathy and Trilochan Ka-
nungo (both BJD), C. Krishnan
(MDMK), N.T. Shanmugham
(PMK) and Anant Geete and
Prakash Paranjpe (both Shiv
Sena).
: 7/
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By Neena Vyas

NEW DELHI, MAY 8. Manohar
Joshi, Shiv Sena MP who is
Union Minister for Heavy In-
dustries, is set to become the
next Lok Sabha Speaker for
which election is scheduled on
May 10, when the motion is ex-
pected to be carried through a
voice vote in the absence of a
second candidate.

Two sets of nomination pa-
pers were filed this evening —
one by the Prime Minister, Atal
Behari Vajpayee, seconded by
the Home Minister, L.K. Advani,
and the other by the Defence
Minister, George Fernandes,
seconded by the Telugu Desam
Party leader, K. Yerran Naidu —
soon after Mr. Joshi returned
here from a quick trip to Mum-
bai to seek the blessings of the
Sena chief, Bal Thackeray.

It seems that for the Sena the
position of Speaker means fur-
ther legitimacy, the chance to
“preside over” the largest de-
mocracy in the world. The Sena
chief was disenfranchised by
the Election Commission for
highly inflammatory communal

statements apd coming as this
decision dp€s in the midst of the

MOVE TO APPEASE SHIV SENA? - WM”"}

Manohar Joshi to be Speaker'

Gujarat horror, it has indeed
raised many an eyebrow.

The Opposition parties, in-
cluding the Congress, the CPI
(M), the Samajwadi Party and
several others have let it be
known that they were not inter-
ested in contesting the election
as the Speaker’s post belonged
by convention to the ruling par-
ty. They would neither propose
nor second the name for it was
“entirely the business of the
NDA.”

Yesterday, the Parliamentary

Affairs Minister, Pramod Maha-
jan had conveyed to the Con-
gress the possible names for the
Speaker’s position, and later the
shortlist of two was also men-
tioned. The Congress conveyed
to Mr. Mahajan that it was not
contesting the post and it was
for the NDA to decide who
should preside over the Lok
Sabha. Opposition leaders, Mu-
layam Singh Yadav and Som-
nath Chatterjee, were also kept
informed, Mr. Mahajan told
reporters.

The first five-name shortlist
was further shortened to two —
the Petroleum Minister, Ram
Naik, and Mr. Joshi — after an
informal meeting between Mr.
Vajpayee, Mr. Advani, the Exter-
nal Affairs Minister, Jaswant
Singh and Mr, Mahajan, yester-
day morning.

The other three were struck
off; Jagmohan, the Urban De-
velopment Minister, was con-
sidered too inflexible, V.K.
Malhotra did not have the req-
uisite stature to command all
round respect, and Shanta Ku-
mar had recently got embroiled
in an internal BJP controversy
which led him later to offer un-
conditional apologies to the BJP

president and to the Vishwa
Hindu Parishad.

And after another meeting
last night at South Bloc — Mr.
Vajpayee, Mr. Advani, Mr. Ma-
hajan and Defence Minister,
George Fernandes attended —
Mr. Joshi’s name emerged on
top. By 10.30 p.m. Mr. Mahajan
had conveyed the decision to
Mr. Thackeray and in the morn-
ing the Andhra Pradesh Chief
Minister, Chandrababu Naidu,
whose nominee, G.M.C. Balayo-
gi, had occupied the position till
his death in March, was also
told.

Although BJP leaders did not
say this in so many words, it
seems that Mr. Naik's name was
dropped as the Prime Minister
did not want the Petroleum
Ministry which he heads to be
up for grabs — Mamata Ban
jee of the Trinamul C ess
Party is waiting to be accommao-
dated. Moreover, the Speaker's
post could also appease the Se-
na which has been demanding
an additional Cabinet portfolio.
It is assumed that in the next
Cabinet re-shuffle
would retain the
tries portfolio or /€ given some-
thing “‘substagmfial” in its place.
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’I'/aﬁlrks:wpn for §_i/peaker nominee

(Qﬂ'J\’l;y Our Special Corregpondent

NEW DELHI, MAY 7. The government today began
the process of consulting the Opposition on the
election of Speaker of the Lok Sabha although
even internally the Bharatiya Janata Party does
not seem to have zeroed in on a nominee for the
post.

The Parliamentary Affairs Minister, Pramod
Mahajan, met the Leader of the Opposition, So-
nia Gandhi, to discuss the issue. Apparently, a
shortlist of five names was discussed, but for the
moment, it seems that the Congress has not ex-
pressed its opinion on the names. .

Over the last two days, Mr.Mahajan has also
met the Congress Deputy Leader in the Lok Sab-

. ha, Shivraj Patil, as well as other opposition lead-

ers. The non-Congress Opposition parties. met
separately to chalk out its own strategy on Guj-
arat where the Speaker election issue also came

' up. However, the stand taken was that so far the

government had failed to come up with a con-
crete proposal in the form of its chosen nominee
for the post.

Although on the record the Congress spokes-

person, Abhishek Singhvi, said that “all options
are open” informally, the Opposition parties
agree that the Speaker should be elected unani-
mously, and that the choice was that of the ruling
coalition as the Deputy Speaker’s post had al-
ready gone to the opposition.

Within the National Democratic Alliance in-
formal consultations have begun and a formal
meeting could take place tomorrow. What was
stated unambiguously was that a few names were
being considered, but there was nothing final
even about the shortlist comprising Cabinet Min-
isters, Jagmohan, Shanta Kumar, Ram Naik (all
BJP), and Manohar Joshi (Shiv Sena) and
V.K.Malhotra, the BJP chief whip and spokesper-
son for its parliamentary party. It was also said by
some party leaders that Mr. Joshi’s name was
included to please the Sena chief, Bal Thackeray,
who has publicly said his party was not adequate-
ly represented in the Cabinet. Clearly, the BJP
does wish to see its own partyman in the job of
Speaker.

By tomorrow the situation will be clearer --
nominations for the post can take place till noon
of May 9 and elections are on May 10.

HE HINDU



~Diplomatic.high ground lost:

/W'"HWalk-out in Lok

NEW DELHI, May 7. - The
Opposition today expressed con-
cern in the Rajya Sabha that the
Gujarat violence had tarnished
the nation’s image abroad and
nullified the diplomatic high
ground it had gained after the 11
September and 13 December in-
cidents.

Reacting to foreign missions’
reports on Gujarat and their al-
leged leaks to the print media,
Mr Jaswant Singh said: “I as
minister and officials of the ex-
ternal affairs ministry are ready
to take up the matter with any-
one at any point of time either
publicly or through the accepted
diplomatic norms. The diplo-
matic dialogue should not be

)

"3"

NEW DELHI, May 7. — The Opposition today raised the issue of
the continuing violence in Gujarat in the Lok Sabha and later stag-
ed a walk-out protesting against the Centre’s fesponse to it. It wan-
ted to know if the reports from Ahmedabad, suggesting that the
state was closing many relief camps, were true, and if @, what the
Centre was doing about it after acceptuig responsibility under Arti-

cle 355. Mt LK Advani, who was present in the House, said the gov-
ernment would discharge its responsibility as prowded under Arti-
cle 355, but refused to elaborate on the Centre’s directions to Gu-

jarat. — SNS

conducted through the media
and that was the accepted inter-
national norm.”

He rejected the EU’s stand on
Gujarat and asserted that India
would not accept prescriptions
from outside on internal matters
and ruled out presence of out-

side observers in the forthcom-
ing Assembly elections in Jam-
mu and Kashmir. “India won’t
accept prescriptions to do this or
that. We didn’t accept them in
1998 when we conducted nucle-
ar tests. India won’t accept being
spoken to from assumed posi-

THE STATESMA}

tions of s rity or greater
morality,” sai§ Mr Singh while

replying to a debate on the min-
istry’s working

On British foreign secretary !

Mr Jack Straw’s reported re-
marks on positioning of outside
observers for Jammu and Kash-

mir Assembly elections, Mr"

Singh said the import of Mr
Straw’s comments was not that
he suggested presence of such
observers, but made it clear that
India, in any case, rejected such
a notion totally. “The issue is en-
tirely in the EC’s domain.”

Dismissing the Opposition
charge that India was slipping in
its policy towards Afghanistan,
Mr Singh said the government
was aware of all the develop-
ments in that country.

|
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‘Walkout in LS over Govt. ‘inaction’

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MAY 7. The Opposi-
tion today served notice of its
intention to pursue the issue of
continuing violence in Gujarat.
In the Lok Sabha, the entire Op-
position walked out to protest
the Government'’s “inaction”

the State.

The issue was raised during
zero hour by Somnath Chatter-
jee of the CPI (M) and support-
ed by the rest of the Opposition.

Taking advantage of the Union
Home Minister, LK. Advani’s
presence in the House, Mr.
Chatterjee drew the Govern-
ment’s attention to the latest
round of violence that has re-
sulted in the killing of those re-
turning to their homes from
relief camps.

He cited media reports to
counter the Government’s
claim that people were return-
ing to their homes.

Mr. Chatterjee demanded

that Mr Advani infbrm the
House what specific \instruc-
tions were sent to the Gujarat
Government in the exercise of
Article 355 of the Constitution
and what was the brief of the
new Security. Adviser, to the
Chief Minister, Narendra ModJ
K. P. S. Gilt.

In his reply, Mr. Advani hmlt-
ed himself to saying that the
Government was conscious of
its duty under Article 355 and
prepared to discharge it. The

10 killed, stabbing spree
in Ahmedabad

By Manas Dasgupta

AHMEDABAD, MAY 7. At least 10 persons were killed
and scores injured in stabbing, police firing and
stoning in Ahmedabad today while most other
parts of the State remained incident-free. Kalu-
pur, Vejalpur, Juhapura and Sarkhej areas in the
city were placed under curfew today. Dani Limda,
Behrampura and Shahpur have been under cur-
few since Sunday evening.

The city witnessed 15 incidents of stabbing to-
day. While two persons were stoned to death, two
killed in police firing and one succumbed to in-
juries sustained in a bomb blast. In most of the
cases, the bodies of those stabbed to death were
set afire.

A youth was stabbed right inside the V. S. Hos-
pital, run by the Congress-controlled Ahmedabad
Municipal Corporation, in the presence of police.
The youth was stabbed when he alighted from an
ambulance carrying a patient stabbed in Juhap-
ura locality when some Sangh Parivar volunteers
were demonstrating against the alleged “partisan
attitude” of the hospital authorities against
Hindu patients.

While three persons each were killed in Kalu-
pur and Vejalpur localities, two were killed in Ju-
hapura and one each in Jamalpur and Dani
Limda areas. Perhaps for the first time the night
remained by and large peaceful and most of the
violent incidents took place in broad day-light.

The day began with a stabbing incident in Ma-
joorgam under Kalupur police station and soon
the violence spread to the outskirts of the city. A
college instructor was stabbed to death and then
his body set afire in Sarkhej locality.

The incident had its repercussions in the
neighbouring Juhapura and Vejalpur localities

where violent mobs came out on the streets and
indulged in stone throwing and attacked passers-
by. At least three trucks in Sarkhej and Juhapura
localities were set ablaze after their drivers fled.

A camel cart owner was stabbed to death in
Vejalpur where two others were killed when po-
lice opened fire to disperse the violent mobs. The
Juhapura and Vejalpur incidents spread tension
in the city with one person was stoned to death
near Revdi Bazar in Kalupur. At least seven per-
sons, including three policemen, were injured in
a bomb blast near the Kalupur police station. One
of the injured later died in the hospital. The char-
red body of a middle-aged person, believed to
have been stabbed to death and later set afire,
was recovered from Jamalpur.

Police admitted that bombs were being ex-
ploded like firecrackers and there was no count of
the number of bombs exploded in the city.

The State ruling BJP president, Rajendrasinh
Rana, expressed concern over the deteriorating
law and order situation and admitted that the
image of Gujarat and that of the BJP had taken a
beating. Stressing the need for immediate steps
to stop the violence, Mr. Rana said strict action
must be taken against all those involved in vio-
lent activities. “They are criminals and criminals
have no religion, caste or creed or any political
affiliations. All of them must be dealt with firm-
ly,” Mr. Rana told media persons.

However, Mr. Rana said the BJP was going
ahead with the preparations for the Assembly
elections the timings for which would be decided
by the Chief Minister, Narendra Modi, if accepted
by the Election Commission. He said he would
convene a meeting of the State party executive
towards the end of this month for election prep-
arations.

CHE HINDU

Centre would do everything
possible to help in the relief and |
rehabilitation efforts. |

His reply did not satisfy the ;
Opposition which walked out of |
the House. i

Earlier in the day, the leaders ;
of the non-Congress Opposition
parties, their ranks bolstered b
the inclusion of the Lok J#h- ‘)
shakti Party, met at Mr. Chatter- |
jee’s residence to work out their ‘
strategy on the issue.

They included Mulayam !
Singh Yadav (SP), Sharad Pawar |
(NCP), Raghuvansh Prasad |
(RJD), the former Prime Minis- |
. ter, H. D. Deve Gowda (JD-S), |
‘ Jai Narayan Prasad ‘Nishad’
(Lok Janshakti), Ajoy Chakra- |
borty (CPI), Abani Roy (RSP) .
and Debabrata Biswas (AIFB).

The leaders decided to keep
the focus on the violence in Guj-
arat and demand for Central in-
tervention under Article 355.
They also decided to continue
“boycotting”’ the Defence Min-
ister, George Fernandes, in
Parliament.

Briefing correspondents, Mr.
Chatterjee said after the meet-
ing that the non-Congress Op-
position leaders would
coordinate their action on Guj-
arat. In pursuance of the objec-
tive, he had also called on the
Congress  president, Sonia
Gandhi, who had agreed to sup-
port the move.

Contending that the Govern-
ment was obliged to act since it
had adopted the Opposition-
sponsored motion in the Rajya
Sabha under an Article applied
in emergency situations, he said
“the Government has been di-
rected by the Rajya Sabha to
take steps.”

Referring to the current de- |
velopments in Gujarat, he said
that irrespective of all the ac-
tion, the State Government was
pursuing its own agenda and
mounting pressure for winding
up the relief camps.

