
BHS-HMS/1A/11.00 

The House met at eleven of the clock, 
Mr. CHAIRMAN in the Chair. 

---- 

MEMBER SWORN 

Shri N. Gokulakrishnan (Puducherry) 

 
ALLOCATION OF TIME FOR DISPOSAL OF GOVERNMENT 

LEGISLATIVE AND OTHER BUSINESS 
 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  I have to inform Members that the Business 

Advisory Committee in its meeting held on the 26th of November, 2015, 

allotted time for Government Legislative and other Business, as 

indicated below:-  

BUSINESS     TIME ALLOTTED 

1. Consideration and passing of the 
following Bills, as passed by Lok 
Sabha:- 

(a) The Scheduled Castes and 
Scheduled Tribes (Prevention 
of Atrocities) Amendment Bill, 
2015. 

 
 
 

 
 
 

four hours 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
(b) The Appropriation Acts 

(Repeal) Bill, 2015. 
 

(c) The Repealing and Amending 
(Third) Bill, 2015. 

 
(d) The Whistle Blowers Protection 

(Amendment) Bill, 2015. 
 

2. Further Consideration and passing of 
the Juvenile Justice (Care and 
Protection of Children) Bill, 2015, as 
passed by Lok Sabha. 

 
3. Further Consideration and passing of 

the Prevention of Corruption 
(Amendment) Bill, 2013. 

 
4. Consideration and passing of the Child 

Labour (Prohibition and Regulation) 
Amendment Bill, 2012. 

 
5. Consideration and passing of the 

Negotiable Instruments (Amendment) 
Bill, 2015. 

 
6. Further Consideration and passing of 

the Constitution (One Hundred and 

 
one hour 

(To be discussed 
together) 

 
 
 

three hours 
 
 

four hours 
 
 
 
 

three hours 
 
 
 

four hours 
 
 
 

two hours 
 
 
 

four hours  
 



Twenty Second Amendment) Bill, 2014, 
as passed by Lok Sabha and as 
reported by the Select Committee of 
Rajya Sabha. 

 
7. Consideration and passing of the Real 

Estate (Regulation and Development) 
Bill, 2013, as reported by the Select 
Committee of Rajya Sabha. 

 
 
 
 
 

two hours 

 

 

The Committee also recommended that in view of the 

adjournment of the House for the day on Thursday, the 26th of 

November, 2015, as a mark of respect to the memory of Shri Khekiho 

Zhimomi, sitting Member, the Discussion on ‘Commitment to India’s 

Constitution as part of the 125th Birth Anniversary Celebration of Dr. 

B.R. Ambedkar’, previously scheduled for the 26th and 27th November, 

2015, will now be taken up on Friday, the 27th of November and 

Monday, the 30th of November, 2015.  Accordingly, there will be no 

Zero Hour, no Question Hour or any other Business on Monday, the 

30th of November, 2015.            

   (Ends)  



DISCUSSION ON COMMITMENT TO INDIA’S CONSTITUTION AS 
PART OF THE 125TH BIRTH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF  

DR. B.R. AMBEDKAR 
 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Hon. Members, as decided yesterday and in view of 

the adjournment of the House due to the passing away of a sitting 

Member, the discussion scheduled for November, 26th and 27th will 

now be held today and on Monday, the 30th.   

 Hon. Members will recall that in terms of the ‘Oath or 

Affirmation’ prescribed in the Third Schedule of the Constitution, they 

undertake to - and I quote: “bear true faith and allegiance to the 

Constitution of India”.   Our discussion today and on Monday will 

undoubtedly focus on the contribution of Dr. B.R. Ambedkar to the 

framing of the Constitution. 

 I now request the Leader of the House to initiate the discussion.   

(Followed by VKK/1B) 

