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=T INTRODUCTION

1. I, the Chairman of the Committee of I"rivileges, having been authorised
by thé Committee to present this Reporton its behalf, present the same to the
Housge. . ’ . -

2. Shri Hira Nand Arya, M.L.A, gave notice of motion against Shri Rajinder
Chaudhary and Shri Sita Ram Jindal, Jindal Irrigation Limited, Bhiwani, alleging
breachof privilege on the ground that on 27-5-88, he received a telephonic call from
Shri Rajinder Chaudhary on behalf of Shri Sita Ram Jindal thréatening him for dire
consequences and subsequently he received a notice dated 10-6-88 to sue him for
damages for Rs. 20 crores on account of defamation,

[

3. The said motion was moved by Shri Hira Nand Arya and carried By the
House on the 26th August, 1988, and thus the maiter was referred to the
Committee of Privileges for examination and report by the first sitting of the next
Séssion i.e. upto 21st February, 1989. The Committee was'required to submit
its report by 21st February, 1989 but on a motion passed by the House on
21st February, 1989 it extended the period for presenting the final report upto
-11th September, 1989. ' '

4. The Committee held eight- sittings on 1-12-88, 19-4-89, 15-6-89,
21.6-89, 28-6-89, 25-7-89, 5-9-89 and 8-9-89 and examined the _matter from
various aspects.

5. A brief record of the proceedings of each sitting‘of the Committee
has been kept separately in the Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, Chandigarh. -

L1

LY

Chandigarh :

The 8th September, 1989 - - __Bhagwan Sabai Rawat
e Chairman

ks
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On 22nd -August, 1988, Shri Hira Nand Arya, -M.LA: gave
- ,s notice of pr}vllege motion under” Rule 261 of the Rules of Procedure and
= Conguct Qt‘ Busjness in the Haryana Legislative Assembly stating' that on the
‘eyening of 27th May, 1988, he received a telephonic call from Shri Rajinder

" Chaudhary of M/s Jindal Irrigation Ltd. of Bhiwani (Anncxure A), According

to the notwe, the phone was attended by one Shri Prithvi Singh and later

on by the* M. L.A, himself. “The-caller on. the telephone - reminded the complain-

tant MLA that durmg the Budget Session, 1988, the matter regarding sprink-

ler ‘sets was “raised- by hlm and alsoin the newspapers- which accordmg to” him

- was ‘Bakwas'. He told the complainant that he could not harm the Jindal
Industnes as the Chief Minister was in their pocket. He -also threatened him, the

- MLA to keep quiet or he will be silenced for ever. On 10th June, 1988,
Shri Hira Nand Arya agam received a notice from M;/s Jinda) Irrigation Ltd..

~ for<his hlghly bogus, motwated ‘biased and malicious complaint-against the firm
through his active concert and connivance with one of théir competitors there-

'_ -by causing substantial damage to their goodwill and reputation by the said

- - nefarious practlces compellmg them to ﬁle Rs. 20 croies damage suit against him

and his abetters. )

. The Hon'ble Speaker gave his . consent to the ralsmg of . thls matter and
Shri. Hira Nand- Arya, M.L.A. moved tﬁe motion on, 26th August, 1988 which
- was carried by the House and the matter was rcferred by it to thé Committee
--of Privileges for examination _ and repart by the first  sitting of the next
Session i.e. upto. 21st Febmary, 1989, wh:ch was further extended upto 11th Sep-
tember, 1989 cna motion adopted by the House on the 2lst February, 1989,

----

1989 vxde -Annexure- B, 1 . .

_ On 1st September, 1989, "S/Shri Rajinder Chaudhary and Sita Ram
- Jindal, the alleged contemners, made apphcatxons ‘for hearing, fOr - exemption

' t‘rom personal appearance and, for ‘dropping the proceedings through their
Counscl Shri L.-R. Goyal, Advocate, Since these apphcatlons were addressed

B to the Chairman, Committee of Privileges, Haryana Vidhan Sabha Chandi-
" - garh, the Hon'ble Speaker referred these applications to the- Committee of
Pmnleges for examination and repert. Ia the application for exemption from
personal appearance and for permitting to be defended through Counsel, the

N a]lcged conteriners: requested that they -be allowed to defend themselves
“ throtigh their counsel. The Hon’ble “Speaker permitted the ‘alleged contemners
“_" to be heard by a counsel appointed by them and approved by the’ Committee.