“Where will the people in re-
lief camps go,” Mr. Chatterjee !
asked adding that in some in- |
stances, Muslims who tried to !

go back to their villages were
being intimidated. /



‘Gujarat erupts in
Lok Sabha ag%i '

HT Correspondent 2«.\./\
New Delhi, May .6

AFTER FIVE days of relative
calm, the Gujarat issue rocked the
Lok Sabha once again today with
the Opposition lashing out at the
“casual and cavalier” manner in
which the Centre was handling
the unabated violence in the State.

The Opposition attacked the
Government for going back on
its word after having accepted
Friday’s Rajya Sabha resolution
on the use of Article 355 to quell
internal disturbance. Prime
Minister Atal Bihari Vajpayee
was targeted for his statement
in Gwalior yesterday that there
was need to invoke Article 355,
which casts a duty on the Cen-
tre to protect States from exter-
nal aggression or internal dis-
turbances.

Raising the issue during Zero
Hour, Samajwadi Party’s Ramji-

1al Sulyian sought a clarification
“contradictory” state-
ade by Vajpayee in
Gwalior yesterday and External
Affairs Minister Jaswant Singh
in the Rajya Sabha on Friday.

Suman said Singh had as-
sured the Upper House that di-
rectives under Article 355 had
been issued and would continue
to be sent to Gujarat, while Vaj-
payee had reportedly said the
Modi Government was func-
tioning well and there was no
need for any directive under the
provision.

He also quoted news reports,
which claimed that K P S Gill,
the new security advisor to
Modi, was told by police officers
that they had been directed to
“go soft on VHP and Bajrang Dal
activists during the violence”.
Suman said normalcy cannot
prevail in the State if Modi con-
tinued as Chief Minister.
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Naidu dumps post,

continues support -\ |

- /Desam
¢ Speaker

§

(v

slap to BJP

FROM G.S. RADHAKRISHNA

Hyderabad, May 4: Chan-
drababu Naidu tonight took the
first direct action against the
B.JP-led government by refusing
to stake claim to the Speaker’s
chair, a post in exchange for
which he had originally support-
¢d Prime Minister Atal Bihari
Vajpayee.

Naidu said the Telugu Desam

. Party’s politburo decided to re-
* ject the offer because of the gov-
; ernment’s rigid stand in persist-

o

i ing with Narendra Modi as Gu-

jarat chief minister. However, he

; added that the party would sup-

port the government “whenever

it does something good”.
Though Naidu had been

clamouring for Modi’s ouster, he

. had so far limited his actions to
. ultimatums which eventually

gave way to ambiguous state-

' ments or innocuous walkouts. In

the .ok Sabha, his party had
emerged as a trenchant critic of
the government on Gujarat, but

. had chosen to walk out and not

vote with the Opposition on a
censure motion.

Against such a backdrop,
tonight’s refusal is being seen as

- aslap in the face of the govern-
© ment. Naidu's pledge to continue
¢ support may calm the govern-
- ment's nerves but he has now
. demonstrated his ability to be-

come a constant headache for
the coalition.

The Congrfss was quick to
/;ﬂf as q

rub the salt into the wound, say-
ing the Desam’s decision made
the government’s claim of run-
ning a “secular government”
under a common minimum pro-
gramme ring hollow.

Naidu based his decision on
his favourite theme of politics of
principles.

“We have taken a principled
stand. ... The NDA's dealing of
the Gujarat issue was one of the
reasons for the TDP to keep away
from any amount of participa-
tion with the regime,” Naidu
said.

The Speaker’s election, ne-
cessitated by the death of
Naidu’s party colleague G.M.C.
Balayogi, will be held on May 10.
Vajpayee had written to the Lok |
Sabha secretary-general to set
the motion in process.

The tense relations between
the Desam and the BJP had
soured further after BJP
spokesman V.K. Malhotra said
the Speaker’s post was meant for
only those who *“supported” the
ruling party during the Gujarat
debate.

Naidu said reports coming
out of Delhi have been adverse to
the Desam. “One agency went to
the extent of even declaring a
split in the Telugu Desam parlia-
mentary party,” he said.

Though Vajpayee indicated
tonight that he preferred a con-
sensus choice, Malhotra said thi
Speaker’s post should now
to the ruling party,

|
|
|
|
|
4‘
|
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 Avenal farce

@ S debate a tactical gain for BIP 4 Jﬁ

he government changing tack during the 2 May Rajya Sapha

debate on Gujarat — by supporting the censure motion in
“letter and spirit"— fooled few and impressed no one. Since
the Opposition was going to win anyway, a show of support
from ruling MPs doubled as an example of political maturity
and genuine grief for Modi’s victims, Except that two days
earlier, the BJP and some NDA allies made very different
noises in the Lok Sabha. The Prime Minister was busy
defending his “honour”, George Fernandes seemed to suggest
that past violence in Gujarat justified the present version and
there’s no point wasting adjectives on Uma Bharati, The BJP’s
move in the Rajya Sabha is therefore the worst kind of political
action — stupid and cynical.

That said, the Opposition emerged even worse. The
Congress and the rest allowed the BJP considerable wriggle
room by personalising the issue. Not one Opposition speaker
had done his homework to present a damning account of the
Gujarat’s failures and the Centre’s abdication of its responsibi-
lity to act. In fact, this should have been the focus of the Oppo-
sition’s attack. They should have carefully read the Deputy
Speaker’s ruling, which mentioned Article 355, the power of
the Union government to issue directions, which can be i ignor-
ed on pain of the follow-up of President’s Rule. Incredibly, the
16-hour debate failed on all counts to fix responsibility, Instead
what was on offer was cheap political stunts. NDA allies, given
the choice of backing the Opposition motion or ensuring the
government has the numbers, chose the latter, never mind the
calls to conscience by Mamata Banerjee and Chandrababu
Naidu. Soon, rewards will be forthcoming — a cabinet post for
Mamata, the Speaker’s job to a TDP MP. Even Omar Abdullah,
who sought to resign on principle, allowed the Prime Minister
not to accept his resignation, and is back at work. At least he
made a point. The BJP tested its allies and found them where
it wanted them. This will have consequences for the future.
The lesson is if the BJP has a problem like Gujarat, its best bet
is an Opposition party like the Congress. ya
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‘Oppn refuses to shake

(3

hands with govt in RS

Criticises its turnar?md on Gujarat motion

Times News Network
NEW DELHI: Although the Vajpayeejgov-
ernment took pains to get the opposition’s
censure motion on Gujarat defeated iq the
Lok Sabha, it changed tack in the Rhj
Sabha on Thursday, saying that it was rdady
to pass the motion unanimously. The gov-
ernment is in a minority in the Rajya Sabha
and if the motion is put to vote, it is certain
to be defeated.

However, the opposition wanted to know
why the government had blocked proceed-
ings in the lower house for seven days. “If
this was the position it had
taken all along, what
prompted the government
to hold up proceedings for
seven days?” asked Nilotpal
Basu of the CPM, immedi-
ately after leader of the
house Jaswant Singh made
the suggestion.

Rejecting the govern-
ment’s sudden appeal for
unanimity, the opposition
sought a CBI inquiry into
the various incidents of violence, including
Godhra, and also a commission of inquiry by
a sitting judge of the supreme court as rec-
ommended by the National Human Rights
Commission.

Arjun Singh of the Congress moved the
motion, pointing out that the constitution
had become irrelevant as those who had
taken oaths to protect the constitution had
failed to do so. Going into the ideological
background of communal hatred, Mr Singh
quoted RSS ideologue M.S. Golwalkar’s ref-
erence to the Jewish holocaust.

Mr Jaswant Singh asked Mr Arjun Singh

Jaswant Singh

CROSS WORDS

why he did not refer to Italy or Mussolini,
since he had referred to events in Germany.
Although the chair called the Prime
Minister to respond, Mr Singh said the PM
would intervene later.

Mr Jaswant Singh said, “The government.
shares the sentiments in totality. There is no
difference with the phraseology of the
motion. We are all naked in the bathroom, so
there is no point in the slinging of charges.
We accept the motion with the reference to
article 355 of the constitution (that entails
the Centre’s intervention). The home minis-
ter has already taken action
and will take more action.
Let us pass this motion with
unanimity.”

However, Mr Basu ques-
tioned the PM’s commit-
ment to rajdharma for
# reversing the government’s
position on the Gujarat car-
nage from his speech in
Ahmedabad to that in Goa.

Nana Deshmukh, former
Jan Sangh leader and nomi-
nated RS member, wanted Mr Vajpayee and
Sonia Gandhi to visit Gujarat together.

Ahmed Patel of Congress from Gujarat
said that Mr Modi had not visited any relief
camp other than while accompanying Mr
Vajpayee. “Take away our vote but let us at
least live, that is what an elderly Muslim
told me,” Mr Patel said. He pointed out that
the defence minister had said nobody was
raped in Gujarat, whereas he had a list of
rape victims. He pleaded with the Prime

Minister not to speak in many languages,
“have one heart grd one language for the

-}
Arjun Singh

country.”
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Beyond Parliament

NDIA AND Indian institutions of

governance are going adrift. The

Gujarat Government stands ac-

cused of complicity in a terrible
communal carnage. The BJP-led
Union Government conspires in this
complicity. The Gujarat Govern-
ment’s affidavit to the Supreme
Court speaks of 13,000 people arrest-
ed and 3,500 charged with offences.
This is only the tip of the iceberg. The
human stories are painfully genoci-
dal as the horror continues. The Cen-
tre has violated its constitutional
duty to quell the riots and take over
the governance of Gujarat. Narendra
Modi should have resigned. The
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
should have sacked him. But he has

not done so. Gujarat remains fright-
eningly and embarrassingly
unstable.

Parliament had to be paralysed to
secure a debate under Rule 184 to
censure the Government. Earlier, the
rule was that if it lost a major debate
in Parliament, the Government
would resign. But, this is no longer
the case. Margaret Thatcher was de-
feated over 10 times on major mat-
ters but refused to step down. P. V.
Narasimha Rao’s Government was
defeated over patents and TADA.
But, a censure motion is not just a
defeat on a policy or statute. It is a
much more serious matter. In the
past two years, Rule 184 motions
against the Vajpayee Government
have not succeeded. The first such
motion of August 21-22, 2000, de-
manding a Commission of Inquiry
on the Amarnath killings was not
even permitted the dignity of a prop-
er count but determined by a voice
vote. The next motion of December
13-14, 2000, on the crucially secular
issue of the Babri Masjid and drop-
ping the then criminally indicted
Ministers such as L. K. Advani, Mura-
li Manohar Joshi and Uma Bharti was
defeated by Government majorities
of 291 to 179. In March 2001, the Bal-
co motion was defeated by 263 votes
to 154. Even the motion on the UTI
scandal in which millions of people
lost crores of rupees was defeated.

By Rajeev Dhavan

India’s parliamentary politics has been mortgaged
to brute voting strength.

JEN.
This Government has made itself im-

pregnable to any kind of attack in the
Lok Sabha. The Government’s defeat
in the Rajya Sabha over the Ayodhya
matter in December 2001 proved to
be meaningless. Despite the censure,
the Government defied embarrass-
ment. Now, the motion over Gujarat
has been defeated in the Lok Sabha
by 276 to 182 votes with 8
abstentions.

India’s parliamentary politics has
been mortgaged to brute voting
strength. So far, the

tion. And, in making governance ac-
countable to it. This failure has been
demonstrated again and again. Only
staying in power counts. There
seems to have been no coherent Op-
position plan. The standard of de-
bate was low and disorganised. Real
issues were ignored. Dramatic stanc-
es were taken amidst turmoil. The
debate strayed into whether the Con-
gress created separatism in support-
ing the Khilafat movement in
1920-22. Somnath Chatterjee rightly
quoted Mr. Vaj-

allies have stood by LAW AND SOCIETY Dpayee's speech of

the BJP-led NDA

Government. If the BJP loses, they
lose. The posturing over the Gujarat
debate is without shame. The Telugu
Desam’s stance of walking out and
abstaining if Mr. Modi’s head is not
offered on a resignation platter is
symbolic, evasive, ineffective and
cowardly. The AIADMK leader, Jaya-
lalithaa, seeks to make a virtue of ne-
cessity by taking the stance that she
cannot ask for some other Chief Min-
ister’s resignation — other than her
opponents in Tamil Nadu — if and
when it pleases her. If communal
carnage is not a reason for bringing
down a Chief Minster — leave alone
a Government — what is? George
Fernandes stands by Mr. Vajpayee to
negate the very principles of democ-
racy and secularism once associated
with his name. Omar Abdullah has
no choice but to stand up for secular-
ism on the basis of which rests In-
dia’s claim to Kashmir. But, in terms
of votes, Kashmir counts for too little
to upset Mr. Vajpayee’s arithmetic.
Ram Vilas Paswan may have resigned
belatedly, but the allies seem to have
forgotten their oath to the Constitu-
tion. Given these facts, manipulating
a victory in the Lok Sabha and ignor-
ing a defeat in the Rajya Sabha is
within the Government’s grasp.
What all this adds up to is the fact
that Parliament has persistently
failed as the conscience of the na-

1970 allegedly de-
claring that Muslims were not to be
trusted. The debate reached its low-
est point on whether Sonia Gandhi
was chewing gum in the House; and,
whether she should be punished for
doing so, even though the central
question of whether the Government
should send in the troops under Arti-
cle 355 was raised by her. There have
been many communal riots before —
no less in Gujarat in the late 1960s.
But, the Gujarat carnage of 2002 sur-
passes all others. What hurts Indian
governance is not that a communal
flare-up has occurred. That is bad
enough. The continuous killings and
systematic plans of extermination
encouraged not just by provocative
pamphlets but allegedly Govern-
ment-sponsored murder and may-
hem suggests that a BJP-led
Government can no longer control
the pernicious communalism that
the Sangh Parivar has unleashed to
foment support to stay in power.
There is both anguish and anger in
the foreign response to what is hap-
pening. On May 1, the New York-
based Human Rights Watch wrote a
76-page report stating that the “at-
tacks were planned in advance with
extensive participation by police and
State Government officials”. The Eu-
ropean Union on March 24, 2002, re-
fused to accept that an incident of
such proportions could be an inter-

RHE HINDUO
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nal issue; and on May 1j E.U. diplo-
mats issued statements that they
were in little doubt that/State Minis-
ters were involved in oné of the worst
religious riots. The Ministry of Exter-
nal Affairs had little to say other than
that it was an internal matter and
that the E.U. diplomats had crossed

the norms of diplomatic courtesy! On
April 27, 2002, the E.U. President is-

sued a demarche asking for a meet-
ing. Indonesia’s President, Megawati
Sukarnoputri, had already expressed
her country’s displeasure. In En-
gland, Lord Adam Patel (originally
from Bharuch in Gujarat) demanded
that the British Foreign Secretary ask
for a United Nations fact-finding
team. India can plead its sovereignty
against any or all of these efforts —
including against the claim for com-
pensation contemplated in proceed-
ings before a British court. But the
problem remains. India once held
pride of place as the greatest experi-
ment in secular multi-cultural living
that the world has ever known. It is
now besmirched as a communal so-
ciety incapable of fair, just and ob-
jective governance. The Prime
Minister refuses to act either politi-
cally to remove Mr. Modi or to con-
stitutionally restore peace to Gujarat.

