
25.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 
  

13303

CIVIL LIABILITY FOR NUCLEAR  
DAMAGE BILL 

 
 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Now, the House will take up Item No.21, Civil 

Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill. 

 Shri Prithviraj Chavan. 

 

1416 hours 

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY; MINISTER OF STATE OF THE MINISTRY OF EARTH 

SCIENCES;  MINISTER OF STATE IN THE PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE; 

MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 

GRIEVANCES AND PENSIONS; AND MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 

MINISTRY OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS (SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN): 

I beg to move: 

“That the Bill to provide for civil liability for nuclear damage, 
appointment of Claims Commissioner, establishment of Nuclear 
Damage Claims Commission and for matters connected therewith or 
incidental thereto, be taken into consideration. ” 

 

 I am very happy to take the indulgence of the House to consider the Civil 

Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill which really culminates the journey which the 

Prime Minister, Dr. Manmohan Singh undertook in July of 2005 to Washington to 

end the nuclear isolation of India, which we suffered after the first Pokhran’s Test. 

A special regime to stop India from developing nuclear technology was put in 

place, the wholly architecture, by the name of Nuclear Suppliers Group, was put in 

place and we were completely denied elite high technology in the field of nuclear 

energy. 
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We, therefore, developed our own technology with whatever sources of 

uranium that we had in the country. We mastered the complete fuel cycle, right 

from mining, processing uranium, fabricating fuel, designing our reactors and 

generating electricity, and even after generating, the management of waste and 

reprocessing of the waste. The complete fuel cycle was mastered by our engineers 

and scientists.  

Today, India boasts of a modest nuclear power programme, roughly, 4,500 

MW in a total electricity generation capacity of 1,60,000 MW. It may not appear 

to be great but it is a very important option which we cannot afford to ignore, we 

cannot afford to ignore developing it further. The energy component of atomic 

energy is important. Even if you do not consider the strategic importance of our 

atomic energy, the medical benefit, the agriculture benefit, the benefit for our 

energy security in the future is far too important. 

Dr. Bhabha set down a three phase programme. We completed the first 

phase. We mastered the pressurized heavy water reactor phase. We have gone to a 

capacity level of 500 MW. The second phase of fast breeder reactor, which will 

generate plutonium, is underway.  Next year, we will start our first fast breeder 

reactor at Kalpakkam, and then on we hope to go on to the third phase where we 

start using our thorium resources of which we have the second largest reserve in 

the world. When we reach the thorium stage, we can really dream of energy 

security in the true sense. 

 (f2/1420/kvj-bks) 

 From more sense than one, nuclear energy is important and we have 

decided when the Prime Minister undertook that historic journey to Washington in 

July of 2005 that we must work hard to end our nuclear apartheid and nuclear 

isolation. We are a different country, post 1991 economic reforms. We are in a 

position to spend money for building nuclear reactors. But we did not have 

technology beyond what we have got. We did not have uranium beyond what have 

got today.  
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 That is why, after years of hard work, years of debate in this House, we 

were able to conclude in 2008 an agreement with the international community 

which has allowed us to participate in international civil nuclear commerce. The 

next logical step was to introduce a Civil Nuclear Liability Regime, a Regime 

which is present in 28 out of 30 countries which produce nuclear power. Only two 

countries – India and Pakistan – did not have a Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage 

Law and that is precisely what we are bringing now. 

 It is this country which suffered the worst industrial accident in history in 

Bhopal. Taking all those concerns on board the Government has continued to 

work. It was started in 2002, even before that, when we set up the Kudankulam 

Plant with the Russian collaboration. I would like to acknowledge here the work 

done by the then Government in 2002 to start thinking about enacting a Civil 

Nuclear Liability Regime. The then Government could not complete its task, 

which fell to our domain to take that task further. But before that, the International 

Civil Nuclear Cooperation Agreement had to be signed. That having been done, 

we are carrying the work further and we have come before the House to pass the 

Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010.  

 What does this Bill seek to achieve? This Bill is for prompt payment of 

compensation to victims who are really third parties in the case of an unforeseen 

nuclear accident. We have seen what happened in Bhopal. We did not have a 

prompt compensation payment system in place and that is why the victims of 

Bhopal Gas Tragedy had to run from pillar to post. The Government had to take 

the responsibility of getting payments from the operator. That is why, it is very 

important that we follow what happens in the rest of the world. 28 countries have a 

domestic legislation, which defines clearly the responsibility of each actor - the 

operators, the vendors, the sellers, the designers, consumers and the Government. 