L
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On 5th September, 1989, Shri Ashok Aggarwal, Advocate, appeared"‘gﬁ ‘"-_
behalf of thie conterners and argued the. case on their behalf.

~ Shri Ashok ~Aggarwal, Advocate, based his arguments .mainly on two
grounds that as per affidavits of S$/Shri Rajinder Chaudhary and- Sita Ram
Jindal, they had neither made the telephonic call to Shrr Hira Nand Arya,
M. L. A nor they had authorised anyone else to put the call through to_Shri
lea Nand Arya In support of his contention, the counsel read out sub--
paragraph (iii) of para 4 of affidavit of Shri Rajinder Chaudhary filéd before the

Committee, which' runs as under :— . -

“That regardlng Ist allegatlon in the notice pertammg to -the a]leged
threat of telephone, as reproduced above claiming, mter—-alra that the
¥ deponént of M/s™ Jindal Irrigation Ltd: had on tclephone claimed
that he under instructions of the applicant No. 2 was to convey
to Shri Hira Nand Arya, that his utterances on -the floor. of -the
. Vidban Sabba during the Budget Session -were not to his liking and
that Shri Hira Nand Arya should stop making” such utterancas
otherwise he will be made to stop. The aforesaid alleganons, there-'
fore, even according to the case of Shri Hira Nand Arya, MLA isa
communication by the- deponent of a message or d1rect1on allegcd~
to have been given to him by the Applicant No. 2, The Deponent
submits that ne’ther the deponent nor the Applicant No. 2 has Janytlung fo .
' do with the alleged telephone call. The deponent farther submits that he
’ was never instructed or otherwise directed by the Applicant No. 2 o convey
alleged threat to Shri Hira Nand Arya, M.L.A. in fact such like threats
are very likély to be engineered by rivals of M/s Jindal Irrigation
Ltd. of whom the deponént’is an employee and the Apphcant No. 2
is the Chairman. FEven otherwise alleged teIephone threat is a
‘hearsay and not adm1531b1e under ‘the Law of Evrdence e LT

Further the Counsel read out. sub-paragraph (i) of paia 4 o_f the affidavit
of Shri Sita Ram Jindal, filed before the Committee, which is as under —

“That regarding Ist allegati'on, in the notice -pertaining to the alleged
.threat of telephone, as reproduced above clarrhtng, inter aha,“that
the applicant No. 1 Rajender Chaudhary of Mjs Jindal Irrigation
Ltd: had ontelephone claimed that he, under instructions of, the
deponent, was to convey to Shri Hira Nand Arya that his utterances
on the floor of the Vidhan Sabha during the: Budget Session were
not to-his liking and that "Shri Hira Nand Arya should stop making
‘such utterances, otherwise he will be made to stop. The' aforesaid
allegations, therefore, even according to the case of Shri Hira Nand
Arya, MLA \1\5 a communication by the Applicant-No. 1 of a message

i
-
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-~ The deponent submits that neither the deponent nor- the applzcant ‘No. 1
. has anything to-do with- -the alleged tek-phone call. . ‘The deponent further
I snb:mts that. he never-: mstructed or:otherwise directed-thie applicant No, 1
- . fo convey: alleged thteauo Shri Hira Nand Arya, MEA. In fact such
- like:thieats.are. very. Iakely to, be engmeered by rivals of M/s Jindal

Irr:gatlon Ltd, of whom' appl;cant No._ 1.1 is an. cmployee and. the

deponent isthe Chairman. Even otherwxse alleged telephone threat.
v *is g ‘hearsay and not admrss:ble under the Law of Ev:dence

_‘ o
ﬁ_ T+ er ddirection alleged -fo » have.been-.given_to -him by _the. deponent.