Parliament is the ultimate repos-
itory of constitutional power apart
from the people. If Parliament fails
us, where do we go next? On April
25-26, France was aghast at the pros-
pect of a racist even reaching the sec-
ond ballot for the Presidency. The
power of the people was expressed
through a unified demonstrative
voice. Gujarat has got out of hand.
Nothing can vouchsafe for India’s fu-
ture or its standing in the world if no
action is taken. India, including Guj-
arat through Gandhi and others, has
taught the world democratic protest.
Mr. Vajpayee must feel the power of
the people in whose name he rules.
He must either resign or be made to
use his full constitutional power to
impose President’s Rule and run that
State through an all-party commit-
tee. Gujarat is Indian democracy’s
toughest test. So far, we have failed.



~“Now, over to RS _
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NE%DELHI, MAY1. The Vajpayee Government would face another
acid test on the Gujarat issue tomorrow when the Opposition-
sponsored motion on it comes up for discussion in the Rajya Sab-
ha, where the ruling National Democratic Alliance is in a m\i

If it was a foregone conclusion that the Government wold de-
feat the Opposition motion in the Lok Sabha, it is equally tertain
that it would have to face a setback in the Rajya Sabha.

The joint Opposition motion to be debated under Rule 170,
which entails voting, is expected to put the spotlight on the cracks
in the ruling combine that surfaced in the Lok Sabha where the
issue was discussed on Tuesday. While the Government defeated
the censure motion in the the Lok Sabha, the Opposition has the
requisite strength to turn the tables in the Rajya Sabha.

But even if the Opposition motion is carried in the Rajya Sabha,
it does not amount to a censure of the Government but would cast
a shadow on the NDA Government that has already come under
severe strain with one constituent, Lok Janshakti pulling out and
another, National Conference abstaining from voting in the Lok
Sabha.

By Our Special Correspondent

Another aspect is that the motion in the Rajya Sabha is worded |

differently, expressing anguish over continuing violence in Gujarat
and urging the Government to intervene effectively to protect the
lives and properties of people, provide effective relief and rehabil-
itation for the victims.

After the marathon and often acrimonious debate in the Lok
Sabha, the Government would have to face the Opposition in the
Rajya Sabha debate, which is expected to be opened by senior
Congress leader, Arjun Singh.

The Opposition MPs in the House had put up a coordinated
show during the ongoing budget session and had ensured that the
controversial Prevention of Terrorism Bill was defeated, forcing the
Government to call a joint session of Parliament to enact it last
month.

Unlike POTO, which was supported both by the Telugu Desam
Party and the AIADMK, the stand of these parties on the Gujarat
issue has been spelt clear.

The AIADMK did not participate in the vote, in the Lok Sabha,
and the TDP has staged a walkout in protest after its demand for
change of leadership in Gujarat was not accepted.

The Opposition was of the view that even in POTA, where the
ruling coalition had walked the extra mile to whip up support in
favour of the Bill, the margin of defeat was a comfortable 15 votes.
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Numbers salve
NDA’s bruised

face 0

99 A

n Gujarat

MW Vajpayee defends himself in his reply
M George makes that job more difficult

AJAY SUR!

NEW DELHI, MAY 1 nﬁ J\l\
HE Government won
the censure motion on
Gujarat by 87 votes
but after the 16-hour

debate that ended in the Lok

Sabha early this morning, it

came oyt with several red and

bruised ches‘

The plight ofrefugees, overl
lakh agd ¢limbing, theidaily vio-
lence and curfew foy d hardly
any mtmu’s

severaloccasitms seerhed to ac-
quire more importance than the
-debate itself.

At around 3,30 am, CPM’s
Somnath Chatterjee proposed
the idea that the House con-
demn Godhra and what hap-

pened subsequently. Prime
Minister A B Vajpayee agreed
and egged on by Home Minister
L K Advani’s nod, he asked So-
~nja Gandbhi if she approved. So-
nia agreed as well but after the
voting, the proposal was
promptly forgotten as MPs
rushed out on their way home. -
Earlier, Vajpayee wrapped
up the proceedings defending

‘so that Home Ministep®

r"afxcr,.s
vl A@‘“beenhappel};mg,,l:v.ac:lm.mejifor

himself against the charge of
doublespeak but not before De-
fence Minister GeorgeFernan-
des made things extra difficult
for the Government. S0 much

vani had to get up 4gel.
him—politely. "
Fernandes said 1} aw
“nothing new” in the mayhem
let loose in Gujarat. “Aj_)regnant
woman’s stomach beipg slit, a
daughter being raped,if front of
her mother,” said Femandes
“aren’t new tinngs " They have

©54 years, and oOn th¢ streéss of
" New,Delhiin 1984,

Fernandes said all this W1th a
straight face even after being
heckled and booed for over an

‘hour by the Congress-led Oppo-

sition.

Fernandes’s attempt to down-
play Gujarat by comparing it with
earlier riots not only drew flak
from the Congress but was also

- met with a subtle disapproval
from Advani. Making it clear,

though not in so many words,

that he did not share the view,

Advani said the Gujarat commu-

nal unrest had come as a per-

sonal anguish and shock to him.
CONTINUED ON PAG
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Parliamen F rce

In the event, the mandarins at Mangli ouse dese e e nation’s

ratitude for their decision not to telecast live the Lok Sabha debate on
he Gujarat censure motion. The blackoyt might have reflected poorly
n the indifferent health of the world’s lafgest democracy, but it spared
ts citizens the embarrassment of a farde. For what was on view in
>arliament on Tuesday was not a serious pélitical debate but the equiva-
ent of a sordid streetside brawl in which our honourable law-makers in-
lulged in the vilest form of abuse and name-calling. In happier times, the
juality of political exchanges in the House might have made for a none-
too-engaging black comedy — the kind that is routinely featured on DD
prime time, if not at the Capital’s Sapru House — but given the enormity
of the human tragedy that is unfolding in Gujarat, it is unlikely to have
amused anyone other than the august assemblage that was privileged to
participate in it. While the plaudits for the no-show were shared on both
sides of the political divide, some members from the treasury benches
emerged with particular credit. Among them, cabinet ministers Uma
Bharati and George Fernandes: The former for a personalised attack on
the leader of the opposition, the latter for pointing an accusing finger at
Sonia Gandhi for the unpardonable misdemeanour of “chewing gum” in
the House. Taking their cue from these senior leaders, lesser NDA mem-
bers went one better, calling the Congress leader “videshi gudiya”
(foreign doll) and “moorti chor” (a thief of statues). From the opposition
benches, it fell to' the irrepressible Mani Shankar Aiyar to respond in
kind which he did, by branding a PMK member an “LTTE agent”.

At the end of 16 long hours of mud-slinging and acrimony, with India’s
democratic image further tarnished, the prime minister duly discharged
his rajdharma by announcing a relief and rehabilitation package for the
victims of Gujarat’s carnage which can best be described as too little, too
late. One can only hope that when the debate goes to the Rajya Sabha,
the elders, rather than taking a cue from the Lower House, will explore
constitutional ways to bring relief to the sorely-wounded state. As the
adjoining extract from a Constituent Assembly debate suggests, a case
could be made out for the application of Article 355, which, even while
stopping short of Article 356, enjoins upon the Centre to intervene in
situations of internal disturbance. The severity of the body blow dealt to
Gujarat can be gauged from industry estimates that place the economic
loss caused by the continuing lawlessness in the state at a staggenng
Rs 11,000 crore. Clearly, beyond the colossal human cost, Gujarat is also
an economic disaster in the making. From being a powerhouse driving
the national economy, it has been virtually brought down to its knees by
an inept governmerit. The debate in the Lok Sabha made it clear that few
in the political establishment, especially in the BJP, are willing to
acknowledge the real dimensions of the problem. Will it be any different

when Ll;e}chlyashlfts to the Upper House? The NDA's pyrrhic victory in

the Lok SapHfa doesn’t inspire much hope. If anything, it suggests that the
alliance isloath to put its money where its mouth is. e

THE TIMES OF INBMA

& wny o



//‘(W A Ls DEBATE / DON'T STAND ON PRESTIGE: PASWAN

PV

We are n

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MAY 1. Two of the
Vajpayee Government’s former
Ministers — Omar Abdullah
and Ram Vilas Paswan — also
attracted national attention
with their speeches in Parlia-
ment early today.

Delivered well past midnight,
Mr. Abdullah’s speech stood
out both for its clarity and ear-
nestness. Having resigned from
the Council of Ministers earlier
in the day, Mr. Abdullah was
heard in rapt attention.

He spoke of the “great dam-
age” the carnage in Gujarat has
done to India’s image abroad.

“We have lost the moral high
ground that we occupied be-
cause of our track record of de-
mocracy and secularism, we
are now on the backfoot, hav-
ing to explain and defend our-
selves all the time”, Mr.
Abdullah said.

It was possible that a “for-

Omar Abdullah

eign hand” was behind the car-
nage in Godhra, but the

aftermath was worse.

“By creating a vicious com-
munal divide, we had played
directly into the hands of such
people, the General must be
laughing,” he added.

He pointed out that the na-
tion's enemies had realised that
the country was susceptible toa

ow on the backfoot: Omar

communal divide and that they
wanted to exploit it by attacks
like the one that happened at
the Raghunath temple in jam-
mu. .

In his impassioned speech,
Mr. Paswan explained that he
found it difficult to continue in
the Government after the devel-
opments in Gujarat and because
of its “ambivalent attitude” on
the issue.

He rejected the theory of mi-
nority versus majority harped
upon by some BJP members.

He warned them that Hindus
were the majority in India, but
everywhere else in the world
they were in a minority, “those
living abroad are ashamed of
what is happening, please think
of what will be their position if
the other countries also mete
out the same treatment to the
minorities”.

He urged the Government, es-
pecially Mr. Vajpayee, not to

RE 570 110

Uy

MAT T

P tal

e

Ram Vilas Paswan

stand on prestige and accept
the Opposition resolution as, in
his view, all that it was asking
for is that the Centre should di-
rect the State Government to |
take steps for the protection of
the minorities.

He demanded the removal of
Narendra Modi as Chief Minis-
ter and called for a massive ef-
fort to rebuild confidence
among the people.



Dirty debate

At 145 am: BJP isolated on
Modi; voting yet to start

HT Correspondent
New Delhi, April 30

THE LOK Sabha sank into
chaos tonight during the de-
bate on the censure motion
over Gujarat, with members
across the divide locked in a
verbal skirmish, and Opposi-
tion MPs making pointed re-
marks against chargesheeted
ministers on the Treasury
Benches.

Deputy Speaker PM Sayeed

could restore order only witha

promise that all unparliamen-
tary remarks made during the
debate would be expunged. He
also convened a meeting of par-
ty leaders to end the impasse. It
was Sayeed’s ruling that the de-
bate must be gone through
tonight that finally ensured its
resumption.

Trouble began early when
Fernandes rose to speak in an
already surcharged atmos-
phere and blamed the Congress
for past riots and all that had
gone wrong in the country over
the past 50 years.

“The Leader of the Opposi-
tion is provoking her members.
She is also chewing gum. The
country has seen 15,000 riots
and if the Centre and State
Governments had acted in time
this would not have happened,”
he said. “Stories are being told
about the Gujarat as if it has
happened for the first time. Did
it not happen in 1984 on the
roads of Delhi?” he asked.

All hell broke loose after this
comment, with Congress MPs
shouting that the minister was
talking without relevance. This
drew sharp protests from the
Treasury Benches.

Uma Bharti only added fuel
to fire, saying Sonia Gandhi’s
“behaviour was not in keeping
with the office of the Leader of
the Opposition. It is very child-
ish behaviour, out of keeping
with traditions of the House,”
she said. Someone should tell
her that one doesn’t.chew gum
in the House, she said.

Indeed, the first interruption
was triggered by MDMK leader
Vaiko’s intervention and subse-
quent reference to a newspaper
report that suggested a Con-
gress hand in the Godhra car-
nage. The second disruption
happened when the Congress
took exception to the Defence
Minister’s “attempts to draw
parallels between the 1984 anti-
Sikh riots and the Gujarat car-
nage”. Both assertions were
strongly resented by Congress
MPs, forging the Deputy Speak-
er to assert his authority for re-
turn of normalcy to the House.

What stung the Congress
most was Vaiko’s allegation of
Congress complicity in the 1984
riots and the implicit criticism
of the then Prime Minister Ra-
jiv Gandhi’s subsequent role.
The Congress MPs said those
sitting on the Treasury Bench-

es (DMK & MDMK) were muf »—;

derers.

Mani Shankar Aiyar of the
Congress too didn’t help mat-
ters when he accused Vaiko of
being an “LTTE agent” in-

volved in the assassination of -}

Rajiv Gandhi. Others went to
the extent of calling him, SR
“representatlve of the myn :
ers”. This sparked. counf

‘charges from the, mmf ’
Benches. The debateﬂa%ﬁl

raging when we wenb APPRSS:.

9. f\L\Oa/V"’””‘r e l

Atal Biharl Vmpayee on his way to Parliament on Tuesday for the
censure motion.
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Fresh jolt to PM as
Omar offers to quit

HT Correspondent
New Delhi, April 30

IN ANOTHER body blow to the
Vajpayee Government, Minister
of State for External Affairs
Omar Abdullah today offered to
resign from the Council of Min-
isters, and his party, the five-

member National Conference -

(NC), a key coalition constituent,
decided to abstain from voting
on the censure motion in Parlia-
ment. NC sources said Omar’s
decision to quit was “final’.

The NC’s decision comes a day

after Lok Shakti leader Ram Vi-
las Paswan resigned as Coal &

Mines Minister over the violence

in Gujarat and the Centre’s re- -

fusal to remove Narendra Modi
as Chief Minister. The Lok Shak-
ti said last night that it would
vote against the Government.