AKG-VKK/1B/11.05 

/012 34/ (67 89: ;0<=7) : BCDEFG HIJKLM NF, OP BKQJ BIJDF हST 

LQ BKUV OWXV YH OहZ[KSE\ ]]^ O_ IJ` aVUV QJ ObQJ LCGJ हcd  eJ. IFODJ[ 

fghVeQD QV  NiO QJ Gह 125[JT [j\ हcd  YH CVk O_ QV [a HlL[mJU LUO^MJ QV  

nK O_ हF Uहo, hpqQ rQ HOJN HWmJDQ QV  nK O_, LDstO\D QV  nK O_ uUQJ 



Gv`CJU LQHF fiG HV QO Uहo DहJd  LNH KLDpwxLM O_ [V KcCJ हWr, hyV हWr, 

LNH fiGJG QJ HJOUJ uUQv QDUJ KyJ, avQMlz QV  CJGDV O_, avQMlz QF 

HlwxJ{l O_ L[|[JH D}MV हWr uH fiGJG QV  L}aJs Qc HV Hlघj\ LQGJ NJ 

HQMJ हc �D HOJN uH fiGJG QF KLDpwxLM HV hJहD LUQaV, uHQV  �GJ-

�GJ DJwMV MG QD HQMV हP, [ह OJ \̀ uiह�UV YH CVk Qv hMJGJ हcd  LNH 

HlL[mJU QF �J���` HLOLM QV  [V f�G� xV, kJGC hहWM QO av` NJUMV हP 

LQ hहWM QO HOG O_, QW � OहFU� O_ uH �J���` QOV�F UV fKUF QJD\[J� 

KSDF QF xF �D uHQV  hJC Nh [ह HlL[mJU HIJ O_ NJMJ xJ, Mv Nv HlL[mJU 

QJ rQ-rQ flk हvMJ xJ, uHQV  Hghim O_ uUQF Nv L��KEF DहMF xF, BN 

IF uH HlL[mJU QF OSa IJ[UJ Qv HOXUJ �D uHQV  KF�V �GJ QJDE DहV, 

�GJ MQ\  DहV, eJ. fghVeQD QV  HlL[mJU HIJ O_ Nv [�M�G xV, [V BN IF 

HOJN QV  Lar hहWM OहZ[ QV  हPd  BN uH HlL[mJU Qv hUV 65 [j\ हv ]WQV  हP 

�D Nh हO KF�V OWy QD CV}MV हP LQ YH 65 [j\ QV  GW` O_ KSDF CWLUGJ QV  

fiCD LQMUV KLD[M\U Br, Mv LQMUV �HV CVk xV, NहJT avQMJlLzQ हWQS OM_ 

HOJ�M हv `�l, sbN UV हWQS OM HTIJa aF हc; LQMUV �HV CVk xV, NहJT LQHF 

�Gp�M QV  BmJD KD MJUJkJहF KcCJ हv `�; LQMUV �HV CVk xV, NहJT mO\ QV  

BmJD KD Qv� MJUJkJहF KcCJ हv `�, aVLQU Gह uH HlL[mJU QJ rQ 

Gv`CJU xJ �D YH CVk O_ LNU avQMJlLzQ OSqG� Qv wxJLKM LQGJ `GJ, 

uHQJ rQ Gv`CJU xJ LQ Nh QIF हOJDF LQHF HlwxJ KD GJ avQMlz KD 

}MDJ IF OTeDJGJ, Mv HOJN O_ YMUF MJQM xF LQ हO uHQV  HJx LUK� KJr 



�D हD KLDpwxLM QV  uKDJlM YH CVk QJ avQMlz �D avQMJlLzQ HlwxJrT 

�D ONhSM हvQD hJहD LUQaF हPd  Q� hJD हO_ Gह Hv]UJ KyV`J LQ 1947 

HV KहaV Gह CVk hहWM hyJ xJ, 1947 O_ hT�[JDJ हWB, rQ हF �QJD QV  av` 

Nh Cv LहwH� O_ hT� `r, Mv �GJ QJDE xJ LQ हOJDV CVk O_ avQMlz ONhSM 

हvMJ ]aJ `GJ, KD KyvH O_ �HF pwxLM Uहo xFd   

(1HF/QV raNF KD NJDF)     

KLG-KR/1C/11.10 

67 89: ;0<=7 (@A2B1): �D kJGC हOJDV HlL[mJU LUO^MJ{l UV, LNiह�UV 

avQMlz QF wxJKUJ QF �D avQMlz QF Nv HlwxJrl हP, uUQv ONhSM LQGJ, 

uUQJ IF fKUJ Gv`CJU xJd OP Q� hJD Hv]MJ हST LQ QW � flMD �HV xV, Nv 

wK�� DहVd हOJDJ ]WUJ[ BGv` �HJ xJ, Nv LU�K� ]WUJ[ QD[JMJ xJd हOJDF 

iGJGKJLaQJ �HF xF, Nv w[Mlz xF, Nv QV [a HDQJD �GJ ]JहMF हc uHQv 

CV}QD fKUJ LUE\G Uहo QDMF xFd हOJDF HVUJ �D sbN �HF xF, Nv 

�vsV kUa xF, LNHUV DJNUFLM QV  HJx Nv rQ sJHaJ हvUJ xJ, [ह हOVkJ 

hUJQD D}J �D YU Hh HlwxJ{l QJ, LNUQv हOJDV LUO^MJ{l UV }yJ 

LQGJ, uUQJ rQ Gv`CJU DहJd BN हOJDJ IF CJLGZ[ हc LQ rQ hJD OWyQD 

YU Hh HlwxJ{l KD �D Nv HlL[mJU eJ. fghVeQD UV hUJGJ �D हO_ LCGJ, 

[ह Qc HV ]aJ हc, uHQV  �KD IF L[]JD QD a_d  

      HIJKLM NF, OP Mv w[MlzMJ QV  HJ�V KJl], �ह HJa hJC KcCJ हWB 

�D YHLar w[JIJL[Q हc LQ OWX NcHV av`� QJ HlL[mJU hUJUV O_ Qv� 



Gv`CJU Uहo xJd OP LNH DJNUcLMQ Hl`�U HV BMJ हST, uHQV  Nv �VDQ xV eJ. 

|GJOJ �HJC OW}N�, [V uH HlL[mJU HIJ QV  HCwG xV �D uUQJ IF 

Gv`CJU fiG HlL[mJU HIJ QV  OहJU UVMJ{l QV  hF] O_ rQ HCwG हvUV QF 

[Nह HV DहJ xJd BN rQ f[HD हc, YH HlL[mJU QJ L[|aVjE QD aVUV QJ 

�D NहJl-NहJl हO_ a`MJ हc LQ YHQv ONhSM QDUV QF B[|GQMJ हc, 

LUp|]M nK HV l̀IFDMJ HV uU L[jG� QV  �KD �]MU QD aVUV QJd YH 

HlL[mJU QF Nv OSa MJQM हP, [V ObLaQ fLmQJD हP, Nv HlL[mJU LUO^MJ{l UV 

हO_ LCrd w[MlzMJ BlCvaU QV  CbDJU Nv KlLeM OvMF aJa UVहn QF f�G�MJ 

O_ rQ H[\CaFG HLOLM hUF xF, LNHUV rQ ]J�\D hUJGJ xJ, GV uHQV  �KD 

BmJLDM हPd OP OJUMJ हST LQ Nv OSa IJ[UJ हc, the core values of our 

Constitution are expressed in them, hDJhDF QJ fLmQJD, LQHF QV  

L}aJs IVCIJ[ U हv, uHQF rQ OSa IJ[UJ, fLI�Gp�M QJ fLmQJD, CVk 

O_ Qहo DहUV QJ fLmQJD, LNH O�हh GJ mO\ O_ L[|[JH हc uHQv �]LaM 

QDUV QJ fLmQJD, GV HlL[mJU QF OSa IJ[UJrl हPd Q� hJD BN YUQV  �KD 

IF HlQ� BGJ हc �D OP Cv L[kVj uCJहDE CVUJ ]JहSl`J, LNHV OP OJUMJ हST LQ 

HlL[mJU HIJ O_ Nv Gह hUJGJ `GJ, uHO_  IF Q� hJD HWmJD QF B[|GQMJ 

हcd 

        (1eF/rHHFr]-QV rH KD 

NJDF) 

 