The role of each actor in the nuclear energy production programme has to be 

codified and responsibility has to be fixed on each of them. This is precisely what 

this Bill seeks to achieve. 



25.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 
  

13306

 The Bill was referred to the Standing Committee on Science and 

Technology consisting of Members from all political parties. They took efforts to 

understand this complex legislation. It has got a technical dimension, an economic 

dimension, and an important legal dimension. I must thank the Members of the 

Standing Committee on Science and Technology who really took the pains. The 

number of meetings that they had I think was unprecedented. After discussing, 

consulting, taking evidence of experts in all these fields, the Standing Committee 

has made some valuable suggestions. The Government consulted Opposition 

leaders, the Government also consulted experts while the Standing Committee was 

considering the Bill. I am happy that the Government has tried to take on board the 

concerns of the Standing Committee, the suggestions of the Standing Committee, 

suggestions of the leaders of political parties, suggestions of the civil society 

groups and the media. We have come to the House with 18 amendments which 

strengthen the Bill, which bring in features, which originally we had not thought 

of.  

 (g2/1425/san-skb) 

 Sir, I come before the House and say with all humility that there is an 

unprecedented political consensus across the political stream, including the civil 

society or whatever people we could bring on board. There was a slight contention 

about a few items. We explained them the logic of why we brought in some of the 

amendments, particularly the amendment to clause 71 and why the Government 

took the responsibility of taking on the insurance load. We explained to the leaders. 

Personally my leader, the Leader of the House, Shri Pranab Mukherjee, convened 

many meetings of the senior leaders and we bridged our differences. I am grateful 

to all important political parties that have, by and large, accepted our concerns. We 

have accepted their concerns.  

I have today brought a new amendment to clause 17, for which there was a 

lot of political debate and public debate, which is a consensual amendment as 

agreed to by the principal Opposition Party, as agreed to by the Left Parties. But 
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Left Parties still have some concerns. We have tried to address all their concerns. 

We have tried to tell them that this is not to help any country and this is not aimed 

at pleasing any particular leader. We are a large country and we will have a large 

programme. We are thinking of something like 40,000 plus megawatts expansion 

from the current capacity of 4,500 megawatts. Therefore, we are talking to four 

major suppliers of large nuclear reactors. We are talking to France’s Areva. We 

are talking to Russia. We are also talking to two other companies – GE Hitachi 

and Westinghouse. These companies are Japanese-American companies. We will 

continue to talk to other countries which have advance nuclear technology, and the 

talks are going on. We want to expand our choice so that we get the best deal. 

 We have identified locations where these plants or these nuclear parks will 

come up. These parks will start off initially with two reactors each and expand to 

four, six and eight reactors, wherever possible. Therefore, it is certainly not aimed 

to please any one country. Of course, we are buyers and we have large amount of 

commitment on nuclear programme.  Therefore, the countries, who hope to sell 

equipment to us, are all coming to us, whether it is France, Russia, US or Japan 

with which we are having interactions. All these countries, which have high 

technology, are talking to us.  

 Sir, without taking much of the time, I just would thank everyone who has 

worked very hard to build a political consensus, and made us accept some 

amendments. We were not very happy, but we have accepted amendments moved 

by BJP that the operator’s liability limit should be increased from Rs. 500 crore to 

Rs. 1,500 crore. Today, the limit of Rs. 1,500 crore of the operator is exactly the 

same as US has for its industry. It is a very old, 60 year old industry in the US. 

They also started with a very low figure and gradually they have reached to the 

figure of US $ 300 million. Today we have matched the figure that the US has for 

its operator.  
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 We have brought in some new amendments beyond what the Standing 

Committee had recommended. We accepted the concerns of my friends in the 

Samajwatdi Party. The Samajwadi Party, along with the Left Parties and the BJP, 

was very insistent that this Bill must say upfront that only public sector companies 

will be allowed in the field of nuclear power. This is precisely what we have 

accepted and put upfront in the Bill. The preamble has been strengthened to say 

that it is a prompt payment compensation limit. There will be no litigation allowed 

and the victim will get prompt compensation straightaway.   