The PM is reported to have
told the NC to rethink Omar’s
decision to resign, but NC
sources said they “were holding
firm” on the decision to abstain
from voting and pull out of the
Government. A two-member NC
delegation comprising Ali Mo-
hammed Naik and Omar con-
veyed the party’s dec#sion to Va-
jpayee.

BJP spokesman VK Malhotra
said the PM had rejected Omar’s
resignation, but Omar told re-
porters in Parliament that his
party’s decision to abstain was
“final”, for-“whatever is happen-
ing in Guijarat is unacceptable”.

He siic ‘the five-member NC
wouldn? Yket “put the Govern-

ment i "4 *tof embarrass-
mentar, - o Iidve offered to
ay,

v e

OMAR ABDULLAH

resign but the PM said he would
convey to me later whether I
need to submit my papers or
not”.

In fact, J&K CM Farcoq Ab-
dullah had put in Omar’s resig-
nation to Vajpayee on Saturday.
But Vajpayee turned down the
offer, urging Omar to “reconsid-
er” the decision.

However, Omar and Naik again
met the PM this afternoon at his
office in Parliament before the de-
bate began and confirmed that
the NC would abstain from vot-
ing. Omar also put in his papers.

“If we don’t vote in favour of
the Government, how can Omar
remain a minister? This would
be- an embarrassment for the
Government. So we told the PM
that Omar would resign,” Naik
explained.

Related reporwo
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THE CROSS-VOTING that pro-
duced some unexpected win-
ners in Wednesday's Rajya Sab-
ha election has begun to have
repercussions across States
and parties.

A BJP MLA from Karnataka
on Thursday threw in his lot
with six colleagues expelled a
day earlier, bringing the party
closer to a split in the state.

In Orissa, three Congress
MLAs were suspended for pro-
posing former Biju Janata Dal
leader Dilip Ray's nomination.
They have been given 14 days to
plead their case.

Karnataka BJP leader Putta
Ranganath on Thursday ac-
cused Union minister Ananth
Kumar and party general secre-

spiring against the rebel group
in the state unit. Should Ran-
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The aftershocks \

® Karnataka BJP MLA joins
six expelled colleagues

@ Rebel groupclose to 14-mem-
ber figure needed to split party
® Three = Orissa Congress
MLAS suspended

o Naveen Patnaik accused of

cross-voting

ganath be thrown out, , the ex-
pelled group will go very close
to the figure of 14 needed to
split the party without attract-
ing the anti-defection law. The
BJP has 41 members in the Vid-
han Sabha.

‘Six more dissident legislators
are expected to join the expelled
group soon. One of the expelled

. legislators K H Hanume Gowda
..said that including the six of
tary M. Venkaiah Naidu of con-

them there were 14 who were
planning to split from the party
in the next few days. The dissi-

dent legislators needed atleast 14
to circumvent the Anti-Defec-
tion Act as the BJP has 41 MLAs.

To pre-empt the split, the six of
them had been expelled, Gowda
said. The dissidents still with the
BJP now need 12 legislators .to
break from the party to avoid the
Anti-Defection Act. With seven
waiting in the wings (including
the Ranganath who openly
joined them), the dissidents need
five more. )

The expelled legislators said
this was the real intention for
dismissing them from the party,
contrary to the party’s con-
tention that we cross-voted for
the Independent Vijay Mallya.

In Orissa, Congress MLASs
T.P. Bahinipati, Kartik Mohapa-
tra and Mamata Madhi were
suspended, allegedly for bring-
ing about the defeat of party
nominee Maurice Kujur.

The party has 25 MLAs in the
Assembly, but Kujur got 23
first-preference votes -—— mean-
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ples after RS cross-voting

ing two MLAs cross-voted. The
decision to suspend all three
who signed Dilip Ray's nomina-
tion papers, however, was taken
to send out a stern message
within the party.

Orissa PCC chief Sarat Pat-
tanayak told Hindustan Times
the MLAs had been punished
for defying the party whip.

Suspended MLA Mamata
Madhi complained that she had
been misled into signing Ray's
papers. Kartik Mohapatra said
he would soon submit an expla-
nation on why he signed Ray's
nomination papers.

Naveen Patnaik, however, re-
mained tightlipped. Dilip Ray's
victory has been a personal set-
back for him. "The voting took
place in secret ballot. But what-
ever has happened will come
out in the future,” he said.

Kartik Mohapatra, suspended
from the Congress on Thursday,
alleged that Nayeen indulged in
cross-voting.
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By Our New Delhi Bureau

NEW DELHI, MARCH 26. The con-
troversial Prevention of Terror-
ism Bill to replace the
ordinance secured Parliamen-
tary approval today in a historic
joint sitting of Parliament, when
the ruling National Democratic
Alliance -—as well as its old ally,
the Telugu Desam and its new
friend, the AIADMK — added
up a comfortable majority of
129, with 425 votes in favour of
the legislation, 296 against and
60 abstentions.

After a day-long debate in the
Central Hall of Parliament
which saw as many as 42 speak-
ers spiritedly participate, the
joint sitting mechanism, as per
Article 108, allowed the NDA's
parliamentary managers . to
overcome the Government's
lack of majority in the Rajya
Sabha.

Though the Vajpayee Gov-
ernment had the satisfaction of
winning the numbers game, the
combined Opposition voices
had the better of the ruling
combine.

The baance of arguments
tilted against the Government,
as speaker after speaker from
the Oppostion cited chapter
and verse tomake the point that
the proposed law was morally
and constititionally untenable.

The nine-and-a-half hour de-
bate degenerated into an open
confrontation between the rul-
ing and Opposition parties, and
the personal attack against the
Leader of the Opposition
launched by the Prime Minister
himself at a last minute ‘inter-
vention’ — he was responding
to what he described as Sonia
Gandhi’s attack on him in her
speech — led to ugly scenes. At
one point, the entire House was
on its feet and even members of
the Treasury benches rushed
towards the Speaker’s podium
forcing the Parliamentary Af-
fairs Minister, Pramod Maha-
jan, to herd his flock back.

The debate was along pre-
dictable partisan lines, and nei-
ther side hardly cared to convert
the other to its views. Even the
Prime Minister did not speak
about the legislation on hand,
instead he talked about his “Pa-
rivar” (the Sangh Parivar) and
said no one dare question his
devotion to the cause of the
people. The minds were made
up on both sides and the final
voting tally reflected exactly
what had been expected.

The Trinamool Congress ab-
sented itself and the National
Conference

who kicked off the debate on
behalf of the Government,

the Government. Mr. Advani,

made the familiar case in de-
fence of POTO: after the Sep-
tember 11 terrorist attacks in
the United States, and after the
Security Council resolution no.
1373 of September 28, India had
an international obligation to
enact an anti-terrorist law.

He also sought to assure the
members and the nation at
large that the Government was
motivated by a sincere desire to

Bill on POTO p

deal effectirely with the proxy-
war being waged by our “‘neigh-

national interest.

The long debate, and the ugly
scenes at the very end when the
Prime Minister intervened, led
to Mr. Advani virtnally aban-
doning his response to the de-
bate, finishing it off in just two
sentences and then suggesting
to the chair that the motion be

put to vote.
Divisive agenda: Sonia

The Leader of the Opposition,
Sonia Gandhi, charged that the
Government was promoting a
divisive agenda, already POTO
had been used selectively, it had
not been used against those
who had attacked the Orissa As-
sembly and organisations like
the VHP and the Bajrang Dal
which threatened to tear apart
the social fabric.

The time had come when the

“I am not Prime Minister
courtesy Congress and despite
its opposition people want me,

and I will remain Prime Minister
till they want.”

|

“Will he (Vajpayee) be submisive
or will he uphold the prestige
of the high office he holds? Fis

moment of reckoning
has come.”

M

“This is a

“We cannot score a decisive
victory against terrorism
unless a special law of
this kind is enacted.”

-

terror law

intended to be used
selectively against minorities.”

By Harish Khare A/? D /‘

NEW DELHI, MARCH 26. Once
again, it seems, Sonia Gandhi,
succeeded In provoking the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vaj-
payee, into a personal offensive
against her.

Taking objection to Ms. Gand-
hi’s reference to him earlier in
the day, a bristling Prime Minis-
ter, during his “intervention” in
the POTO debate, came close to
questioning the right of the
Leader of the Opposition to
question his stewardship.

Mr. Vajpayee’s brief interven-
tion turned into a verbal assault,

| cannot stang

with the Pri(rr?);\\/l' ister accusing
Ms. Gandhi of a lack of etiquette

while patting himself on the
back for his four decades of ob-
servance of parliamentary man-
ners and traditions. Mr.
Vajpayee was clearly in a com-
bative mood and took sentence
by sentence the closing para-
graph of Ms.Gandhi’s speech to
suggest that she had somehow
questioned his integrity.

“I cannot and will not stand
personal accusations against
me,” said a defiant Prime
Minister.

Responding to her charge that
he was succumbing to pressures

(from the Sangh Parivar), Mr.
Vajpayee recalled how he defied
the world opinion when in May
1998 he staged Pokhran-II, and
how another Prime Minister (an
oblique reference to P.V.Nara-
simha Rao) had succumbed to
Western pressure at the last min-
ute.

As the ruling NDA benches
thumped approvingly, Mr. Vaj-
payee continued his offensive.

He recalled how he spurned
the former U.S. President, Bill
Clinton’s suggest.on to travel to
Washington during the Kargil
conflict for a meeting with the
former Pakistan Prime Minister,

An instrument of suppression: Sonia

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 26. Batting first from the Opposi-
tion in the joint sitting of Parliament, the Leader of
the Opposition, Sonia Gandhi, today gave what
probabily is her best parliamentary performance so
far.

Speaking soon after the Union Home Minister,
L.K Advani, who was rather off-colour, Ms. Gandhi
took the high road, putting the onus of partisan-
ship on the Government. Rather than getting
bogged down in technical details on the “inade-
quacies” of the proposed law, she made a state-
ment of political intent. Simply put, the Congress
is opposed to POTO because it “violates the basic
human rights of individuals”.

Moreover, as far as the Leader of the Opposition
was concerned, there were enough reasons to
doubt the Government's intentions and motives.

She began by pointing out that “we are not here
today to celebrate a consensus on a measure of
national importance. We are here today because
this Government wishes to exploit a sparing Con-
stitutional provision to achieve its narrow .and
controversial end.”

Accusing the Government of wanting to “ma-
nipulate” the process of Parliament to further an
agenda of divisiveness, Ms. Gandhi pointed out
that the earlier law, TADA, had become “law in a
climate of consensus and not in a climate of con-
frontation”. '

She referred to the “backdrop of communal ten-
sion of murder and looting in Gujarat, a divisive
Ayodhya campaign and an outrageous physical at-
tack on the Orissa Assembly” and pointed out that
the Government had hoped POTO would yield po-

litical and electoral dividend and how the electo-
rate had “rebuffed” the ruling BJP in the recent
Assembly elections.

Ms. Gandhi spelt out her party’s doubts about
the Government's intentions, especially in the
context of the Gujarat Chief Minister, Narendra
Modi’s “blatant partisanship”.

“POTO, 1 suspect, will become an instrument in
the hands of this Government to suppress political
opponents, religious minorities, ethnic groups,
weaker sections of our society and the trade
unions.”

She questioned the very raison d'etre of the pro-
posed law. “History is witness to the fact that dra-
conian laws have rarely been successful in
combating terrorism. This evil is best combated by
strengthening social cohesiveness, by promoting
communal harmony, by accelerating economic
growth and above all, by ensuring distributive eq-
uity in the country.”

She ended by directing her remarks towards the
Prime Minister, and told him that he had to make
up his mind: whether he wanted to “protect the
welfare of the people of India” or “succumb to the
internal pressures of his party and its sister orga-
nisations”.

She warned that Mr. Vajpayee’s “moment of
reckoning has come”.

The 25-minute speech, delivered before a live
national audience, brought out the parliamentar-
ian in Ms. Gandhi. She seemed to pause at the
right places, emphasised the crucial points and
spoke with a becoming passion. Though she had a
prepared text, her delivery was impressive.

She was heard, for most of the time, in silence.
Only towards the end of her speech did the NDA
benches become restive.

Nawaz Sharif. More applause
from the treasury benches.

As Ms. Gandhi appeared to be
wilting under Mr. Vajpayee’s of-
fensive, the Congress benches
rose to the defence of their
leader.

Mr. Vajpayee challengingly
noted that he had been tested all
these years, much before Ms. .
Gap+hi was anywhere near pub-
li¢y . and added: “What right
(she) has to question?”

This was too much for the
Congress members. It prompted
the senior Congress leader, Arjun
Singh, to intervene — much
against the wishes of the treasury
benches — to chide the Prime
Minister for lowering the dignity
of the office of the Leader of the
Opposition. The disruption sub-
sided only when Mr. Vajpayee
asked the Deputy Speaker to de-
lete any “unparliamentary”
word.

PTI reports:

Mr. Vajpayee said he was not
Prime Minister courtesy the
Congress and despite its opposi-
tion “people want me and 1 will
remain Prime Minister till they
want’’.

He questioned the language |,

used by Ms. Gandhi and quoted
from her speech tb say that she
had reminded me that “the mo-
ment of reckoning has come”’.

“What does she mean? Why |.

she is reminding me of my pri-
mary duties and telling me not to
come under pressure of the ‘Pa-
rivar’,” he asked adding “ Yeh pa-
rivar ka mamla hai, Sonia
Gandhi isme dakhal na dey (this
is a matter regarding ‘Parivar’.
Sonia Gandhi should not inter-
fere)”. To Opposition protests,
he said, “Be quiet. There is a limit
to enduring anything... ous
don’t kike to hear the truth.”
Mr. Vajpayee said he was in
Parliament since 1957 when Ms.
Gandhi was “miles away from
politics... T have been facing a
test everyday. And today I am be-

ing put in the witness box. What
right have you to do that,” he
asked.
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Prime Minister had to decide

whether he would succumb wo

‘internal pressures’ trom  the
Sangh Parivar organisations or
protect the welfare of the peo-
ple. The Government had not
allowed the emergence of a
consensus — it had refused to
send the Bill to a select commit-
tee — and. worse, POTO was
being pushed through against
the backdrop of communal kiil-
ings, murder and looting in Guj-
arat and a divisive campaign on
Ayodhya.