SCH-KS/11.15/1D 

67 89: ;0<=7 (@A2B1) : HlL[mJU HIJ UV Gह La}J xJ LQ Nh CVk KD 

`हDJ HlQ� Br, Mv ObLaQ fLmQJD� Qv HwK_e LQGJ NJ HQMJ हcd uHQF 

rQ hहWM hyF QFOM YH CVk Qv fCJ QDUF KyF xFd  Nh 1977 O_ �F 

OvDJDNF IJ� QF HDQJD hUF, Mv uUQF HDQJD QJ a�G rQ hहWM hyJ 

HWmJD QDUV QJ xJd The original Constitution provided for article 21 

which speaks of life and liberty for every citizen, and that life and 

liberty cannot be denied to anyone without a due process.  The 

Constitution had used a different language, but the courts have 

interpreted it more liberally now.  During the 1970s, one of the biggest 

challenges we faced was that article 21 was suspended, and the 

Government succeeded in convincing the Supreme Court that if article 

21 was suspended --  because it was suspendable -- the citizens of 

India would lose the right to life and liberty.  This was dictatorship at its 

worst. HhHV hyJ fLmQJD, NFUV QJ fLmQJD हcd BN Mv f`D Qv� BCOF 

�VLaL[�U QF w�FU KD BQD �cD-LNgOVCJDJUJ hGJU CV CV, Mv हO YHQv 

Yi�taD_H OJU aVMV हP, aVLQU uH [�M Mv Gह pwxLM xF LQ f`D UJNJG� 

MDFQV  HV BKQJ NF[U IF �FU LaGJ NJr ...(�G[mJU)... 

SHRI SHANTARAM NAIK:  There is no comparison. 



SHRI ARUN JAITLEY:  Of course, there is no comparison.  The 

difference is between a mouse and a molehill. …(Interruptions)… 

67A17 DEF=E G2HI J : uH HOG uiह�UV....(�G[mJU)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Silence, please. ...(Interruptions)... Silence please. 

...(Interruptions)... Please continue. 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY:  So, the argument was that article 21 is 

suspendable;  people lose the right to life; people lose the right to 

liberty.  They can be jailed without reason; they can be killed without 

reason, and people will have no remedy.  And those who now claim to 

swear by the Constitution supported this position.  It goes to the credit 

of our Prime Minister, Shri Morarji Desai, and his Government… 

...(Interruptions)... 

67 AKहMA4 8=7 N2/ : fghVeQD NF QV  HlL[mJU UV ...(�G[mJU)... 

  ۔۔۔)مداخلت(۔۔۔ نے سموِدھان کے یج ڈکريامب :خان یعل محمد جناب

67 O2P12J2A /2QH : HD, uH HOG QF hJM ...(�G[mJU)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Please, please. ...(Interruptions)... kJiMJDJO NF, 

BK hc� NJYrd ...(�G[mJU)...  Please sit down. ...(Interruptions)... 

Please sit down. ...(Interruptions)... Please allow the discussion to 

continue. ...(Interruptions)... BK hc� NJYr ...(�G[mJU)...  IJ�, BK hc� 



NJYrd..(�G[mJU)... Why are you wasting precious time?  Please sit 

down. ...(Interruptions)... Continue, please. ...(Interruptions)...  

67 RE7: J2STU2= : uUQv ह�JUV QV  Lar BK av`� UV �GJ LQGJ? 

...(�G[mJU).. 

67 3V2UD1 : �aF�, BK hc� NJYrd ...(�G[mJU)... 

67 RE7: J2STU2= : BK OvDJDNF CVHJ� NF QF hJM QDMV हP, N[JहD aJa 

UVहn NF QF hJM �G� Uहo QDMV? ...(�G[mJU).. 

67 3V2UD1 : Nh BKQF hJDF Br`F, Mh BK hvLar`J, fIF BK hc� 

NJYrd ...(�G[mJU)... hc� NJYrd ...(�G[mJU)... IJ�, hc� NJYrd 

...(�G[mJU)...  Please continue. 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY:  Sir, it goes to the credit of the Government --  

since that Government comprised mostly of people who had suffered 

because of the suspension of article 21 -- that they realized this great 

gap in the Constitution, that the Constitution was amended, and 

rightly so, and article 21 was made permanently non-suspendable.  

So, today we are far more safe and far more secure. 

 Sir, there was one more change.  Normally, Fundamental Rights 

– and this is the wisdom of hindsight – should never so easily be 

interfered with, getting carried away with the economic policies of that 

time.  Let us just remember -- I am just flagging that point and leaving 



it at that – that one of the Fundamental Rights that the Constitution 

had given to every citizen was also the right to acquire and own 

property. 

(CONTD. BY RL/1E) 

 

-KS/RL-PSV/11.20/1E 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.): It was a Fundamental Right.  Since, 

we were then swayed by a different set of economic policies, there 

was a big campaign and the only Fundamental Right which has been 

repealed in India during the 1970s was the Right to Property, to own 

and acquire property.  This was subsequently brought in as an 

ordinary Constitutional right under Article 300A.  I am not advocating 

anything else.  During the last few years, a debate over the Land Bill 

has taken place in this country.  I would just urge all hon. Members 

and other thinkers in the Indian society to ponder over the fact, just as 

a part of transient economic thinking at any given point of time, that 

whether we should get so over-swayed and tinker with Fundamental 

Rights.  I am just flagging this issue and since we are discussing the 

Constitution, which Dr. Ambedkar had drafted and he had put this as 

one of the rights, we thought it was progressive enough to repeal it 



and then forty years later, we came out with a contrarian argument in 

the Land Bill.  I think it is about time that the last seventy-year debate 

on this issue, some of us must now try and revisit that shortsome 

vision in dealing with Constitutionalism which is not necessarily the 

correct perspective to have.   