> ., The second argument of the counsel was that neither " Shri’ Ra_]ender
Chaudha;y ‘nor Shri Slta Rarm Jindal had " cent any ‘olice nor had. anthorised
T anyone else to send _the. notice’ dated lOth June 1938 fo_Shri Hira Nand Arya
v, It was aIso sought to be. argued by . the: couns.el for the contemners that this
Comtmttee may take Judlclal notice of the fact “that in - the present Wol‘]d of
. comp‘.tltwe Pusmess and rivalciés_someone may get a. letter pad prmted and
¢ i 1ssue it on ,behalf of his nval Tn support of his contentlon, the -counsel read
: - out. sub-paragraph (w) of _para 4 of the affidavits of Shn Rajmder Chaudary and
- Shn Sita Ram .deal whtch are reproduccd here as under

T :: * . Sub:-para(iv)-6f para‘ 4 of, aﬂidawt oi‘ Stiri Rajender Chaudhary—

“Rgardmg Second al]egailon of 153uant:e of a  nofice dated 10:6.1988, "it.
i . L L8 submxtted that thé deponent never 1ssued the said nonce and ‘have
= s notIi'i'ng o do w:tfl thE™ Sald ‘notlce It 1s t‘urther submitted that the
. © T _* sdid rotice was not issudd {mdér the- 1nstructlon and authority of the
- r. deponent and m - et ma the depOnont never authonsed any. person
- LR to issué- the sdid notice bn hls behalt‘ to"Shn Hrra Nand' Arya,
T O A j"’ ; MLA I-fence tﬁe depgnénr i is. not Table for any consequences of

- thn * said Hotice. ™ - RS .
T Sub-para (w) of para, 4 of aﬂida\nt of Shri: Slta Ram deal-—

? R AN “Regardmg; second, alfegation of isswance: -of- & notice dated 10.6:1988,
' T : .jt ivSubmified: thiat” th¢:deponent.neverl” isstied” the-said notice and
b. L have nothing to do with the said notice. It is further submitted that
t . the said notice was. not issued under the 1nstructions ahd -authority of
- the.deponent ‘and in fact th€ “déponent. never authorised any person

- to issue the said notice on his behdlf to Shri ‘Hira Nand Arya, MLA.
‘Hence. the déponent is not liable for any consequences ' of the said

. riotice.” .

% -

'Coni-::lu'sions
After considering the material on record: and heanng the arguments of
the counsel for the alleged contemner, the Committee Teel that there can hardly

-
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" beany two opinions that a telephone call 'Ehre_ate'ning the-MLA and a notit;:c-g«z’.;v.rc‘3 ‘

- &

R ) £ o

o i
on hini to sue him for damages definitely’ amount to: a - breach of privilege.
-The Committee also do riot entertain‘any doubts about the. truth “and correctness
of the contention of the’MLA in his comipliint. But what rcéds thread bare
examination is that whethier the alleged telephone: call -and the notice are being

' igsued by the conteinners before the Committee in order tohold them guilty of

Brcach of -privilege of the august-House3- ~~° . - - -+

. . ST I . I

.Since neither the complainant in his statément anywhere stated thathe
-recognised the voice of Shri Rajinder Chaud hary nor his voice could be ‘deciphered,
in such circumstarices it is very difficult 16 establish the breach of Pprivilege against
Shri Rajirider Chavdhary and Shri Sifa Rem Jindal on this account. Similarly the