The BJP’s ‘secular’ allies reit-
eratel the arguments spelt out
in both Houses last week. They
highlighted the need for a spe-
cial law in these troubled times
and felt the Central Govern-
ment was not doing anything
unusual by referring to the Con-
gress’ exertions in this direction
in the two States ruled by it —
Maharashtra  and Karnataka.
“The need of the hour is to leg-
islate such special laws. So
many governments, depending
upon the scenario existing in
their States have enacted such
special laws,” observed the Te-
lugu Desam leader. K. Yerran
Naidu.

The allies also took solace
from the Prime Minister's as-
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surance at an all-party meeting |

of suitably amending the law if

any provision was found to be !

misused continuously. Theyv al-
so pointed out that it would
seem strange for the country
not to have an anti-terrorist law
when it had been at the fore-
front of all multilateral forums
for concrete steps to clamp
down on terrorism.

|

The former Speaker and \{

tionalist Congress Party leader,
P.A. Sangma, perhaps encapsu-
lated the formulation best when
he said the dichotomy of do-
mestic resistance to a special
law and an opposite stand over-
seas “‘will not sell.”

Non-Congress stalwarts from
the Opposition camp ook on
the Government for creating
suspicion among political par-
ties by questioning the bona-
fides of Chief Ministers in
Opposition-ruled States. "1 did
not expect this from L.K. Adva-
ni,” rued the CPI (M) leader.
Somnath Chatterjee. who ac-
cused the Government of in-
dulging in partisan politics "td
terrorise the minorities and the
Opposition". .

Since most of the States were
inimical to the BJP brand of pol-
itics, he forecast that nemesis
will finally overcome  this
Government. ‘

ersonal accusations: PM



No Poto- fimsh
bill is all set:* m
to sail through

Cong has no reason to oppose bill: PM

Times News Network
NEW DELHI: The controversial Prevention
of Terrorism Ordinance (Poto) will become
law by Tuesday evening, with the BJP-led
government all set to win the vote comfort-
ably in the scheduled historic joint sitting of
parliament.

With all the NDA allies—barring the
Trinamul Congress, which has announced
that it will abstain from voting—backing the
BJP, the government is expected to sail
through with a margin of between 65 and
100 votes, depending on attendance.

The National Conference (NC), which had
voted with the government in the Lok Sabha
but stayed away during the Rajya Sabha
vote, has announced it will back the govern-
ment on Tuesday. The BJP has also secured
the support of a group of five Lok Sabha
MPs who have formed the Indian Federal
Democratic  Party { o o
and joined the NDA. §
Trinamul Congress :
rebel Ajit Panja has
also decided to sup- §
port the bill.

With the results a
foregone conclusion,
all eyes in the
months to come will
be on how the legis-
lation is  used. M
Already, the NC,
which voted for Poto in the Lok Sabha,
stayed away in the Rajya Sabha to register
its protest against the fact that while 62
Muslims had been arrested under Poto in
Gujarat, not a single Hindu had been
booked under the law. Eventually, the
Gujarat government had to drop the Poto
charges and apply normal law.

Akali Dal leader Prakash Singh Badal has
once again warned the government that
while his party will vote for Poto, he does not
want it to be “misused”.

Of the NDA allies, the Trinamul Congress
is staying away from the vote because it
wants to oppose the Prevention of
Organised Crime Act (Poca), a similar piece
of proposed legislation in West Bengal.
Incidentally, the Left Front government in
West Bengal has put Poca on hold because
of the controversy surrounding it.

Of the opposition parties, the NCP and the
AIADMK have announced they will vote
for the bill. However, NCP leader Jagannath
Mishra has made a last-minute appeal to his
lecader Sharad Pawar to vote againt Poto. The
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Bahujan Samaj Party has announced it will
abstain from voting. All the others will vote
against the bill.

The Congress, which met on Sunday to
discuss the joint sitting, is trying to work out
the best way to register its protest against the
manner in which the government is pushing
through the legislation despite its defeat in
the Rajya Sabha. It will either vote against
the bill or stage a walkout at the voting stage.

The joint sitting on Tuesday, which is being
held after 24 years, will begin at 11 a.m. in the
Central Hall of parliament and will be
presided over by deputy speaker PM.
Sayeed. The bill, which was rejected in the
Rajya Sabha by 15 votes, was passed in the
Lok Sabha by a margin of 116 votes.

Earlier, speaking to newspersons at
Mashobra Retreat, 10 km from Shimla,
Prime Mxmster Atal Behari Vajpayee said
that the Congress,
which is in power in
4 11 states, had no rea-
i son to oppose Poto.

“T urge the oppo-
sition parties to sup-
port Poto. India is
waging a war against
cross-border terror-
ism. It is the need of
the hour for all par-
ties to stand as one,”
he said.

Mr Vajpayee claimed that Poto would cer-
tainly be passed during the joint session of
parliament on Tuesday. However, he said,
the “joint session of parliament need not
have been called. But the gavernment has
been left with no other alternative”.

He said that the Congress was a national
party with plenty of experience in fighting
cross-border terrorism. “Tada was the cre-
ation of a Congress government, which had
been supported wholeheartedly by the BIP,
which was at that time in the opposition.
Back then, the BJP had felt that such a law
would be in the nation’s interest,” he said.

Mr Vajpayee said that he was dismayed at
the short-sightedness of the Congress lead-
ers on the issue. “It is high time that the
Congress realises that its opposition to Poto
is against the national interest, and also that
of the party,” he said.

Mr Vajpayee said that the government had
already cleared misgivings that Poto wo
be used against select groups. He adde
political parties must realise that Pafo was
required to combat terrorism.




~ Joint sg;slon on Tuesday

NEW DELHI, March 22, — President Mr
KR Narayanan has summoned a joint
session of Parliament on Tuesday, exercising
his powers under Article 108(i) of the Con-
stitution, with a directive to discuss and vote
on Poto. This was announced in the Lok
Sabha and Rajya Sabha today.

The 26 March sitting is being called
following the defeat of the Poto Bill in the
Rajya Sabha last night, and the government
deciding 1o bring in the legislation by getting
it passed in a joint session.

Going by the voting pattern in the Upper
House — where the Bill was defeated by 15
votes — the government needs a margin of

31 votes in the joint Session
through. The NDA has a mdjority of more
than 60 votes in the Lok Sabha, enough to
get the Bill passed.

The Trinamul MPs have ankounced that
they will not attend the sessioh, Mr Sudip
Bandopadhyay, party chief whxp in the Lok
Sabha, said tonight.

This would be the thlrd time" in parl-
iamentary history that a joint sitting of the
two Houses is being held in the absence of
unanimity between the two Houses.

In 1961, Jawaharlal Nehru preferred a joint
session of Parliament despite holding a
majority in both Houses. Since the Bill was
against dowry, he sought a broader consensus
among MPs. And in 1978, Morarji Desai wa-
nted to annul the Banking Services Com-

carry the Bill -

mission Act enacted during the Emergency.

The joint session will be telecast live by
Doordarshan on DD-/ from 11 a.m. on Tue-
sday, adds UNL

Cong appeal to allies

The Congress has asked NDA allies to
“soul-search” and “vote according to
conscience”. Criticising the government’s
move to call a joint session, the Congress
said it was against the spirit of both the
Parliament vote on the Poto Bill and the
Constitution.

Mr Anand Sharma, Congress spokesman,
said: “Yesterday, the Opposition parties
demonstrated their united determination to

defeat Poto and the same will be dgne on the
day of the joint sessior:.” /
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By Javed M. Ansari )(KO /\ the BIP,?ﬁove\dfabggressively to- entire HiAdu society. “Who is

NEW DELHI, MARCH 21. The sim-
mering tension between the
NDA constituents and a section
of the BJP over the Hindutva is-
sue burst into the open in the
Lok Sabha today and the House
was adjourned for over an hour
to prevent a physical clash be-
tween the two sides.

The situation turned ugly dur-
ing zero hour as two MPs be-
longing to the Janata Dal
(United) and the INLD were
heckled and berated by the Baj-
rang Dal MP, Vinay Katiyar, and
Adityanath while making their
submissions. Though the timely
action by the Deputy Speaker,
P.M. Sayeed, in adjourning the
House for over an hour put an
end to the fight, the battle con-
tinued to rage even after the
House was adjourned, and, later

. outside it.

Soon after Mr. Sayeed ad-
journed the House, Mr. Katiyar
and Mr. Adityanath, supported
by Shanker Prasad Agarwal of

wards Devendra Prasad Yadav of

the VHP, who has given this saf-

the JD (U) and Sushil Indora of fron outfit the certificate to

the INLD for some remarks they
had made against the “saffron
brigade.”” A shouting match and
an eye ball-to-eye ball confron-
tation ensued. But the Parlia-
mentary  Affairs  Minister,
Pramod Mahajan, and Digvijay
Singh moved swiftly to separate
the two sides.

Mr. Yadav, in his submission,

speak on behalf of the Hindus,”
he asked and made it clear that
the “hardline Hindutva agenda”
that the VHP was propagating
was not part of the NDA agenda.
“If this had been a part of the
agenda we would never have
joined the NDA,”" he said.

Mr. Indora said that secular
Hindus were being targeted by

referred to the “atmosphere of hardline Hindutva activists and

tension” in the country because
of the “irresponsible behaviour
of certain outfits of the Sangh
Parivar.” These organisations
were behaving as if they were
above the law, were challenging
the courts, and had even disre-
garded the Prime Minister’s ap-
peal. He attacked the VHP for
threatening to take out “asthi
yatras” and said the move was
bound to ignite communal pas-
sions and “lead to the disinte-
gration of the country.”

He also questioned the VHP’s
right to speak on behalf of the

referred to an incident in his
constituency where certain
priests occupied a piece of land
and were holding “kirtans.”
When requested by the neigh-
bourhood to cut it short because
of the ongoing school examin-
ations, they refused. “These
people believe they are the only
guardians of the Hindus” he
said. He had barely spoken for a
couple of minutes when he was
rudely interrupted by Mr. Adi-
tyanath and Mr. Katiyar. “You
cannot attack the Sangh Parivar
like this,” Mr. Katiyar said and

arks fly over Hindutva jssue

was joined Ey Mr. Adityanath,

who accused the members of
“betraying the NDA by talking
like this.”

Irked by the show of aggres-
sion, other allies — the TDP, the
Trinamool Congress and the Sa-
mata Party — also protested
vehemently. “This is unaccept-
able and we should be allowed
to speak,” said S. Venugopal of
the TDP. Speaking to the media
outdide the House, Raghunath
Jha {Samata Party) demanded a
ban on the proposed “asthi ya-
tra” of the VHP. “This will lead to
a communal conflagration, if
they do not ban it we will be
forced to withdraw support to
the NDA,” he said.

The issue was initially raised
by the former Prime Minister,
Deve Gowda, who drew the at-
tention of the House to the grave
situation in the country. He ap-
pealed to the Prime Minister
and the Home Minister to stop
the VHP from going ahead with
the “asthi yatra” as it would lead
to more bloodshed.
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forge third

' CPI{M) endorses plan to

alternative

i \\B !
9\ . y K. V. Prasad

YDERABAD, MARCH 21. The plan of the Comm#ni-
st Party of India (Marxist) to forge a third political
alternative at the national level was cleared by the

. party’s 17th congress here tonight with accent §n
building the combine through mass struggles a
" unity of the Left and democratic forces.

The draft political resolution was put to vote
with amendments, aimed at sharpening the par-
ty’s political line and direction in the next three
years. The congress approved of it unanimously
after five sessions of extensive debate, which be-
gan on Tuesday afternoon, with some dozen of
the 233 amendments moved finding a place in
the final version.

With a political churning taking place in the
country and with the developments in Ayodhya
and Gujarat adding to it, the situation called for
an alternative, the CPI (M) said. The disenchant-
ment of some National Democratic Alliance con-
stituents with these developments was also
noted. And the assembly endorsed the view that
: the CPI (M) should take the lead in carrying for-
| ward a third alternative — essentially a non-Con-
| gress formation — to take on the “communal
| combine,” meet the challenge posed by the exist-
| ing “critical situation” created by the BJP’s pol-
| icies.

' The existing alternative — People’s Front —

. was to be strengthened through “mass struggles”
on policies which affected the working classes

| and not just by attracting parties, the resolution
said. The overwhelming feeling was that the Con-
gress could not be the only alternative te the BJP.
People had voted for a third alternative, wherever
it was strong, the Samajwadi Party in Uttar Pra-
desh being an example.

It was suggested that the CPI (M) sharpen itself
to convert struggles into issues so that the people
could choose and back the parties which stood by
them when the time came in Parliament and Leg-
islatures — it was the effect of numbers which
eventually counted.

The Front’s priority would be prevent the BJP
from occupying political power, oppose the eco-

nomic policies of the Congress and build the
third alternative. However, it would not hesitate
to cooperate with political forces on specific is-
sues, if the need arose, within the overall ob-
jective, the politburo member, Sitaram Yechury,
said. On whether the CPI (M) would support the
Congress in forming a government in a post-elec-
tion situation, he said the decision would be tak-
en with a view to keeping the BJP out, as had been
done in Maharashtra where the party had backed
the Congress-NCP coalition against the BJP-Shiv
Sena combine.

Mr. Yechury and another politburo member,
Prakash Karat, said there was little difference be-
tween the BJP and the Congress, since both rep-
resented the ruling classes. Mr. Yechury charged
that the party had at times compromised with
“communal forces” and its economic policies
were diametrically opposite to those of the Left
parties.

The CPI (M) felt that the BJP/Sangh Parivar was
diverting the people’s attention from issues of
concern by raking up matters like Ayodhya — “a
last ditch effort by the RSS/BJP to'retain its politi-
cal base by communal polarisation at the cost of
India’s unity,” as Mr. Yechury put it.