Sir, the other high point of the Constitution which we need to, 

today, analyze is the concept of federalism that Dr. Ambedkar 

envisaged.  HlघFG ¡Jl]V QV  Hghim O_ Q� �J[mJU LQGV `GV हP, aVLQU KहaV 

20-30 [j¢ O_ HlघFG ¡JT]V QJ YMUJ OहZ[ हc, Gह hJM HOXF Uहo `GF, �G�LQ 

uH [�M av`� Qv a`MJ xJ LQ kJGC CVk QF rQMJ hDQDJD D}UF हc, 

sovereignty and unity is to be preserved  �D uHQV  Lar unitary style 

kJGC hVहMD हv`Jd  OP LNH L[]JDmJDJ HV Hghim D}MJ हST, OVDV IF UVMJ{l Qv 

uH [�M kJGC QIF Gह L[]JD BMJ xJ, aVLQU Nh [ह }MDJ �a `GJ, Mv 

हD �JlM QV  fiCD OP fKUV �J[mJU Qv ONhSM QnT, fKUV �Vz Qv ONhSM 

QnT, GहJT av`� QJ L[QJH हv,  so federal feelings in India have become 

real and genuine.  And, therefore, it is a reality that we have to 

recognize.  More financial power to the States is one high point which 

we have been evolving over the years.  There is a second high point 

that how many times in the first forty years, when we almost had a one 

party rule at the Centre, Article 356 was used against the States.  The 



moment we realize the high importance of federal politics and the 

federal character of India, you had coalition Governments; you had 

regional parties emerging; you had regional parties becoming 

extremely important part of Central Governments.  This had led to the 

strengthening of federalism and that is why, we now proudly use 

words like ‘cooperative federalism’ and one great aspect of it has 

been that after misusing it several times during one party rule at the 

Centre, the misuse of Article 356 in India has gradually been faced out.  

And, therefore, these days the fears of Article 356 being violated 

repeatedly or repeatedly being used against the States have 

disappeared.  There is hardly a regional party here..... 

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: The Judiciary played a role.   

(Followed by VK/1F)  

VK/1F/11.25 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I think the Judiciary played an important role.  I 

think the emergence of regional parties as part of the Central 

Government played a role, and the fact that this misuse is 

counterproductive, also played a role.   

 Sir, the important aspect, I think,  we need to seriously 

introspect is also our strength of democracy, the Constitution  and the 



institution of free and fair elections.  The Election Commission has 

become a very professional and a competent institution.  The largest 

global election it can conduct with utmost ease.  There was violence, 

there was booth capturing.  The Election Commission has now 

devised methodologies to overcome it.  Now for the last ten to fifteen 

years, we don't hear about booth capturing.  But there  is one 

challenge that we have to seriously introspect, that is, the excessive 

use of money power.  That is the challenge to which we still have to 

find a solution.   

This brings me to two important issues.  One, relating to the 

separation of powers and the second relating to the independence of 

Judiciary.   The separation of powers between the Executive, the 

Legislature and the Judiciary, I think, was one of the core ideas Dr. 

Ambedkar gave to us.   Independence of Judiciary, I straightaway 

concede,  as part of the basic structure is absolutely essential.  But 

there are two points which need to be flagged.  If there is a dilution of 

separation of powers which is taking place, the dilution is not coming 

from either the Executive or the Legislature; it is not coming from the 

Central Government; it is not coming from State Governments.  In 

fact, what started as a positive note in terms of activism by courts, at 



times,  a question is raised that does it cross the Lakshman rekha of 

separation of powers?   The argument given is, if the Legislature and 

the Executive don't act, we have a power to interfere.   Well you have 

a power to direct, but power to assume the function of the Legislature 

or the Executive, I think, is something which goes beyond the concept 

of what Dr. Ambedkar in the separation of powers envisaged.  

Therefore, today, as we pay our tributes to Dr. Ambedkar, we require  

judicial statesmanship,  and an equal amount of statesmanship and 

vision by the Executive and the Legislature to maintain this delicate 

balance is required. No law can maintain this balance.  It is an element 

of self-disciplining  which is required to maintain this balance because 

once this delicate balance is upset, the constitutional balance itself will 

be upset.  Therefore, I can count hundreds of illustrations and people 

who are more experienced than me in State Governments will give 

many more.  How many calories are to be fed to the terrorists when a 

security operation is on?  There are no judicially measurable standards 

by which it can be determined.  It is for the security forces to decide.   

How many bullets are to be fired in an encounter, can't be determined 

by courts.  How are our town planning schemes and clearances to be 

done?  Are  people  going to be uprooted completely overnight?  The 



social responsibility of looking after them also belongs to the States.  

These are factors in the separation of powers which we will have to 

keep in mind.  

        (Contd. by 1G) 

 

-VK/OM-VNK/1G/11.30 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.) I don’t think there is any section of 

this House, which would ever say that independence of Judiciary is 

not a part of the basic structure. But, Sir, I have said it outside and I 

have no hesitation in repeating it out. The spirit of the original 

Constitution in matters relating to the Judiciary, today, the absolute 

contrary of what Dr. Ambedkar had envisaged and stated, is 

happening. In respect of Articles 124 and 217, which deal with the 

appointment of Judges of the Supreme Court and the High Courts, Dr. 

Ambedkar, in his intervention, said, in the Constituent Assembly, "Is 

this power to be left to the Judiciary alone?" And, he said, the answer 

is 'No'. "Is it to be left exclusively? Is it the last word to be of the 

Executive?" The answer is 'No'. It has to be done by a consultative 

process." And, therefore, the Constitution, that he framed clearly, said 

that President of India will appoint, in consultation with the Chief 



Justice. And today, we have reached a situation where the Chief 

Justice of the Collegium will appoint and everybody else is irrelevant. 

Can the Constitution ever be interpreted to mean the opposite of what 

the Constitution says? No principle of interpretation of law can ever 

justify that.  Secondly, the rationale on which it is based is that 

independence of Judiciary is a part of the basic structure of the 

Constitution. Of course, it is. But then, Parliament is also a part of the 

basic structure and elected Council of Ministers and the Prime Minister 

are also a part of the basic structure.  The Leader of the Opposition, 

expressing the alternate view in Parliament, is also a part of that basic 

structure. Now, to say only one basic structure will prevail and the 

others become irrelevant, again upsets the delicate constitutional 

balance that Dr. Ambedkar gave to this country. And, I think, it is 

extremely important, while we pay tribute to him, that we, certainly, 

discuss and ponder over these ideas that he gave, and to the extent 

that we have deviated away from them. Sir, improvement in the ideas 

was always welcome like, decentralized democracy, in terms of 

Panchayats and Municipalities and regional democracy evolved, an 

experiment which has served us well. I think the most important is the 

whole concept of affirmative action. Affirmative action was not creating 



a preferred class. HlL[mJU UV Gह QहJ हc LQ HhQv hDJhDF QJ fLmQJD हcd  

NJLM, mO\, ONहh, QJw�, �Fe QV  BmJD KD Qv� IVCIJ[ Uहo हv`J, aVLQU 

Nv HJOJLNQ GJ kc�LEQ ¥p�� HV LK�yV हP GJ Nv rHHF GJ rH�F हP, uUQV  

Lar L[kVj QCO u�Jr NJrl V̀ -  Gह HlL[mJU UV QहJd And the object 

behind this was that whereas all human beings were created as 

equals, a social structure has made some as unequal and, therefore, 

affirmative action is required to bring them to the level of equality. That 

is the concept of Article 15(4) that he introduced and, I think, it is the 

spirit of that Article which we have to continue to honor and respect. 