" identity of thé person who signed the notice dated 10tk June, 1988'to Shri Hira.
Nand Arya could not be established. Moreover aftef carefully considering all
the material on record .and evei® after taking notice of the signatures of the
contemiers onaffidavits :and power of dttorney submitted to the Comimittee and
compaiing the same with the signatuse put on the alleged ﬁ'&tice it could not be
‘established that the signatures put on the ‘notice are of anyof the contemners.
This fact also cannot be igrored that in 'this present ‘world ™ ‘of ~ competitive
business and rivalries, anythingis possible to run down the rivals. .-Anybody
can get the letter pad printed “and issue it on behialf of another man.
Farther the counsel categorically ~ stated -that Sarvshri Rajinder. Chaudhary
and Sita RamJindal or the firm M/s Jindal Irrigation Lid. had nrothing
to do with the jssuance. of notice dated 10th June,1988 to Shri Hira Nand Arya,
MLA for whom a5 being elected representative. of the people, thé alleged contem-
.mers had great régards. The counsel further contended that the alleged cantemners
‘had highést esteeni and regard for the Committee and. the members of this. August
Houseand the same has been pleaded ®in their affidavits ‘submitted to the .
Committee ., N ’ :

¢ Inviewof the above, sifice neither the identity of the ‘person making the call ~
nor the identity of the person who sent the registered letter dated.10th June, 1988
to Shri Hira Nand Arya, MLA could be established; the Committee recommend to
- close the matter. ‘ ' . : ;

\
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‘.,/ J'INDAL IRRIGATION LIMITED . .. "~ 7.  PHones : 560303, 56215

. _ _ " Telex : 3100226 JINDAL

.-~ " Grams ; JINDSPRINK

96 'Rajindera. Place New Dérh_i-l 10008. -

- — — - - = -

- - "7 No. 60218?—88[49_38 - REGISTERED AD
. S June 10,1988 it te S -
Ly - : U -
- _ - Shn Hiranand Arya, VILA, ‘ =
[} : Park Colony, . = - ' -
4 e Bhiwani (Faryana) - - A
'Sub. —Highly bogus, mofivated, blased and mallcious complained agamst us
PP o . through your active concent and comnivance with one of onr compe-
. . R txtors-substantlal damage to our good-will and reputatmn by the said ,
) _‘ - LT . mafarious prachces-compellmg us fo f:le Rs. 20 crore damage sulte
T _ T agamst you and yoar abetors. ' o
e Dear Slr . )

- . . . T

This communication to you as Notlce has been necessaitated following hlghly
vicious, malicious, bogis and motivated compaign being launched and” carried' on’
by you in onnivance with one of.our -competitors.in the supply and distribution of
. -Sprinkler Irrigation system in the State of Haryana, in a bid to:damage wilful @nd

intentionally our good-will .and high reputation which he havé earned  through our

- sustained quality and' continued” expansion of marketing base in’ the State of ©

- Ha.ryana ‘Being. zealous and hxghly frustrated diie to-our spectacular sitccess in

*  Haryana explicitly on the basis. of our: qual:ty and good service to.the customers
and thus commanding commercial blds!say in the "Govt. departments and the
agro-consumers, our said competitor has virtually made you the stooge. and plasited
. youto take commercial rtevengefvenqgiance . against. .us through hlgh monetary
% . consu:leratmn, We have served the farming commumty in the erisis whﬂn the

-

drought in. shape of natural ‘calamity spred over the State and when your abetor

manufacturing company flid away and: virtially deceived the farmers showing 'its
wsualcolour ..of greed and profiteering through nafraipus practices. We have

2

t thus always uphcld the public taskfinterest which is being demolished purposely and
mtennonally by you and oursaid competxtor, throttlmg grossly the _public interest
n activities in the State for personal gains.

- We‘have come'across a iumber of  press "insert’ibné intentionally given by you
and the said business, .

-

concern in daily Tribune by feeding misleading: inf__‘o_rmation_rto the press with a
criminal intention to defame our company and our good-will in the eyes of the
Govt,, Dep_artments' to quote an instance, your attention is invited to the press

— 1 . =

#

.
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reflection appeared in the said dated 5- 5 88 where in you alleged that the sprmkler
sets to procured by the Irrigation deparlment to the tune of Rs. 1.5 crores for

qal&havc becpme useless/defactu.'e 1mmed1ately after one year. . o .