The congress adopted two resolutions, one |
against the privatisation of public sector under- \
takings and Government departments, and an- (
other expressing solidarity with the struggle of |
the people of Palestine. \

While releasing the resolution on Palestine, |
Mr. Yechury stressed that never before had repre-
sentatives from both Israel and Palestine Liber- |
ation Organisation, who were attending the
congress, adopted such a document. |

The congress endorsed the demand of the Pal- |
estinian national council for the immediate with- |
drawal of the Israeli forces from ‘“‘occupied
Palestine territory” and other parts of Arab terri-
tory, complete implementation of the U.N. Char-
ter and its resolutions and the recognition of the
rights of the Palestinian people — including the
right to return, of self determination, independ-
ence, sovereignty and statehood of the territory
of the Palestinian homeland.
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ARLIAMENT IS the supreme
legislative body. It is a consti-
tutional fraud to manipulate
its process and undermine the
functions assigned to it. Such frauds
may not be justifiable in a court of law.
It may well be — as Lord Denning put
it in Picken’s case (1972) — that it
would be the duty of a court to point
the fraud out to Parliament. But, obvi-
ating a constitutional fraud remains
the responsibility of everyone — in-
cluding the Prime Minister and the
Cabinet who are custodians of the
Constitution. Conventions are invent-
ed to make Constitutions work. They
are the dharma of the Constitution.
Take them away and the Constitution
becomes a piece of paper — a mere
playing in the hands of peliticians.
The BJP is now making its third at-
tempt to introduce POTO in violation
of constitutional norms. The first fraud
was when the POTO 2001 was intro-
duced on October 24 even though Par-
liament's session was to start a few
days later, on November 19. TADA had
lapsed in 1994-95 precisely because
the BJP itself opposed it. The TADA Bill
of 1995-was sent to a Joint Committee.
The recommendations of the Joint
Committee were not accepted. Apart
from being unacceptable, TADA has
been socially, judicially and politically
recognised as the most abused statute
since 1950 — especially against inno-
cent minorities. The admitted position
was so bad that the Supreme Court or-
dered a review of the cases which re-
vealed vast misuses. Meanwhile, the
NHRC has also reiterated its disap-
proval of both TADA (in 2000) and PO-
TO in 2001 — adding to its
controversiality. Hence, it was a fraud
to use POTO as a new TADA through
the Ordinance process — knowing that
it was controversial, lacked consensus
and a potential majority in Parliament.
The second fraud came when POTO I
lapsed without parliamentary approv-
al; and was re-promulgated. The Su-
preme Court correctly warned in
Wadhwa's case (1987) against indis-
criminate use of the Ordinance power
— certainly in controversial cases to
bypass parliamentary approval.
Now, comes the third fraud. POTO II

has also layPOTO 1T — correctly

The joint session

By Rajeev Dhavan

The BJP is now making its third attempt to
introduce POTO in violation of constitutional
norms... Parliament cannot be reduced to a
matter of rubber-stamping arthimetic.

dubbed as the ‘terror’ bill — was
rushed through the Lok Sabha. Such a
Bill needed to be considered by a Joint
Committee — because the new POTO
has alarming features on forfeiture of
property, telephone tapping, ban on
association and other deeper infringe-
ments of civil liberties. No real debate
took place in the Lok Sabha which
passed the Bill on March 18. Now the
Bill is in the Rajya Sabha which is set to
reject it. On March 18 itself, the Rajya
Sabha was effectively
sent a chilling politi-

sion with threats. Meanwhile, England
evolved procedure under the Act of
1949 which avoids joint sessions.
How has the working of the Joint
Session provision (Article 108) been
understood. The scheme of the Article
is that the President may call a Joint
Session if a Bill is rejected by the other
House, disagreements are not resolved
or six months have lapsed in the in-
terregnum. This is simply an enabling
provision if full discussion fails. The
question of holding
out a threat to the Ra-

cal message by the

LAW AND SOCIETY

jya Sabha does not

Government that if it
did not pass the Bill, a Joint Session of
Parliament would be called on March
26 so that the Government’s majority
in the Lok Sabha would overwhelm the
Opposition’s numbers in the Rajya
Sabha. How can the Upper House — or
even Parliament — operate sensibly
under these threats which undermine
its effective functioning without real
discussion, debate or detailed consid-
eration? Contrast how the British
House of Lords in December 2001
carefully and freely scrutinised Bri-
tain’s anti-terror law. Parliament can-
not be reduced to a matter of
rubber-stamping arithmetic.

What are Parliament Joint Sessions
for? For this we have to go back to
Lloyd George’s famous budget crisis of
1909-11 when the Lords blocked a wel-
fare budget. The Parliament Act, 1911,
gave the Commons overriding power
over money bills. This is part of our
Constitution (Article 109). But what
about other Bills? Drawing on the Gov-
ernment of India Act, 1935, the Con-
stituent Assembly created the extra
option of Joint Session. The extra op-
tion meant that the normal procedure
was that both Houses should carefully
consider each legislation — if need be
by Joint Committee. it was never the
intention of the Constitution to over-
whelm the Rajya Sabha into submis-

arise if it has not even
considered the matter. This is consti-
tutional terrorism in advance. Dead-
locks in the Constitution need to be
resolved. The proper procedure is time
honoured. The receiving House can
still pass the Bill even after six months
as long as the Lok Sabha has not been
dissolved. This was followed in the
case of the Architects Act, 1980, the
Sales Promation Employees Act, 1982
and other statutes earlier. The reason
is obvious. The whole point of having
two Houses — one representing the
States — is to have complete and total
discussion. There have been two occa-
sions when the Joint Session proce-
dure was used — for the Dowry Act in
April 1961 and the Banking Act in De-
cember 1977 after extensive discussion
on the Bills in both Houses. It may be
recalled that even when the Emergen-
cy Amendments of 1976 were being
passed in 1978-79 discussions with the
Rajya Sabha took place to find the cor-
rect answers. This was equally true of
TADA in 1995 — through a Joint Com-
mittee. Otherwise the Rajya Sabha
and, indeed, the parliamentary proc-
ess is undermined.

A Joint Session is not a satisfactory
solution. No real discussion can take
place. The Constitution permits only
those amendments which deal with
the delay (for example, if the date of
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the Act or its starting has to be
changed). The other amendments are
restricted to those which are the area
of disagreement — with the decision of
the Presiding Officer being final. But,
no amendments can be discussed if
the Rajya Sabha is not even given the
time and space to discuss the Bill
properly under the coercive threat of a
Joint Session. These are not the kind of
conventions we want to develop about
Parliament which is the prime institu-
tion of Indian democracy. .
Whatever the Rajya Sabha may be

. coerced into doing, the issue remains

one of principle. The President, K.R.
Narayanan, needs to consider this
carefully. The question of a Joint Ses-
sion arises only after the Rajya Sabha’s
consideration. A threat in advance is
pre-emptively  unacceptable and
should not be carried out. It is the
President’s duty to warn and advise
that an issue of this nature should be
resolved by normal procedure and not
shot gun tactics. We need a precedent
— as was set by him for President’s
Rule in Bihar — that appeals to the
President for a Joint Session will be
sent back for reconsideration if threat-
ened in advance or constitutionally
subversive.

This is all the more important for
POTO 1II. It is a new Act. It has never
been scrutinised by Parliament prop-
erly. It is hugely inimical to civil liber-
ties. We are just going through the
carnage of Gujarat where TADA was
most misused and the travesties in
Orissa following Ayodhya. The last
thing India wants or needs is to arm
partial State Governments with the
kind of massive powers that made TA-
DA infamous in design and use. Mean-
while, India is not defenceless. It has
preventive detention, an already over-
powering Criminal Procedure Code,
an existing Unlawful Association Act
and innumerable powers. Denial of
bail, telephone tapping, forfeiture of
property, reversal of burden of proof
are all serious issues that require prop-
er consideration. What is required is
the wisdom of Parliament not the
haste of a Joint Session.



WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 2002

D Opposition vowing the de-
feat of the Prevention\gf Terrorism Ordinance Bill
in the Rajya Sabha, the BJP-led Government is
preparing the ground for convening a joint ses-
sion of Parliament to muster the required majority
and ram the legislation through. In the specific
circumstances which prevail today, this is an un-
fortunate and unsatisfactory stratagem to change
the status of POTO — a severe piece of legislation
which raises legitimate concerns from a civil and
human rights perspective — from Ordinance to
Act. It is true that a constitutional provision exists
to convene a joint session of Parliament to consid-
er Bills passed by one House and rejected by the
other. But in the case of POTO, it is imperative to
adopt a long view — namely, to examine the de-
plorable manner in which the Government has
attempted to hustle it through from the very in-
ception. It began with the hasty issue of POTO as
an ordinance when there was no reason why it
could not have waited a little longer and been
introduced in the form of a Bill. Faced with an
ordinance that was in danger of lapsing, the Gov-
ernment had it re-promulgated (albeit with some
minor changes) despite the fact that rule by suc-
cessive ordinances goes directly against the con-
stitutional grain and amounts (as the Supreme
Court has ruled in one case) to a fraud on the
Constitution. Joint sessions of Parliament have
been convened under Article 108 on two previous
occasions, but the circumstances then, if not ma-
terially different, were at least free from the politi-
cal acrimony and the cynical manoeuvring
witnessed ever since the first POTO ordinance was
issued.

So much for the procedure (or really the lack of
it) which has attended the creation of a new ter-
rorism law. Even more worrying, is the substantive
aspect of the law itself. In some ways, POTO may
be a less severe version of TADA, but there are a
clutch of specific provisions — such as the use of

\) POTO AND PARLIAMENT

confessions made to the police and strict rules for
bail — which are extremely worrying from a civil
rights point of view. In a country like India, such
provisions catry the real risk of abuse and victimi-
sation at the best of times. But in these troubled
and communally vitiated times — when the tem-
peratures raised by the Ayodhya campaign have
scorched the body politic, when the embers of
Gujarat still glow in pain and in shame and when
lumpens belonging to the VHP and the Bajrang Dal
take the law into their own hands in Orissa — it is
difficult to avoid asking the proponents of POTO
why they want this law, whom they want to use it
against and whether they will ever use it fairly. |
Such questions become inevitable when the Chief
Minister of Gujarat can demand that POTO be
used against the criminals who perpetrated God-
hra but brush away the ensuing pogrom in his
State as a (possibly unavoidable) reaction. Such
questions also demand to be answered when a
Government slaps a ban on SIMI with alacrity, but
is prepared to handle the vandalism of the VHP
and the Bajrang Dal with no more than routine or
ritual reprimands. Very little that the BJP-led Gov-
ernment has done after issuing the first POTO or-
dinance has had the ring of sincerity. The attempt
to associate support for POTO with a sense of pa-
triotism and opposition to it as minority appease-
ment is a case in point. The manner in which the
ordinance was exploited as a campaign issue in the
recent Uttar Pradesh Assembly election is another
example which suggests that POTO, in the hands
of some of its most vocal advocates, is really more
about politics and less about terrorism. The BJP-
led Government may be correct when it points out
that any criminal law, and not just POTO, is liable
to misuse or abuse. But the question is whether
such a severe piece of legislation can be trusted in
the hands of a Government which has displayed
little or no sign of being fair and even-handed, Phe
answer, quite unequivocally, is no.

£HE HINDU
20 22



e

LS passes
POTO Bill

NEW DELHI, MARCH 18, The Lok
Sabha tonight passed a bill to
ratify the controversial anti-
terrorism ordinance (POTO).

In the division pressed by
the Opposition, 261 voted for
and 137 against. VQ |

The opposition staged a
walkout after the bill to
Replace the Prevention of
Terrorisim {second) Ordinance
was passed, following a ”
division. Key NDA \C\ i
constituents, Trinamoo ’
Congress, NCP and BSP stayed
away from the House during
the voting. The DMK, which
took an ambivalent stand
during the discussion, and its
rival AIADMK both supported
the bill during the voting.

Replving to a debate on the
bill, the Union Home Minister,
[.K. Advani, said the
Government had incorporated
changes suggested by various
political parties to ensure that
the measure was not misused.

“Safeguards have been
incorporated. 1 appeal to the
House to pass the bill
unanimously and that there
should be no dispute on that,”
Mr. Advani said.

Maintaining that POTO had
been enforced since October
24 last year, he said that so far
146 peaple, including five
Pakistanis, had been booked
under the measure in Jammu
and Kashmir, Delhi and
Gujarat among others. — PTI
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b
sets House

HT Correspondent r a
New Delhi, March 14 Y\' \

THE NDA Government in Parlia-
ment today did what the Opposi-
tion usually does: Creating pande-
monium and forcing an adjourn-
ment of the Lok Sabha for the en-
tire day after Congress leader S
Jaipal Reddy described the Cen-
tre’s plea for a symbolic puja at the
undisputed site in Ayodhya at the
Supreme Court as a “humungous
fraud on the nation”.

Prime Minister A B Vajpayee
read out a statement to the Lok
Sabha, defending Attorney-Gen-
eral Soli Sorabjee’s submission
before the Supreme Court: “It is
the constitutional duty of the At-
torney-General to interpret a law
or judgment of the court, when
asked by the court to do so. This is
what the A-G did when the
Supreme Court asked him yester-
day if a symbolic puja on the
undisputed acquired land in Ayo-
dhya was permissible”.

Bedlam was triggered during
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Not sorry

JAIPAL REDDY refused to
apologise for his remark on
the Prime Minister in the
House and said he did not use
“unparliamentary” language.
He stuck to his “formulation
and expression” at a meeting
with Deputy Speaker P M
Sayeed. Reddy said the lan-
guage may have been strong
but not unparliamentary, con-
sidering the reversal of stand
by the Government.

HTC, New Delhi

Zero Hour after Reddy rose
to seek clarification on Vajpay-
ee's statement on Sorabjee’s sub-
mission before the Supreme
Court vyesterday. It is a
humungous fraud on the na-
tion,” Reddy said.

Almost all ruling NDA mem-
bers, barring the TDP and Tri-

e 4
eddy remark on PM
on fire o

namool Congress, were up in
arms, shouting slogans and de-
manding an unconditional
apology from Reddy.

An agitated Mahajan egged on
NDA members to gather at the
edge of the well. The Treasury
demanded that Reddy apologise
to the House for use of “unpar-
liamentary language” against
“such a senior member and the
Prime Minister”. Mahajan was
seen speaking to former Prime
Minister Chandrashekhar who
tried to convince Reddy to with-
draw his word and apologise to
the House.

Reddy, however, refused, an-
gering the ruling coalition mem-
bers further. Chandrashekhar
also spoke to Vajpayee and other
senior ministers.

Deputy Speaker P M Sayeed
adjourned the House till 2 pm.
NDA members persisted after the
House assembled and gathered
near the well again following
which the House#as adjourned
for the day.
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" Lok Sabha adjourned over .,
Govt. stand in Supreme Court

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 13. The Government’s
stand on the Ayodhya issue in the Supreme
Court, and the Prime Minister, Atal Behari
Vajpayee’s refusal to explain it in the Lok
Sabha plunged the House in turmoil and
eventually led to its adjournment for the
day.