Sir, a large part of the debate, -- I have read in the newspapers about 

what is being debated in the other House and elsewhere -- is also on 

this concept of the freedom of religion, the right to practice and 

propagate your religion.  

(Contd. by RG/1H) 

RPM/RG/1H/11.35 

67 89: ;0<=7 (@A2B1):  HcQW aD[JC �GJ हc, HlL[mJU O_ xJ GJ Uहo, YHV 

aVQD hहWM hहH हv HQMF हc, aVLQU OP YH hहH O_ Uहo NJ�l `Jd OP QV [a 

YMUJ L[jG u�JUJ ]JहMJ हSl LQ HlL[mJU O_, ]JहV YH k¦C QJ �Gv` [j\ 1950 

O_ हWB GJ Uहo, QqKUJ �GJ xF, what the concept was.  Article 14 said, 

"The State shall not discriminate against anyone".  Article 15 went a 



step further and said that on the basis of caste, creed, religion, etc., 

you will not discriminate.  And, I think, this was fundamental to the 

Constitution.  Article 25 said, "Every man has the right to practise and 

propagate his religion".  Articles 29 and 30 gave some special rights 

for minorities.  What do we conclude from this?  The Constitution, 

envisaged by Dr. Ambedkar, was not anti-religion or irreligion.  It 

rejected theocracy.  The State will have no religion; the State will not 

discriminate on the basis of religion; the State will have a non-

discriminatory attitude, but everybody will have the right to propagate 

his religion.  Now, let me tell you three or four illustrations how, in the 

last 65 years, we have somewhat subverted this whole thought. 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Arunji, may I just take a minute?   

WELCOME TO PARLIAMENTARY DELEGATION FROM SLOVENIA 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Hon. Members, I have an announcement to make.  

We have, with us, seated in the Special Box, Members of a 

Parliamentary Delegation from the Republic of Slovenia, currently on a 

visit to our country under the distinguished leadership of His 

Excellency, Dr. Milan Brglez, President of the National Assembly of the 

Republic of Slovenia.   



On behalf of the Members of the House and on my own behalf, I 

take pleasure in extending a hearty welcome to the Leader and other 

Members of the Delegation and wish our distinguished guests an 

enjoyable and a fruitful stay in our country.  We hope that during their 

stay here, they would be able to see and learn more about our 

Parliamentary system, our country and our people, and that their visit 

to this country will further strengthen the friendly bonds that exist 

between India and the Republic of Slovenia.  Through them, we 

convey our greetings and best wishes to the Parliament and the 

friendly people of the Republic of Slovenia. 

(Ends) 

DISCUSSION ON COMMITMENT TO INDIA'S CONSTITUTION AS 
PART OF 125TH BIRTH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF  

DR. B.R. AMBEDKAR - Contd.. 
 

67 89: ;0<=7: HD, f`D HlL[mJU QF religious freedom QV  hJDV O_ Gह 

QqKUJ xF, Mv LK�aV 65 HJa� O_ �GJ KLD[M\U हWB हc? OJU aFLNr, BN 

Gह HCU CWhJDJ HlL[mJU HIJ hU `GJ हvMJ �D eJ. fghVeQD YHO_ }yV 

हvQD, uiह�UV 25 U[ghD, 1949 Qv Nv QहJ, HlL[mJU Qv �KvN QDMV �D 

eJ. fghVeQD YH HlL[mJU HIJ O_, BN 2015 O_ QहMVd B��Qa 44, Gह 



Qv� हO Uहo aJr हP- "The State shall endeavour to secure for the 

citizens a uniform civil code throughout the territory of India". 

(Continued by SSS/1J) 

SSS-SC/1J/11.40 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (CONTD.):  So, if Dr. Ambedkar had today 

stood up and proposed this provision, how would this House have 

reacted? f`D eJ. fghVeQD B§�Qa 44 Qv 1950 QV  wxJU KD 2015 O_ 

�Kv� QDMV Mv BKQF �GJ �LML�GJ हvMF? f`D eJ.  fghVeQD 

..(�G[mJU)..  

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY:  These are Directive Principles.  You 

know as much as I know.  These are Directive Principles.  Do not 

stretch that argument to such a level.  

MR. CHAIRMAN:  Let the hon. Speaker continue.   

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY:  We will go beyond Directive Principles now.   

f`D eJ.  fghVeQD HlL[mJU QF mJDJ 48 Qv 2015 O_ �Kv� QDMV, LNHO_ 

La}J हc – OP K� CVMJ हSl, kJGC BK ISa `r ह� V̀ – "The State shall 

endeavour to organise agriculture and animal husbandry on modern 

and scientific lines and shall, in particular, take steps for preserving 

and improving the breeds, and prohibiting the slaughter, of cows and 

calves and other milch and draught cattle."  So if Dr. Ambedkar had 



proposed Article 44 and Article 48 today, how many of you would have 

accepted it, as Shri Sitaram Yechury says, even as a Directive 

Principle?  �D QV [a Gह eJGDVp��[ ��LHKa Uहo xJd HFMJDJO GV]WDF NF, 

OP BKQv hMJUJ ]JहMJ हSl LQ YHF IJ[UJ QV  MहM, Nh KlLeM NF �mJU OlzF 

xV, YlLCDJ `JlmF NF �mJU OlzF xo, Mh B§�Qa 48 QV  MहM uiह�UV DJ©G� Qv 

La}J LQ QJUSU hUJ{ �D KS[ª«D hl̀ Ja �D QV Da Qv �vyQD YH CVk QV  

हD DJ©G UV QJUSU hUJ LCGJd ..(�G[mJU).. ]SlLQ HFMJDJO GV]WDF NF hहWM 

�`LMkFa हP, uiह�UV QहJ LQ GV eJGDVp��[ ��LHKqH हP, OP YHHV Cv QCO 

..(�G[mJU).. 