~The supply of Sprmkler Irrigation Systcm 10 the fure of- Rs. I 5“crorés to
, the Irrigation Departmént was.made by none. else:-but-our.company-and therefore;
;this allegatlon.. hag been made against. Qur company wn.hout any supporting and
sustammg facts. Asa matter of fact, these sets -are hlghly quahtatwe and working
in very gOod conditions.” The allegatlon is mischieviously planted and ih.absolutely
bogus and has been designedto damage ouf- good-wilk it thie- eyes of ithe départ=

- mént with who we are doing substantial business every year. -Similafly,. you may

refer your baselas aligation that the Sprinkler sets were- giveir at 44,010 more
price to the. Department of Agriculture, as compared to the u-rlgatmn department,

,The allegatmn has also been inflicted purposely interitionally knowing fully ‘that.

the procurcmcnt of irrigation department cannot be matched with the department’
of Agnculture as the. former was “against’ tﬁe world" fender extending.a number
ofbenefits under the deémed export scheme wh:ch we are afraid that the persons
‘like you and your feeder associates cannot approquits as” they know the -facts

-nor they know the procedure -contained in the importand export polices. It o
~utterly shows the massive,ignorance on your part and on the. part of your abotors '

and feeders w]llCh mcludc one of our Calcutta based competitors who in mis-
chmously feedmg all the. allegattons with the sole zand explicit aim to. avoide
competltlon in the State of Haryana so that the said company may grab the éntires
business as they used» to do before . our entry ‘in- Haryana,

-~ Please. beaware that alI these. mlscalculated, ‘mativated, vwlotas and’ bogus
“activities being Jirectéd against. me -will never "be successfil aIId instead W&~ are
: sefving you this notice’to ‘desist. from the saine failing :which we: -shall be left with
no glternative except to filea damages suite against yow dnd your assoclat‘es
abotors whlch we estlmatc about‘ Rs. 20 crores whlch please note The entlres

.....

quem:es for agamst oﬁ'cnccs bemg commltted{done as statcd above
Fom ke

o . = . oL T e
- E s - " ‘; ¥ s u'_

: SwTY R A, JI'hankmg, Yow S S
R A RN B 7. "Yours. fizitliruﬂy" 2
) ,' e “ _:: ' ‘; S I W i -_‘ Sd} ¢

CALC AL L - for Jindal Irﬁgatxons']’..lmlted

¥ L w2k .. f" a.u- e e

o
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& Fq'am g ¥ @@ uw frew AT WEw NEd ¥ fgie ot fHAAE
faFX g, W 9WE yeqa foat & Sw FL A I AT R AT SEF  FeZg G
Efverig & oY fowd aeg W4 @ ot ag W R@ A-gwoad

ﬁ?g"a’rqﬂ ¥ idtwiw ox A gww At 4 & W oww e § qH F
2 HiT 9z wiw ¥ ww dww g7 g i g frofaed s dwe ¥ s Ed
fass aga T, W AW garq de w X ¥ gt faeg fagm o AN
Y T waard ¥ N gAY gar fawrs &9 € ) %9 a¥g AR FA HW W
T faa # 7e T fans awa | faed AT ¥ wer well wwdr Y A=y g
wC o BT WE AW g vk § | g el T W feew awd @99 ¥
%) AW 9AET TE T A R 1 A IR g FT AN AT @ qT 3, S

o g & fa 9 @ fQ i A e | TR ot 7 WS ol 1 &

3 T A A AF 27 w§ Mg v ) osud gp fa grw AR e

e A O ¥ UFgue Aoaq oy e 1o geifae @ § 1 S e

... @ wTar § a1 fr SCgET O SATE Fl dY A fgers 20 FAT I F AT
W o Afew ferr WO ST 59 WA ¥ wE faer o § AmE & A w6
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The Chairman, Privileges Committee, .
Harvana Vidhan Sabha.
Sir,

1 am to state t}:at at this stage I do: nof want to produce more
evidence against Shri Sita Ram Jindal & Rajender Chaudhary. So at present it
may be treated as closed.

Thanks
. Yours

Sdf-
Hira Nand Arya,
M. L. A,

20154—HV.5—-H G.P., Chd,



© 1989
Published under the aunthority of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha and

printed by the Controller, Printing & Stationery, Haryana, Chandigarh.