Trouble erupted towards the end of ques-
tion hour, as news of Government’s stand
in the apex court reached the House. Angry
Opposition MPs were on their feet charging
the Government with “misleading” them
and demanded an explanation from Mr.
Vajpayee. Somnath Chatterjee, Priya Ran-
jan Dasmunshi, Buta Singh and Mulayam
Singh Yadav accused the Government of
“misleading the country.” The agitated
members trooped into the well of the
House raising slogans and demanding Mr.
Vajpayee’s predence. Sensing their belliger-

All along, the Treasury benches, non-
plussed by the Supreme Court ruling in fa-
vour of maintaining status quo, did not
react.

The Congress president and Leader of the
Opposition, Sonia Gandhi, conferred with
Mr. Chatterjee and G. M. Banatwala in her
party office. She also consulted the former
Prime Ministers, Deve Gowda and Chan-
drashekbar. As soon as the House assem-
bled after lunch, a determined Opposition
raised a din, demanding Mr. Vajpayee’s
presence.

However, his arrival a few minutes later
failed to cool tempers as he showed no
signs of yielding to the Opposition’s de-
mand for a statement. The Union Home
Minister, L. K. Advani, looked on impassive-
ly as a large number of Opposition MPs
trooped into the well. He even made a fee-
ble attempt to intervene in vain.

Soon, the BJP members joined the “ac-
tion” and shouted counter-slogans. Mr.
Chatterjee said it was only proper for the
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Prime Minister to explain why his Govern-
ment had “misled”” the House, the all-party
meeting and the President. Shivraj Patil of
the Congress said the Government should
allow the Opposition to make its point be-
fore Mr. Vajpayee spoke. But Mr. Vajpayee
showed no signs of responding.

With the sloganeering reaching a feverish
pitch, Mr. Sayeed adjourned the House till 4
p.m. A meeting of senior leaders in his
chamber failed to break the deadlock. At
the meeting, the Opposition continued to
insist on a statement from Mr. Vajpayee,
with the Government refusing to relent.

Tension continued as the House reas-
sembled. Mr. Vajpayee stayed away. The
Law Minister, Arun Jaitley’s attempt to ex-
plain things was shouted down by the Op-
position MPs, who again trooped i
well of the House. With the be:
ing no sings of easing, the L
adjourned for the day.

Sabha was
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“Sonia alleges_breach

of rul

during debaté on Gujarat riots

Times News Network
NEW DELHI: The normally reticent Congress leader
Sonia Gandhi, who is not given to impromptu inter-
ventions during parliamentary discussions, created a
stir in the Lok Sabha on Monday when she raised an
angry protest during the ongoing debate on the
Gujarat violence. She charged that the BJP MPs were
being given documents by officers from the
officials’ gallery which is against the rules.
The house was, consequently, plunged into
chaos as Congress members took the cue
from their agitated leader and rushed to the
well of house to register their protests even as
BJP members sought to shout them down.
The drama unfolded when BJP member
Bhavna Chikalia put up a stout defence of the
handling of the Gujarat situation by the
Narendra Modi ministry and alleged that
local Congress leaders were actually involved in the
" Godhra incident. She also waved a photocopy of a
document to support her contention and wanted to
place it on the table of the house. Congress members
were just about responding to this charge when sev-
eral BJP members started flashing photocopies of the
same document.
It was during this clash that Ms Gandhi, who had
been following the debate quietly till then, got up agi-
tatedly to protest that officials from the officers gallery

MRS R RS RN
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had passed on documents to BJP members. Ms
Gandhi, who was in an unusually combative mood,
then walked up to the speaker’s chair and repeated her
charge as her remarks were drowned in the shouting,
She could be seen gesticulating angrily and shaking her
head in disbelief even after she returned to her seat
while she narrated the incident to her colleagues.
- Responding to Sonia’s prompting,
B Congress members rushed to the well while
4 party chief whip Priyaranjan Dasmunshi
pointed out that the whole episode could be
viewed on the close circuit television
installed in the house. Raghuvansh Prasad
Singh, who was in the chair, pointed out that
rules clearly stated that members could not
take the help of officials, only ministers
could, and that members were also not
allowed to distribute any document or paper
which had no bearing on the ongoing debate. BJP
members denied taking documents from any official
and instead charged that Congress MP Renuka
Chaudhary, who had moved towards the officials’
gallery, was threatening officials.
This exchange of allegations continue with neither
side showing any sings of relenting. Home minister
Advani counselled both sides to keep peace and
allow the debate to continue while asking the chair
to give a ruling later.
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LS condemns Modi
over Gu) arat rlots

Statesman News Service

NEW DELHIL, March 11. — The
Opposition today condemned
Gujarat chief minister Mr Naren-
dra Modi for failing to take pre-
emptive measures to contain
communal violence after the
Godhra carnage on 27 February.
Some ruling coalition allies also
criticised the Gujarat govern-
ment for failing to tackle the
situation.

Admitting that the Gujarat
riots were a "blot" on the nation, §
Union home minister Mr LK
Advani rejected the Opposition
demand for his resignation and
the sacking of the Gujarat chief

"T don't think it would be right for me to reverse
the state government's decision.”

Defendmg the Modi government, he said it had,
in fact, brought the situation
under control within 72 hours
after the outbreak of violence.

In the Lok Sabha, Mr Yerran
Naidu of the TDP and Miss Ma-
mata Banerjee of the Trinamul
said Gujarat has a long history of
communal riots and the state gov-
ernment should have responded
immediately after 57 kar sevaks
| were burnt to death in Godhra.
| Initiating the debate, Mr Priya
Ranjan Das Munshi of the Con-
gress reminded the Centre of its
duty to uphold the image of the
country known for its secular val-
ues and culture.

minister Mr Narendra Modi.

The Opposition staged a walk-
out in both Houses in response.

Replying to an eight-hour discussion in Lok
Sabha tonight on the Godhra massacre and
subsequent violence, Mr Advani remained non-
committal on the issue of appointing a sitting
Supreme Court judge to probe it.

"Sweeping allegations against the police,
administration and the chief minister is highly
unfair and totally unjustified. If Mr Modi had been
hand-in-glove, 100 people would not have been
killed in police firing," he said.

In the Rajya Sabha, on the opposition demand
for his and Mr Modi's resignation, Mr Advani said
it had become a habit for political leaders to
demand the resignation.

To the demand for a probe by a sitting Supreme
Court judge, Mr Advani said the state government
has ordered a judicial inquiry and named a judge.

Mr Narendra Modi

He charged the chief minister
with ignoring ground realities.
Perceptions differed when Mr
Somnath Chatterjee of the CPI-M, Prof VK
Malhotra of the BIP and Mr Anand Gite of the
Shiv Sena gave different stories of the
“relief camps”.

Opposition members said the relief camps were
being run by NGOs and stories of violence, arson
and killings were pouring in from the camps.

Mr Gite refuted the claim saying he had visited
the camps and both Hindus and Muslims were vic-
tims of killings and arson.

The Opposition was trying to paint a picture in
which only section of society was being victimised.

There was pandemonium in the House when
Mrs Sonia Gandhi said that an official Had passed
on a leaflet to a BJP member which was in violation
of the rules on conduct of business of the Lok

Sabha. /




/ﬁung Houses worry

Statesman News Service

Sabha last week. The rest of the
four working days were lost in
mourning (three days) and disruption.
Nevertheless Friday was significant,
since for the first time the government
conceded the fact that there was some-
thing missing in the Indian Constitu-
tion, which ought to be amended yet
again, to deal with the verdict in elec-
tions if it happens to be fractured.

The SP and the CPI-M members
cried foul, accusing the Centre and the
UP Governor of denying Mr Mulayam
Singh Yadav his right to form the gov-
ernment by virtue of being elected as the
leader of the largest single party in UP.

Since most of the ‘leaders’ in Parlia-
ment were out in Gujarat on Friday,
the leader of the House, Mr Atal Be-
hari Vajpayee, was present. And what
he said was significant.

The Prime Minister told the Lok
Sabha that should all political parties

IT was only a day’s affair in the Lok

agree the Centre was prepared to dis-
cuss +- if the law is to be amended —
to make it obligatory for the Governor
of a state to invite the leader of the sin-
gle largest party in the Assembly if no
single party or group of alliance has
the bare majority in the legislature.
Given the trend in some states, it is
likely that in future polls too clear ma-
jority might elude parties or alliances.

week in
LOK SABHA

But far from grasping the seriousness
of the subject, the Opposition mem-
bers stuck to the beaten track of hurl-
ing accusations and creating disorder.

Friday, 8 March, being the Interna-
tional Women’s Day, something had to
be said or done in the Lok Sabha to
show that our politicians are also con-
scious about women welfare.

Mrs Sumitra Mahajan, minister of

X STATESH

lawmakers
Pordia vt
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state, introduced the Domestic Vio-

lence Bill 2002, to curb the day-to-day
atrocities against women, particularly

abuses and assault on women in house-
hold. The draft of the bill, however, is
misleading and appeared to be fully til-
ted in favour of men.

The women members, on their part,
pressed their demand of bringing the
Women Reservation Bill, ensuring 33
per cent reservation in state legislature
and Parliament. The Bill somehow has
been sent to the archives of Parliament
Library in absence of consensus among
the political parties.

Mr Vajpayee came out with the idea
that the government was ready to *
consider’ the issue, if parties develop a
consensus to go by the suggestion of
the Election Commission of India.

The Commission is of the view that
instead of amending the Constitution,
the parties should adopt resolutions
and make it a written commitment in
iheir party constitution, to. offer 33 per
cent of the seats in elections to women
candidates.

7
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Rajya Sabha MPs cross swor

over Modi’s

Times News Network

NEW DELHI: If the Gujarat pogroms we angry
Hindu reaction to the Godhra train massacre of
February 27, why were Muslims being hupted and
killed only in that state? Do Hindus elsewhete identi-
fy less with their faith or people?

“The answer is so clear,” said CPI(M) member
Nilotpal Basu on Thursday, at the outset of the Rajya
Sabha debate on Gujarat. The discussion was taken up
after the house was adjourned in the morning amidst
noisy scenes over the Gujarat and Ayodhya issues.
“Nowhere else is the BJP in such power; nowhere else
are the Vishwa Hindu Parishad and RSS so strong.”

Mr Basu and Congress chief whip Pranab
Mukherjee, who initiated the debate, besides some
opposition members who spoke, demanded to know
what moral justification the state chief minister had to
continue in office. Reading out Gujarat CM Narendra
Modi’s several statements on how things were basi-
cally under control and how the mass violence was
quite understandable, Mr Mukherjee asked the ruling
party if this was their conception of a CM’s job. He
and others went on to ask Union home minister L.K.
Advani if he had measured up to his job at all. Clearly
not, they said.

The ruling party’s Gopalsinh Solanki, an MP from
Gujarat who was chosen to lead the debate from the
BJP side, said Mr Modi’s administration had actually
done a commendable job. The situation was brought
larely under control in a little over 72 hours. Contrast

erformances’

e
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this, he said, with the Congress record of controlling
mass violence in the riots of 1969, 1980 and 1985, etc,
when places remained under curfew for weeks, and
even months.

Later, Union law minister Arun Jaitley made an
allied point: data showed the police had actually
arrested close to 4,000 rioters over the first five days
of violence, and shot dead 98 rioters. Contrast this, he
said, to the November 1984 anti-Sikh pogrom in the
nation’s capital, Delhi, under Congress rule, when
3,000 people were massacred in one day, with the
police twirling their thumbs.

Mr Jaitley said he condemned the post-Godhra riot-
ers and killers without any reservation. It was an inhu-
man act and it is solely for the police and government
to punish anyone for a crime, not any citizen’s self-
appointed task. But so much of the criticism was
based on hearsay and falsity, as in the common belief
about Mr Modi having said the violence was an equal
and opposite reaction to the Godhra killings, when he
had never said anything of the sort, Jaitley said. Stop
scoring cheap political points if you want a proper
introspection, he said, to approving thumping of desks
by Advani and other BJP members.

The decision to discuss actually took half the day.
The entire morning sesion was drowned in shouting
and counter-roars, leading chairperson Krishan Kant
to twice adjourn the house, with nothing done gr
decided. Sanity prevailed only a little befoyw\f?\,
with the discussion proceeding after that.
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By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 3. A three-
member inquiry committee
headed by Lt.Gen. A. Natarajan
and including two technical
members was today appointed

- by the Ministry of Civil Aviation
| to report on the helicopter crash

in Andhra Pradesh which killed
the Speaker of the Lok Sabha,
G.M.C. Balayogi, his private sec-
retary, K.S. Raju and the pilot,
Capt. G.V. Menon.

The Ministry asserted that no
report of any in-flight emergen-
cy had been received from the
helicopter by either the Hydera-
bad or the Chennai ATCs. The
Deccan Aviation Bell 206 heli-
copter VT-DAP of 1991 vintage
which was on a non-scheduled
flight from Bhimavaram “had a
valid certificate of airworthi-
ness’ at the time of the acci-
dent, the Ministry stated.

On receipt of information of
the accident, the Regional Con-
troller of Air Safety, office of the
Director-General of Civil Avia-

inistry appoints
nquiry committee

tion in Hyderabad, Bir Singh
Rai, had rushed to the spot to
carry out on-the-site investiga-
tions.

According to an eye-witness
account when the helicopter
was coming down the engine
sound of the aircraft could be
heard. It hit a coconut tree and
fell nose down in a fish pond
near Koluru Lake in village Kai-
kalur, the Ministry stated. The
eye-witness also reported foggy
conditions and poor visibility at
the time of the accident, about
7.45 a.m.

Delay in Army
deployment denied

NEW DELHI, MARCH 3. The Defence
Minister, George Fernandes, who
submitted a report to the Prime
Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee,
on his visit to Gujarat denied
charges of delay in sending the
Army to the riot-torn State. He
had gone to take stock of the sit-
uation and the steps taken to
curtail violence. — UNI



~OBITUARY: GMC BALAYO 1(1951-2002)
Speaker who grew
» .~with the job
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In simple physical terms climbipg just a few stairs will suffice to

negotiate the difference in height between the floor of the Lok

Sabha and the Speaker’s podiurh. The impartial manner in which
GMC Balayogi conducted himself as the presiding officer of the
apex legislature proved that the difference in those levels went far
beyond the physical. Hence the mourning was genuine as news of
his untimely death circulated across the country.