67 3712J2A Q0YIJ7 : HD, OPUV Uहo QहJd Gह QJTw�F¬SkU QहMJ 

हcd..(�G[mJU)..  

67 89: ;0<=7 : YHLar OP xvyJ B V̀ h�MJ हSld HD, OP QV [a 65 [j\ QF Nv 

[c]JLDQ GJzJ हW� हc, uHQJ LN� QD DहJ हSld OP BKQv rQ hहWM HDa 

�J[mJU hMaJMJ हSld eJ.  fghVeQD UV HlL[mJU O_ rQ �J[mJU eJaJ, LNHQJ 

hहWM QO LN� हvMJ हc, B§�Qa – 13 �D  B§�Qa 13 Gह QहMJ हc LQ 

HlL[mJU O_ Nv ObLaQ fLmQJD LCr `r हP, Fundamental Rights LCr `r हP 

- Article 14-equality, Article 19-freedom, Article 21-liberty, life, dignity - 

GV HJDV H[ª­] हP, HWKFLDGD हP �D YH CVk QJ Qv� QJUSU �HJ Uहo hUV`J Nv 

YUQJ uqalघU QD HQMJ हcd f`D Qv� KWDJUJ QJUSU हc Nv YUQJ uqalघU 



QDMJ हc Mv [ह QJUSU HOJ�M हv NJr`Jd Dr. Ambedkar gave primacy to 

equality, life, liberty and dignity, the Fundamental Rights.   

(Followed by NBR/1K) 

-SSS/NBR-GS/1K/11.45. 

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: Mr. Jaitley, if you don't mind, I wish to 

make a point. 

 You see, you have quoted article 44.  You just go to article 43A.  

It says, '...by suitable legislation...to secure the participation of 

workers in the management of undertakings,...'  Has that been done? 

 Look at article 45.  It says, 'The State shall endeavour to provide 

early childhood care and education...'  Has that been done? 

 Then, go to article 46.  It talks about promotion of educational 

and economic interests of SCs, STs and other weaker 

sections...(Interruptions)...But, you choose one article 44 and another 

article 48...(Interruptions)...What about providing special care?  What 

about providing all these? 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Sitaramji, please, do it when your turn comes. 

...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: So, don't pick and choose.  That is what I 

am saying...(Interruptions)... 



SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I think, I am glad that my friend Sitaram's best 

argument is that we must have equality in the matter of not following 

the law, because one provision has not been followed the other should 

not be followed. 

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: Sir, I am saying you should follow the 

entire law...(Interruptions)...No, you are not following the entire law. 

...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: I would request all the concerned to allow the 

discussion...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: Why are you picking and choosing, Sir?  

That is my point...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: You can speak when your turn comes. 

...(Interruptions)...Mr. Tapan Sen, please. 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, let me make a suggestion.  I think, Mr. 

Yechury will agree with me on his last suggestion.  

 Dr. Ambedkar brought article 13 to say that no law can violate 

the Fundamental Rights.  Let us forget article 44 and Uniform Civil 

Code for the time being.  So, I am not going so far.  We still have 

personal laws, across religions, which violate the Fundamental Rights.  

Sir, sixty-five years after he framed the Constitution, all of us ready to 



say that all personal laws must be compliant with the Constitution.  My 

point, therefore, is look at the ideological journey that we have had in 

the last sixty-five years.  What did the Constitution says?  The 

Constitution says, 'no theocracy', 'no State religion', 'no discrimination 

on grounds of religion.'   But, then, the Constitution says that there are 

certain aspects which may have either economic or social rationale will 

have to be preserved. The Constitution said that all laws must be 

compliant with the Constitution.  And, because we have subverted our 

ideological thinking, we are embarrassed about article 44.  We are 

embarrassed about personal laws being Constitutional compliant.  We 

are embarrassed about article 48.  I will give you another illustration. 

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: No, no.  I am saying what about others. 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I will give you another illustration.  OP ]JहSl`J LQ 

BKQV  HJx, Nv हOJDV HJxF kDC GJC[ NF hc�V हWr हP, hहU NF hc�F हP, GV YH 

KD L[kVj nK HV �GJU C_d Gह hहWM l̀IFD L[jG हcd HlL[mJU O_ Cv [`¢ Qv Cv 

HWD�Jrl CF `� हPd rH.HF./rH.�F.  Qv �D socially, educationally 

backward Qv B§�Qa 15 QV  MहM L[kVj fLmQJD LOaV �D uU L[kVj 

fLmQJD� QJ हO BCD QDMV हPd ...(�G[mJU)...  B§�Qa 15 QV  MहM rQ 

KcQV N rH.HF./rH.�F. �D socially, educationally backward QV  Lar hUJ 

�D socially, educationally backward O_ LQHF IF mO\ QV  av` B HQMV xVd 



rH.HF./rH.�F. QJ rQ L[kVj CN^ xJd B§�Qa 29 �D B§�Qa 30 

fqKHl¯GQ� QV  Lar hUJ LQ uUQv fKUF HlwQ° LM, fKUF IJjJ, fKUJ mO\, 

uHQv �v�V��, L�N[\ QDUV QJ fLmQJD हc, fKUV kc�LEQ Ylpw�¬WkiH Qv 

L�N[\ QDUV QJ fLmQJD हc, uUQJ �kJHU QDUV QJ fLmQJD हcd HW�FO Qv�\ 

UV B§�Qa 15 QV  fLmQJD QV  hJDV O_ QहJ LQ 50 sFHCF HV ©GJCJ LDN[±kU 

Uहo हv`J �D B§�Qa 29 �D B§�Qa 30 QV  hJDV O_ QहJ LQ Nv 

OtYUJLD�F� rNWQV kUa Ylpw�¬WkiH ]aJrl`F, [हJl 50 KDH_� uUQv fKUV 

h­]V CJL}a QDUV Ky_ V̀d YH MDह HV Cv fa`-fa` KcQV LNN CV LCr `rd 

B V̀ U� Hv] B `� LQ rQ [ \̀ Qv B§�Qa 15 QJ �v�V�kU LOaV`J, rQ 

Qv B§�Qa 29, 30 QJ LOaV`Jd fh DJNUFLM QF ONhSDF Gह xF LQ Nv mO\ 

KLD[M\U QD aV, uHQv B§�Qa 15 QJ �v�V�kU IF CV Cv �D B§�Qa 30 

QJ IF CV Cvd 

(HMS/1L KD NJDF) 

-NBR-KGG-HMS/1L/11.50 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY (contd.): I hope, I am clear in what I say. Article 

15  was meant for SC/ST and educationally & socially backward 

classes, Article 29 & 30 were meant for minorities. So, you can 

choose which package you are in, but if you convert your religion, you 

are entitled to both! Justice Ranganath Misra Commission, which the 

UPA appointed said so. We have not been able to implement it. Was it 



ever Dr. Ambedkar’s thinking that such a perversion in the 

Constitution process be brought about that you will create a category 

which takes the advantage of Article 15(4) reservation and Article 30 

reservation, and hence incentivize the conversion and change the 

demographic character of India without going into the seriousness? 