 I want to allay one more fear. Initially fears were expressed that maybe you 

are cutting short the jurisdiction of Indian courts. We have very specifically said 

that nothing, which exists today, is taken out. Whatever laws are existing today, 

like criminal law going after wrong-doers and evil-doers and the people who cause 

accident and all those laws which we are using to prosecute the perpetuity of 

Bhopal crime, remain intact. None of those laws have been abridged in whatsoever 

capacity. With all humility, I would like to submit to the House that this law is 

only for protecting the victims who might suffer from an unfortunate accident. 

They should get prompt payment without having to knock at the doors of the court, 

going from High Court to Supreme Court. It is for them and only for them. It is 

only in the interest of the victims who might suffer in an unfortunate accident that 

this Bill is being brought to the House. 

 I will say one more point and conclude. There are concerns about safety. 

Let me tell you that the world has about 14,000 reactor years of experience. There 

are 430 reactors working in the world and we have got 19 of them working in 

India. India has an experience of 400 reactor-years, and I am proud to say that 

there was not a single accident in India’s nuclear programmes.  

 (h2/1430/ak-cs) 

 There have been two accidents in the world, namely, one in Ukraine and 

one in America. In the accident in Ukraine, two people died and 28 firemen -- who 

went to douse the fire -- died and there was radiation leakage, which was because 
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of faulty design as it did not have a double containment. As regards the Three Mile 

Island (TMI) accident of US, there was a leakage and a meltdown, but not a single 

fatality. There was no leakage at all whatsoever. If you bar these two accidents and 

a few accidents in the research facility, nuclear energy programme is extremely 

safe. Particularly, after the Chernobyl accident and the TMI accident, everybody 

has only worked very hard at making the nuclear programme secure.  

 I am proud to say that NPCIL, our flagship company, which produces 

nuclear energy in the country, has an impeccable safety record. The second public 

company, namely, Bharatiya Nabhikiya Vidyut Nigam Limited (BHAVINI) -- 

which has started its first plant in Kalpakkam, Chennai -- is building a Fast 

Breeder Reactor (FBR) and it will be the second public sector corporation. We 

have already signed an agreement with NTPC, a large public sector company, 

which is a 15 per cent privately held company and NPCIL.  

 We will welcome any investment, but in a minority role and not in a 

majority role. We will not permit any private sector, whether Indian or foreign, to 

come and operate nuclear power energy. We welcome Indian industry, which has 

completely built the Indian nuclear power programme and many of them have 

done outstanding work. We welcome the Indian industry to join this programme. 

They need not have any fear and apprehension that anything, which did not exist 

today, is being brought in through this Bill. I also welcome the foreign suppliers 

who may have fears that this law may be too stringent against them. No, it is not at 

all so. It has exactly the same provisions of the Criminal Liability Law that is there, 

and we cannot move away from our Constitutional provisions and statutory 

provisions. 

 In an imported large reactor like the one we want to build in Ratnagiri, it 

will eventually be a 10,000 MW site. Six reactors of 16,500 MW will be built in 

Ratnagiri. It will be 10,000 MW at one location when the project gets completed. 
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 What is the advantage of nuclear energy? People ask this question. I will 

just give one comparison in my opening remarks. If we are to build a solar power 

plant of the capacity of 10,000 MW, then imagine the amount of land that is 

required for it. A nuclear power plant will require 600 hectares of land and 2/3rd of 

it will be a green park around the nuclear island. It will be an eco-park, but the 

10,000 MW solar power plant will take 20,000 hectares of land, of course, at 

today’s technology. The Uranium-based nuclear power plant of 10,000 MW will 

require 350 tonnes of Uranium. But what will be the coal requirement for a 10,000 

MW coal plant? One would require one shipload of coal every day, and, of course, 

the ash that comes out of it and the carbon-di-oxide that comes out of it … 

(Interruptions) 

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA (GHATAL): You are talking about the present 

technology. Read it in the advancement of science and technology. 

SHRI PRITHVIRAJ CHAVAN : The advancement of science and technology will 

happen in the nuclear energy also. Please do not forget this. Therefore, from the 

environmental concerns and from the global warming concerns for India’s need 

and quest for clean energy, a nuclear energy is very important. I urge the House to 

support the legislation that we have brought to the House after huge amount of 

consensus across political spectrum and the civil society. I commend the Bill to 

the House. Thank you, Sir.  