It was with virtually no credentials that Balayogi assumed that of-
fice in 1998, He had served only one term in the House without hav-
ing really made a mark.

It was also rather well known that he was not his party leadershi-
p’s first choice for the post, but was better positioned than the more
preferred person to rush to the Capital to file nomination papers for
the Speaker’s election.

Even worse, it soon became obvious that the dirty tricks depart-
ment of the ruling entity had both embarrassed and ditched his im-
mediate and popular predecessor, Mr PA Sahgma. making the elec-
tion to the highest of parliamentary offices a truly murky affair.

Add to that a lack of fluency in Hindi, the language used most of-
ten in the legislature, and it was clear that the new Speaker would
have a hard time conducting the business of a House whose mem-
bers increasingly ignored the traditions of decorum, dignity and so-
briety. The 12th Lok Sabha opened to scenes of the proverbial fish
market — unparliamentary though that description might be.

Yet when it was time to elect the Speaker of the 13th (the present)
Lok Sabha there was only one candidate — Balayogi. Among those
who formally proposed his name on a set of nomination forms was
the leader of the Opposition. '

That was not contrived-consensus attained through political ne-
gotiation. The 12th Lok Sabha had not lasted a full term, but it had
sufficed for Balayogi to establish his place on the podium.

What really earned him the respect due to Mr Speaker was his re-
fusal to bow to covert political pressure and be hustled into a move
that might have averted the government of the BJP-led alliance
(which his Telugu Desam Party strongly supported, albeit from “out-
side” coming a cropper after Miss Jayalalitha withdrew the
AIADMK from the coalition.

The numbers game, everyone knew, would go down to the wire.
As heads were counted when the motion of confidence was being
debated the tally indicated that it would boil down to a single vote.
Seated in the Congress benches was Mr Girdhar Gomango who had
just been elected chief minister of Orissa, but had yet to resign his
Lok Sabha seat. :

That became a vote of contention. The treasury benches mounted
a strong assault, technical as well as political and sought to press the
Chair into adjudicating the validity of Mr Gomango’s vote. Balayo-
gi refused to be drawn into the political squabble: he left it to the
“good sense” of the member. The government fell.

Yet his was not a one-act play. With the institution being reduced
to an excessively politicised battlefield, orderly proceedings in the
13th Lok Sabha became a casualty and adjournments, noisy scenes
in the well, near-physical confrontation was just about all took
place.

Disgusted and dismayed, Balayogi took the initiative to get the
House to eventually adopt a code of conduct, with provisions for
stringent penalties.

How effective that code will be is for the members to now prove.
There would be many other “features” of Balayogi’s tenure as
Mr Speaker: the first Dalit, the youngest person to be elected to the
Chair, the first to die in office.

What will ever stamp him as distinct is that, unlike the majorityof
people in contemporary public life, he grew with the M
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‘Balayogi ki

BID FOR EMERGENCY LANDING FAILS

By Our Special Corresponde

VIJAYAWADA, MARCH 3. The Lok Sabha Speaker,
G.M.C. Balayogi, died when a private helicopter
in which he was travelling crashed while trying
to make an emergency landing at Kovvadalanka

. village in Kolleru area of Krishna district this

morning. His assistant secretary, Sathi Raju, and

- pilot, Girija Vallabha Menon (48) of Kochi, were

also killed.
It was literally a death call for Mr. Balayogi

| who cancelled his scheduled journey by train
i from Eluru to Visakhapatnam last night at the

behest of his friend and Christian missionary, S.
A. Paul. Mr. Paul had persuaded him to stay
back in Bhimavaram and offered to fly him to
Hyderabad in his helicopter today to catch his
flight to Delhi in the morning.

The helicopter developed some technical snag

. soon after take off at Bhimavaram at 7.15 a.m.

The pilot made frantic efforts to land and ho-
vered in vain over Kovvadalanka village, hardly
30 km away. He could not find a safe landing
place among the fish ponds dotting the entire
landscape. Poor visibility due to fog compound-

. ed his problems.

The pilot finally tried to land on the narrow
stretch of a pond bund but failed. When he tried

"1 to go up again, he hit a coconut tree and the

propeller at the rear end broke. The copter
plunged into the pond. Mr. Balayogi suffered
multiple injuries on the skull, legs and hands
and was found dead on the seat.

Mr. Balayogi came to West Godavari district
on Saturday to visit the ancient Venkateswara
temple at Dwaraka Tirumala. Many other pro-
grammes had been arranged for him at Eluru
and Tanuku. After his dinner at Tanuku, he
wanted to catch either the Godavari or the Go-
wathmi Express and reach Hyderabad or Visak-
hapatnam to board a flight for Delhi.

Mr. Paul, who was camping at Bhimavaram
for prayer-healing, called on Mr. Balayogi and
requested him to go over and meet the Arkansas
Governor, Mike Huckabee, who was visiting In-
dia. Mr. Balayogi obliged them. They wanted
him to have dinner with them but Mr. Balayogi
declined saying he had already had his din-
ner.“You can smell my hand,” he told them.

While the two Christians left Bhimavaram for

Two-day mourning

[

declared

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, MARCH 3. The Union Cabinet today
condoled the death of the Lok Sabha Speaker, G.
M. C. Balayogi, killed in a copter crash in Andhra
Pradesh, and decided to observe a two-day na-
tional mourning and accord a State funeral to the
departed leader. The national flag will fly at half-
mast on Government buildings as a mark of re-
spect and all official functions stand cancelled.

Tributes poured in, with the President, K. R.
Narayanan, the Vice-President, Kishan Kant, the
Prime Minister, Atal Behari Vajpayee, and leaders
of various political parties and organisations ex-
pressing shock over the death of Mr. Balayogi —
first Lok Sabha Speaker to die in harness.

Everyone recalled the affable and smooth man-
ner in which the youngest Speaker conducted the
proceedings of the 12th and 13th Lok Sabha and
capad’ everybody along during a difficult phase.

@d in c0pter

?rash

%,
L

The Andhra Pradesh Chief Minister,

N. Chandrababu Naidu, paying floral tributes
to the Lok Sabha Speaker, G.M.C. Balayogi,
at the Eluru Government Hospital
‘'on Sunday. — Photo: Ch. Vijaya Bhaskar

Visakhapatnam by separate helicopters, Mr. Ba-
layogi left for Hyderabad by the spare helicop-
ter.

According to an eye-witness, Thirupathi Ven-
kanna, who was feeding fish in his three-acre
pond when the copter crashed, “the chopper ho-
vered over our ponds for some time before try-
ing to get down on the bund of an adjacent pond
owned by Anjaneyulu. Fearing danger, Anjaney-
ulu jumped into the pond. The chopper had al-
most touched the water but rose again to hit a
coconut tree...

“It was cinematic. We panicked as there was
smoke. The smoke subsided within five minutes
and we went near the copter. We saw the pilot
breathing his last and the two other occupants
were dead.”

Manikyalarao, a farmer, learnt from the diary
on the spot that the deceased was Mr. Balayogi.
Using his cellphone, he informed police at Aki-
veedu and two others whose numbers were
found in the diary. Police arrived soon after
“making. us realise that the deceased was a big
man,” Mr. Venkanna said. -

The farmers extricated the bodies and carried
them to the Eluru-Bhimavaram road, 2 km
away, by a country boat used for feeding the fish
and handed them over to the officials.

Body to be kept in Parliament House

Our Special Correspondent reports from
New Delhi:

The body of Mr. Balayogi will be brought to
the Capital tomorrow morning and kept at the
Parliament House from 8 a.m. to 10.45 a.m. to
enable the parliamentarians and staff members
to pay their tributes. This was decided at a meet-
ing called by the Parliamentary Affairs Minister,
Pramod Mahajan, this evening. The body will
then be flown to his hometown in Andhra Pra-

desh for the funeral.
More reports on Page 1:7
v
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GUJARAT INCIDENT / BJP MPs QUESTION SENIOR MINISTERS

Angry scenes in Lok Sabha

By Our Special
Correspondent

NEW DELHI, FEB. 28. The spectré of
a communal conflagration in
Gyjarat and the danger of its
freading elsewhere did not
tevent Vinay Katiyar, BJP MP
m Faizabad-Ayodhya, from
ually attacking the Govern-
nt and its Ministers for dar-
to ask the Vishwa Hindu
ishad to roll back its temple
hstruction plan.
he venue was the Lok Sabha
aﬁd the verbal assault led to an
romptu statement from the
ion Home Minister, LK. Ad-
hi, after the budget presenta-
tiin. The Speaker’s indulgence
in allowing the statement
helped cool the tempers and the
budget was presented smoothly
although earlier Mr. Katiyar had
threatened not to allow it.
Even before the House as-
sembled, Mr. Katiyar and fellow
MP from Padrauna, Ram Nagi-
na Mishra, were seen gesticulat-
ing and talking angrily with Mr.

Advani and Minister, Murh
nohar Joshi. “Jo Hindu hit Ll
baat karega, wahi desh mein raj
karega (only those who are pro-
Hindu can govern this coun-
try),” the VHP activists among
BJP MPs shouted. ‘“Ram bhakt
ke hatiyaron ko phansi do
phansi do (hang those who
killed the Ram bhakts),” they
chanted, referring to the grue-
some Godhra incident. In re-
sponse Mr Advani simply stood
before them with his hands
folded.

In fact, for about 15 minutes
even before the House proceed-
ings began and after the Speak-
er took his chair, the Opposition
mutely watched some BJP MPs
shouting angrily at senior BJP
Ministers. It seemed as if the in-
ternal bickerings within the
sangh parivar had spilled out in
the open, and would have also
gone on air had it not been for
someone quickly stopping the
live telecast that was ready to
present the budget to the
people.

Advani’s statement

Mr. Advani made a brief
statement later. He said the
Centre was in constant touch
with the State Government. Im-
mediately after Wednesday’s at-
tack on the Sabarmati Express
at Godhra he had alerted States
to take action to prevent com-
munal flare-ups. A judicial in-
quiry by a retired High Court
judge had been ordered and 40
persons arrested in connection
with the incident in which 58
persons were reportedly killed.
Trouble had also broken out in
Ahmedabad, Vadodara and
Anand where four persons had
been killed in different
incidents.

Mr. Advani said the Govern-
ment would try and find out
whether only local residents
were involved in the murderous
attack or “there was another an-
gle to it.” He indicated that in
the present security environ-
ment nothing could be ruled
out.

Sympathising with the an-

guish of members who earlier in
the day had occupied the well of
the House, Mr. Advani said
“there can be no two opinions
on the incident, no words were
strong enough to condemn the
Godhra attack.” He also added
that perhaps the burning of
coaches with passengers on
board was the worst ever inci-
dent of violence. He promised
to get back to the House when ‘
he had more information.

Echo in RS

The Godhra incident echoed
in the Rajya Sabha when it met
at 2 p.m. Members sought a
statement from the Govern-
ment and the chair said a de-
tailed discussion could be held
later.

The Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Manmohan Singh, said it
was a ‘“‘ghastly tragedy which
had led to loss of many lives. It
was the obligation of the Cen-
tral and State governments to
protect the lives of citizens.”
Many other MPs expressed sim-

ilar views/
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Commonwéalth Speakers coyemn aFack on Parliament

By Our Special Correspondent

NEW DELHI, JAN. 10. Members of the
Standing Committee of Common-
wealth Speakers and Presiding Of-
ficers today joined the Lok Sabha
Speaker, G.M.C. Balayogi, in con-
demning the December 13 attack
on Parliament House.

Mr. Balayogi, who is attending
the 16th Conference of Common-
wealth Speakers in Kasane, Bot-

swana emphasised the need to
sensitise youth about the evil of
terrorism which poses a serious
threat to civilisation, democratic
values and pluralistic societies.
The Standing Committee com-
prises Speakers of Australia, Ke-
nya, UK., Bangladesh, Canada
and Zimbabwe among others.

In one of the four papers he pre-
sented on Parliament’s responsib-

ility and role in ‘raising the
political awareness of youth, the
Lok Sabha Speaker also drew at-
tention to the terrorist attack at
the heart of Indian democracy —
its Parliament.

He told the conference that the
“nefarious design of terrorists was
to paralyse our country politically
and leave it completely devastat-
ed. The terrorist attack on Indian

N__—__.
Parliament was virtually an act of
war against the people of India
and was most shocking and pro-
vocative.”

It is only by awakening the peo-
ple, particularly the youth, against
the dangerous consequences of
terrorism, that this scourge can be

rooted out,” Mr. Balayogi told the .

meeting of the Standing Commit-
tee which met on January 8.
SN

i
¥



{yodhya heat disrupts
Parliament ?&ssion
g” -

NEW DELHI, Feb. 26. - Proceedings in both Houses of Parliament
were disrupted today by the Opposition over the Ayodhya issue.

The matter was raised during the Question Hour in the Lok Sab-
ha. The Opposition demanded immediate discussion on the subject.
The Prime Minister intervened and told the House that the govern-
ment was ready to discuss the subject and asked the members not to
disrupt the proceedings as theRailway Budget was to follow after the
Question Hour. Mr Atal Behari Vajpayee assured the members that
the government was committed to maintain law and order and status
quo at Ayodhya though the goveérnment would like the dispute to be
resolved mutually by the parties concerned.

The Opposition didn’t pay any heed to Mr Vajpayee’s appeals and
the Lok Sabha was adjourned for half-an-hour. Later, the Opposi-
tion allowed the papers to be laid on the table and Mr Nitish Kumar
present the Railway Budget proposals for the year 2002-03.

When the Lok Sabha reassembled after lunch, Opposition mem-
bers wanted a discussion on Ayodhya, Mr Raghuvansh Prasad
Singh, who was in the Speaker’s chair adjourned the House for the
day when Congress and SP members refused to calm down.
— SNS

UK worried over/
Pak nukes’ fate

NEW DELHI, Feb. 26. - Britain
remains worried about the possi-
bility of Pakistan’s nuclear assets
falling into the hands of terro-
rists. Sir Kevin Tebbit, a top Brit-
ish defence ministry official who
is here for discussions with Mr
Yogendra Narain, the defence
secretary, as part of the defence
consultative group between the
two countries, said today that
Pakistan had assured Britain
that it had complete command
and control over its nuclear as-
sets. But, he added, the. issue
“remains a matter of grave
concern”.

Hawk negotiations: Defence
secretary Mr Narain said that
negotiations were on for acquir-
ing the Hawk advanced jet
trainer from Britain, stalled for
a long while. — SNS