My point is, we stand for a Constitution where there is no State 

religion, where there is no theocracy, where there is no discrimination. 

But, please seriously introspect the subversion in the ideological 

thinking, which has been brought about in the last 65 years, which has 

actually brought these changes. As far as the thinking is concerned, 

65 years later, we have to stand up and say that we honour the spirit 

of what Dr. Ambedkar drafted. We must honour every aspect of it.  

 Sir, one of the dangers... 

SHRI JESUDASU SEELAM: Sir, I just seek a clarification. Justice 

Ranganath Misra Commission was asked to look into the social 

discrimination of the Dalits even after getting converted into 

Christianity. In that context, the recommendation was to make 

reservation religion-neutral as they had gone into empirical evidence 

where certain atrocities were committed on the Dalit Christians not 

based on their Christianity, but based on their social status. This is my 



first point. Secondly, even our friends from the Ruling Benches say 

that the reservation should not be based on religion. That is fine. But, 

when you are a Hindu, you get reservation and when you are a Dalit of 

another religion, you don’t get reservation. In that context, Justice 

Ranganath Misra Commission... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: You sought a clarification, let him give it.  

SHRI JESUDASU SEELAM: It is not correct to say that you give both 

advantages. No, you don’t. You give only one advantage and that is 

the social and economic backwardness.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: You have made your point; thank you. BKQJ �GJ 

KtYl� हc? 

67 8=7 8/EJ 8Z32J7 : HD, B§�Qa 341 KD 1950 O_ Nv Qc K a`JGJ `GJ, 

OSa HlL[mJU O_ uHQF �G[wxJ Uहo xFd Mv Nv hJC O_ LH} IJYG� Qv IF uH 

O_ NvyJ `GJ �D hJC O_ [F0KF0 �Hह NF QF HDQJD QV  HOG Neo 

Buddhists Qv NvyJ `GJ - �GJ BK YHV `aM OJUMV हP?  

67 3V2UD1 : BK fKUF hJM, BKQF hJDF BUV KD QLहr`Jd Please 

continue. 

67 89: ;0<=7 : HD, BN YH CVk O_ �D KSDV L[|[ O_ Hh HV hyF ]WUbMF, 

Nv LQHF IF Hl[cmJLUQ �G[wxJ Qv हc, [ह BMlQ[JC हc �D Gह BMlQ[JC 

HFOJ KJD HV av` BQD sc aJrl GJ CVk QV  IFMD HV हv, हO_ uH ]WUbMF QJ 



HJOUJ QDUJ हcd Q� hJD, [v� QF DJNUFLM QV  Lar LQH QF LQMUF �UCJ QF 

NJr, हO YH KD HlQv] QDMV हPd Gह Yiहo 65 [j¢ QJ rQ KLDEJO हcd 

LNiह�UV HlHC KD attack LQGJ, LNiह�UV OWlh� O_ attack LQGJ �D Gह Mv rQ 

L[eghUJ हc LQ हOJDJ HlL[mJU LC[H IF 26/11 Qv KyMJ हc �D OWlh� attack 

IF 26/11 Qv हWB xJd LNiह�UV ´VU KD attack LQGJ, in Mumbai, a serial 

blast took place when the accused was being punished; and, the 

manner in which some segments passed in, somebody who virtually 

massacred Mumbai, claiming him to be a martyr, what 

were...(Interruptions).. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please sit down...(Interruptions).. 

(Followed by DC/1M) 

 

 

-KGG/DC/ASC/11.55/1M 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, what would ...(Interruptions)...  

67 3V2UD1: Ca[� HJहh, BK hc� NJYrd Nh BKQF hJDF Br`F, Mh BK 

hvLar`Jd ...(�G[mJU)...  

67 हI3[/ 4=E\ :  BKUV Nv QहJ, OP uHQv QhSa QDMJ हSld 

......(�G[mJU)...HD, OP Gह NJUUJ ]JहMJ हSl ...(�G[mJU)... Gह �GJ hJM हc 

? ....(�G[mJU)...  



MR. CHAIRMAN:  Please sit down. ...(Interruptions)... Please sit 

down. ...(Interruptions)... When your turn comes, speak.  hc� 

NJYrd......(�G[mJU)...  Ca[� HJहh, Nh BKQF hJDF Br`F, Mh BK 

hvLar`Jd    Ca[� HJहh, �aF�d ....(�G[mJU)... Nh BKQF hJDF Br`F 

Mh hvLar`Jd ....(�G[mJU)... YH LehV� QV  Lar hहWM HOG हcd  Please 

continue. 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, how would Dr. Ambedkar have reacted to 

this?  Sir, one of his most important speeches...(Interruptions)...  Sir, 

one of his most important speeches...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Hon. Members, please.  Order in the house.  

...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, one of the most important speeches of Dr. 

Ambedkar is the one he delivered on 25th November, 1949 while 

proposing the Constitution document.  It was quoted yesterday in the 

other House that the success of the Constitution, ultimately, depends 

on the men who administer the Constitution.  He had also in the same 

speech said LQ KtLaL�Qa eVOv�V HF Nh MQ Hvka eVOv�V HF Uहo hUV`F 

�D �p�[�F �D iGJG Uहo Br`J Mh MQ purpose serve Uहo हv`Jd  But 

there was a third thing that he said in that speech also, and I don't 

know why people leave out that third thing.  And this is in the context 



of the point I was making, that is para two of his speech and  I quote 

it:  "My mind is so full of the future of our country that I feel I ought to 

take this occasion to give expression to some of my reflections 

thereon.  On 26th January 1950, India will be an independent country."  