         (ends) 

 

 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Motion moved : 

“That the Bill to provide for civil liability for nuclear damage, 
appointment of Claims Commissioner, establishment of Nuclear 
Damage Claims Commission and for matters connected therewith or 
incidental thereto, be taken into consideration. ” 
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1434 hours 

SHRI JASWANT SINGH (DARJEELING): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, first of all, 

I must sincerely commend the hon. Minister of State, Shri Prithviraj Chavan, for 

the energy, application and assiduity with which he has worked towards achieving 

a consensus. I have known him for quite a few years, and I have always 

commended and complimented him on his commitment.  

 (j2/1435/sh-mm) 

I am grateful also to the Leader of the House Shri Pranab Mukherjee who did us 

the courtesy of consulting with us without which several of the consultations 

would perhaps have not reached the stage of a consensus. I feel that I must 

mention, Sir, that this is my first intervention in the House after a gap of over 15 

months. 

THE MINISTER OF FINANCE (SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE): It is your first 

maiden speech. 

SHRIMATI SUSHMA SWARAJ (VIDISHA): It is not his maiden speech; he 

spoke on the Finance Bill. 

SHRI JASWANT SINGH (DARJEELING): It makes me feel energized; that is 

a long sabbatical that I have had. Anyway, life is a veiled thing, so we take it as it 

comes: “®ÉÊcàÉxÉ fÉfÃä ¤ÉèÉÊ~A näJÉ ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉ JÉäãÉ”. 

 Sir, I must come to the Bill proper. It is a very serious issue because every 

thing nuclear is a very serious issue. We cannot take it with any degree of 

flippancy. It is an issue which does not lend itself to oratorical flourishes or kinds 

of rhetorical invectives, etc.  The hon. Minister of State spoke eloquently on the 

relevance of nuclear energy. The essence of the nuclear energy is nuclear power. I 

accept the statistics that he has cited that of the so many hundreds of plants, there 

have been only two major incidents or accidents. I think that does not lend itself 

the kind of commitment or conviction about the safety or the casualness in 

approaching it and because it cannot be that, I too very briefly cite to you that even 

Albert Einstein who in 1939 wrote to the then President of the United States of 
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America – he wrote really to Pollous, a fellow scientist – to say “one of the great 

mistakes in my life I made was to recommend the conversion of the nuclear 

energy into destructive energy.” Now, the potential for destruction always being 

there, the approach of anybody who use this energy for peaceful purposes has to 

be extremely mindful of the consequences should a mischance happen.  

 Sir, this legislation has generated much comment. It has also generated the 

kind of activity by the Treasury Benches, particularly the able Minister of State, to 

try and achieve a consensus. I must also commend the media because I found that 

the watchdog role of the media in this particular legislation has really been 

commendable. I would like to cite particularly Siddharth Varadarajan, I think you 

have also mentioned his name, and also others like Brahma Chellaney who have 

commented very well. 

 Why do we need such a Bill? You, Mr. Minister, tried to explain it at great 

length. The aim was, Mr. Prime Minister, Sir, was to achieve 10,000 MW by 2018. 

I do not wish to repeat what stood in our way to actually achieve that because that 

aim or target of 10,000 MW was cited by late Mrs. Gandhi as a possible objective 

to be achieved.  

 (k2/1440/kmr/mkg) 

 The previous Government thereafter chose the path of foreign intervention. 

And you chose the path of getting others involved so that we could purchase more 

nuclear plants, open ourselves to uranium imports, etc. I do not have to go through 

all that. But there were any number of reports, I am sure the hon. Minister knows, 

that have addressed this question. The very first in 1999 we had Dr. Kondo’s 

Report. It is with some degree of some hesitation that I say that the MEA, in which 

I had the honour of serving, initiated the progress of preparation of such a Bill. I 

did not want to speak in first person singular but it is also a fact that as the 

Chairman of the Estimates Committee I had initiated an examination of nuclear 

plant safety, which report was subsequently cited very favourably even in the 

international quarters.  
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 The parentage, the origin, the genesis of this particular legislation, as the 

hon. Minister of State himself said, lies in the nuclear agreement of 2005. The Bill, 

therefore, has its roots in that particular first step. Thereafter, the difficulty that has 

arisen subsequently in the management of the piloting of this Bill has arisen 

because, amongst various other factors there has been some hesitation from the 

very beginning on the part of the Government to accept the parentage of the Bill. 

The genesis lies in 2005. Thereafter, there is a further decision that acted as a kind 

of, if I might put it to you in idiomatic terms, an IOU. That IOU was signed on 

10th of September, 2008 by the then Foreign Secretary on the instructions of the 

hon. Prime Minister. That became an IOU which we committed ourselves to the 

United States of America to purchasing a certain number of power plants and of a 

certain megawattage that was then cited. That IOU of 10th September, 2008 

thereafter became an impulse which suddenly now in 2010 has been activated 

because we anticipate, or we expect, or we read reports of the visit to India of the 

President of the United States of America.  

 I say that while one could discuss and repeatedly examine the question of 

the relevance and role of nuclear plants in the total energy sector, as to whether the 

impulse of the urgency or the kind of hustling almost which the Government has 

engaged in in recent weeks, I should say, would have been absent if the 

requirement of the encashment of that IOU had not arisen. In simpler terms, 10 

ÉÊºÉiÉà¤É® BÉEÉä ABÉE cÖÆbÉÒ {É® nºiÉJÉiÉ cÉä MÉªÉä lÉä, ´Éc cÖÆbÉÒ +É¤É càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉ MÉ<Ç cè* ãÉÉ<ªÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉèºÉÉ 

´ÉºÉÚãÉ BÉE®iÉä cé* ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ =ºÉ cÖÆbÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, ªÉä <ºÉBÉEÉÒ àÉckÉÉ BÉEÉä PÉ]ÉiÉÉ cè* And it is not 

in harmony with the high sentiments that otherwise you, Mr. Minister of State, 

have with such eloquence and commitment, given voice to. 

(l2/1445/spr-cp) 

 What are the issues, therefore, that we have to cover? I have to rely, Mr. 

Deputy-Speaker, against a normal parliamentary convention to note to read out a 

prepared text because I do not belong to the Treasury Benches because only the 

Treasury Benches has the liberty to read the prepared text. I would like to quote 
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some part and to read out such a central relevance lies in the fact that we seek to 

import nuclear power equipment, as the hon. Minister of State said. If we do not 

wish to import and if we wish to continue to pursue only the indigenous, Bhabha 

Atomic Research Centre or whatever else,  then, of course, there is no relevance of  

this except I do personally believe that the country must have a Civil Nuclear 

Liability Bill even for its own internal use, which I have shared on several 

occasions with my other colleagues.  

 It is also a fact that of the suppliers that today are in a position – Russia, 

France, the United States, South Korea and Japan – they would all expect that the 

buyer has relevant laws that cover provisions of this nature. I wish to say, Sir,  and 

I share with the House that potentially as of today for we, India, is in the market 

obtain up to almost  40 nuclear power plants. I would like to know from the hon. 

Minister as to how much this 40 would cost. I do also submit to you that there is  

no other country in the world today that is in a position to buy 40 plants. No other 

country wants to. We are, therefore, not in a weak position. It is a buyer’s market 

and in terms of the market, he therefore approaches the whole issue including this 

Bill with that factor as the central guiding factor. We should not be persuaded.  I 

do not know as to  how much 40 mega power projects would cost. Whatever they 

cost, and I appeal particularly to the Finance Minister, you are so assiduous and 

careful with the finances of the country, may I appeal to you to apply yourself 

particularly to this aspect – we are in a buyer’s market – we do not have to always 

follow the dictates of the sellers and I do get an impression in this that we are 

being told by the United States of America, `do it before President Obama comes’ 

so that we are able to do this. Do not do it. They have to send to us because they 

have no other market. If you did it, and if you went down this path with care, you 

would carry the country with you. I assure you on this. The whole purpose is to 

carry a larger community of India with you, not a small section of the United 

States of America. I do not say it with any chauvinistic exaggeration, I say it as a 

common Indian and appeal to you to take this into consideration.  
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I have to quote here  the Government’s viewpoint, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, 

and what Shri Balachandran has stated with lucidity – if it is felt that India’s long 

term energy security will require substantial reliance on nuclear power and plans 

to achieve that would be possible in a shorter period, only with imported reactors 

and equipment, then, this Bill has a relevance, and then, any Bill that goes beyond 

the norms of international convention in  signing  supplier liability will result in 

denial of reactor.  