He actually  meant republican -- the Constitution.  "What would 

happen to her independence?  Will she maintain her independence or 

will she lose it again?  This is the first thought that comes to my mind.  

It is not that India was never an independent country.  The point is that 

she once lost her independence she had.  Will she lose it a second 

time?  It is this thought which makes me the most anxious for the 

future.  What perturbs me greatly is the fact that not only India has lost 

her independence, but she lost it by the infidelity and the treachery of 

some of her own people.  In the invasion of Sindh by Muhammad-Bin-

Qasim, the military commanders of King Dahar accepted bribes from 

the agents of Muhammad-Bin-Qasim and refused to fight on the side 

of their King.  It was Jaichand who invited Muhammad Ghori to invade 

India and fight against Prithvi Raj and promised him to help of himself 

and the Solanki Kings.  When Shivaji was fighting for the liberation of 

Hindus, the other Maratha noblemen and the Rajput kings were 

fighting the battle on the side of the Mughal emperors. When the 



British were trying to destroy the Sikh rulers, Gulab Singh, their 

principal commander sat silent and did not help to save the Sikh 

kingdom and it goes down."  What do these views indicate?    When 

countries are challenged, the countries have to speak in one voice 

and, therefore, those who seek to destroy sovereignties, the countries 

cannot be seen to be ever supporting them, and this country's history 

...(Interruptions).... 

67 3V2UD1 : BK av` hc� NJYr, hc� NJYrd....(�G[mJU)... Please, he is 

not conceding.  .... All right...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: He has yielded.   

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay; all right. 

SHRI ANAND SHARMA :  He has yielded.  I would like the Finance 

Minister to please elaborate and be specific as to what he means by 

'those who want to destroy the sovereignty of India.'  Please inform 

this House and be clear about it. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you. ...(Interruptions)...  Thank you.  

...(Interruptions)...   Dr. Mungekar, please sit down 

...(Interruptions)...  Please sit down.  ...(Interruptions)... 

 

(Followed by TDB-1N) 



TDB-AKG/1N/12.00 

DR. BHALCHANDRA MUNGEKAR: Since he is elaborately quoting Dr. 

Ambedkar because Dr. Ambedkar is the hero of 27th and 30th of 

November, so far as the debate is concerned, whatever he was talking 

about, the danger of losing the independence, and whatever 

paragraph now the hon. Finance Minister has quoted, what is the 

relevance of that quotation in the context of the point he was making? 

...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN:  All right. Thank you. ...(Interruptions)... Arunji, 

please resume.  

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I think I have no hesitation in saying this. I think 

I was absolutely clear. I was referring to acts of terrorism. I was 

referring to acts of terrorism... ...(Interruptions)... 

DR. BHALCHANDRA MUNGEKAR: It was internal terrorism. 

...(Interruptions)... All he has... ...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Okay; you will have your chance. ...(Interruptions)... 

Dr. Mungekar, please.  

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, I was referring to acts of terrorism when I 

referred to the attack on Parliament, I referred to the attack in Mumbai 

on 26/11. ...(Interruptions)... And I said we should all be in one voice 



in condemning them. And you and me being on the same side in that, 

I have absolutely nothing to say in this regard. I was absolutely clear. It 

is in that context that nobody in this country should ever be seen as 

soft on that kind of terrorism which led to that situation. Therefore, I 

supplemented it by saying... ...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please. ...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: When the attack on Parliament took place, 

you were in power, and the House spoke in one voice.  

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Of course, you did. ...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please allow the speaker to conclude. 

...(Interruptions)... Sharma Saheb, please allow.  

67 89: ;0<=7 : BK �HV rMDJN QD DहV हP NcHV OP YH हJuH O_ LQHF QF 

MDs YkJDJ QD DहJ हSTd ...(�G[mJU)... OVDJ Gह YDJCJ Uहo हcd 

...(�G[mJU)... OP BMlQ[JLCG� QF MDs YkJDJ QD DहJ हSTd ...(�G[mJU)...  

67 3V2UD1 : �aF� BK hc� NJYrd ...(�G[mJU)...  

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Therefore, I thought this is one issue on which 

probably the Congress Party and we have normally been on the same 

side. Therefore, I am supplementing my point and...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Sit down, please.  



SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: I am supplementing my point against terrorism 

and what is happening all over the world by quoting Dr. Ambedkar. 

Therefore, this is one aspect of his important Speech of 25th... 

...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ANAND SHARMA: Dr. Ambedkar did not refer to terrorism. 

...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, that takes me to one of the final points I 

wish to make. When we say that there are dangers to the 

Constitutional order, there can be. And dangers to the Constitutional 

order can come when constitutional systems are used in order to 

subvert the Constitution. It is not unknown that this has happened. 

You don't have to bring a military dictatorship; you don't have to bring 

an individual dictatorship. There are illustrations in history, and I think 

the most glaring example of the last century is what happened in 

Germany in 1933. A Constitution and its provisions were used to 

subvert democracy, and show to the world the worst kind of 

dictatorship.  

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: That is our fear. ...(Interruptions)... 

Thank you for reminding us. That is our fear. ...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sitaramji, if you... 



SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: I am sharing it.  

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: If you save your remarks for the next five 

minutes, you will find yourself in bad company.  

SHRI SITARAM YECHURY: I thought you were good company. Why 

should I be in bad company? ...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ANANDA BHASKAR RAPOLU: Mr. Chairman, Sir,... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No; I am sorry. You speak when your turn comes. 

...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ANANDA BHASKAR RAPOLU: Sir, I have nothing to add. 

...(Interruptions)... 

MR. CHAIRMAN: No, please. ...(Interruptions)... 

SHRI ANANDA BHASKAR RAPOLU:  We could sit in a classroom in 

which Shri Arun Jaitley and Shri Sitaram Yechury were there.  

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please sit down. Arunji, please conclude.  

SHRI ARUN JAITLEY: Sir, I think, and this would be our final tribute to 

Dr. Ambedkar and the Constitution that he drafted, that we block all 

systems by which Constitution can be used and Constitutional 

provisions can be used to subvert democracy.  

(Contd. by 1O-USY) 

 



 