(m2/1450/vp/nsh)  

That is the substance of the Government’s position; and that has what has initially 

persuaded the Government to come out with drafts that it did. We are objecting it, 

working on the basis that whether it is true that we have an energy programme or 

not, whether it is true that we have a different view on that or not, now that is a 

matter of past; it is a fait accompli; there are going to be nuclear power plants. 

You are thinking in terms of 40; you are committing the country and the future 

generations to a nuclear programme. Please therefore consider the future 

generations of India, not simply the present President of the United States of 

America.  

 I am not and I do not say this with any degree of disrespect or denigration 

to the visiting dignitary. I have personally, in my different capacities which my 

Party had assigned me, worked for very close relations with the United States of 

America, but very close relations for an assertive and a resurgent India. So, you do 

not have to bother about that. 

 That is why, the whole question of suppliers’ liability needs to be carefully 

considered and considered with great care. Now, it has been suggested by some 

that imports from Russia can be obtained without that. If imports from Russia can 

be obtained without such commitments of suppliers’ liability, then why do we do 

with other countries or why do we do this with the United States of America.  
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 There are three reasons. Firstly, it would be an over-simplification, I think, 

with whatever I have, to say that – perhaps you can clarify that. Actually Russia 

has some difficulties in agreeing to this. Secondly, when Russia finally, which it 

wants very much to become and enters it as a member, then it would not be able to 

do any specialized deals of this kind. The third and the principal difficulty here is 

again the IOU of 10th September 2008. There is no such IOU with Russia. There 

are agreements; they are now asking for a similar treatment as we gave to the 

United States of America.  

 So, the Parliamentary Standing Committee – Mr. Minister is right – had 

spent a great of time. They examined a range of officials and non-officials. It 

would not be proper on my part to comment on the Standing Committee’s 

endeavours, except perhaps to share with you that at times, it was very difficult to 

understand what the Standing Committee actually means. I am not criticizing; I 

am simply quoting what the Standing Committee had said. This is something that 

is directly from the Standing Committee. It says: 

“So far as the International legislation concerning nuclear liability 
laws is concerned, the Committee was also informed that as far as 
the Convention on Supplementary Compensation, CSC, which has 
been developed under the auspices of International Atomic Energy 
Agency, IAEA, provides for relations among all countries that 
accept the basic principles of nuclear liability law and an 
international fund to compensate for nuclear damage, in the event of 
nuclear incident.” 

 

I read it 4-5 times and I have read it again. I cannot make any sense. Is this what 

you are trying to do, Mr. Minister? It is a very curious use of language; otherwise, 

it is an intelligent use of language. I would not pursue this further, but because of 

its origin and the manner in which the Government hustle the Committee to finish 

its work. It created great doubts in our mind – why are you hustling? Why are you 

hustling the Committee, why are you hustling the Parliament and why are you 

hustling the entire issue, which is otherwise a very important issue?  
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(n2/1455/rk-rjs) 

 The Bill makes the operator, essentially, of a nuclear facility absolutely 

responsible for any damage without any means to establish any proof or liability.  

This is done, as in all Nuclear Liability Acts, to make it possible for the victim of 

any nuclear incident, accident to be compensated, as you said, expeditiously 

within a specified time period and without having to establish any liability whether 

of the operator or anybody else before any Court or Authority.  No such Act 

further enacted to make sure that the operator has adequate resources directly or 

by way of insurance and, therefore, to cover all accidents except the gravest kind 

of accidents.  You have cited Chernobyl.  No insurance activity can cover any 

incident like the Chernobyl.  It is the minor incidents that get the insurance cover.  

There are other aspects of the insurance and rewarding compensation to which I 

will come in a moment. 

 It is really Clause 17 (b) of the Bill dealing with the operators’ right to 

recourse or the right of recourse which became the bone in our throat.  You have 

worked over time to remove that bone.  I do not know if that bone has been fully 

removed.  We will examine carefully the wishful amendments that you have 

moved. 

 The International Convention gives the operator the right of recourse 

against the supplier.  Firstly, “(a) such a right is expressly provided for in contract 

in writing; (b) or the nuclear incident has resulted from the act of commission or 

omission of a person done with the intent to cause damage”.  This arises from 

Article 10 of Vienna Convention and also Article 6 (f) of Paris Convention.  The 

original Bill that you have moved had said that the operators have a right to 

recourse where the nuclear incident has resulted from the wilful act or from gross 

negligence on the part of the supplier of material, equipment or services or of his 

employees.  This is an exact replication of what is contained in the Bill that is 

relevant in South Korea.  May I submit you, Mr. Minister, India is not South 
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Korea and we do not have to follow the example, whether of South Korea or any 

other.  I do not say it again with an exaggerated sense; India is uniquely India.  We 

will mumble along, we will make mistakes, we will do what we are doing at 

Commonwealth Games and yet at the end of it do all this as some sense has 

emerged, and that liberty or that kind of cushion or what is called jugad is sadly 

not available in the realm of the nuclear power plant for the reasons that I shared 

with you earlier about the enormous damage capacity of the nuclear energy. 

 I do not want to go into the history of what the Committee did and the 

suppliers’ liability etc.  You have cited an example of the United States of 

America.  The United States of America, which is commonly cited as permitting 

suppliers liability, does not always operate through the operator.  Whether the 

supplier is held responsible for the liability or not, it has to be paid by the operator.  

Nowhere else, in any of the countries that you have cited, in any Nuclear Liability 

Bill, the supplier is held responsible.  I accept that. 

(o2/1500/rc/jr) 

Either of the two conditions that we have tried to submit to you and get you 

to admit should be taken into account.  The kind modification that you have 

agreed, I have not  had the chance to study that.  You seek to bring the Bill that 

have moved in line with the international convention.  The smaller bone of ‘and’ 

was removed and ‘intent’ came in, a larger bone which continue to trouble us up 

till now.  Of course, one is the bone proper.  The second thing is that from where 

these bones emerged because the Committee recommends something; you speak 

with some of my colleagues; they discuss the issue with you; you agree and then 

you go into the labyrinths of bureaucracy or wherever and out of that endeavour 

something emerges and there is a bone.  This is what has caused all this delay and 

this is what has persuaded me to say that it seems that all this has been hastened.  I 

accept what my colleague and young friend said.  He told me that you must raise 

an objection with the Chairman of the Nuclear Power Corporation went public.  

We are engaging with this discussion.  Whereas he has the right to give his view, I 
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do not think he has a right to question what the Parliament is doing or to comment 

on it.  It is because an entire climate was created that it is a free for all when we 

want, we bring an ‘and’ and if the Parliament says that you remove the ‘and’, then 

we bring in an ‘intent’.  Therefore, the questions arose about the real intent of the 

Government of India.  I spent some time, I must say Mr. Minister, and I went to 

the compact dictionary to learn it.  I also went to the Rogete’s Thesaurus to see 

what is this intent?  Why does it crop up?  King Charles is having one obstacle 

after another cropped up.  So I accept that we will always examine what we are 

going to purchase.  Of course, we already have a Bill which permits the 

Government of 49 per cent private ownership.  Forty-nine per cent is a very large 

percentage of shareholding.  But eventually I will be coming to that in a minute.  

Now ultimately I accept that it is the operator and the Regulator of India who will 

firstly judge the effectiveness, the bona fides or what is called you judge the 

capacity and the capability prudently to see whether they are in a position to 

supply us what we are wanting to buy and to ensure that the supplier provides the 

right equipment.  Why thereafter do we still insist these safeguards, the possibility 

of error because the consequences of a nuclear error are enormous.  There is a 

second possibility, Mr. Minister you tangentially touched it.  But it is very 

essential in today’s environment in which this Bill has been brought and that is 

Bhopal.  The consequences of Bhopal continue to affect them, continue to 

influence and they continue to seize our sensibility  in this entire thing.   

1505 hours   (Shri Francisco Cosme Sardinha in the Chair)  

What, therefore, happened as I shared with, in a private conversation, the 

Leader of the House the challenge of governance becomes how to meet the 

requirement of meeting the energy shortages through nuclear route and the public 

policy in question in this regard. 

 

 

 

Comment: cd. by p2 

rc
cd. by p2



25.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 
  

13320

 

(p2/1505/snb-har) 

You have to reconcile these two, what are apparently in conflict. Why are 

they in conflict? Firstly, because the nature of nuclear energy is such that 

everything nuclear is treated with a great degree of caution and scepticism. 

Secondly, why nuclear? It is because we have all along, up till now, treated 

nuclear as rather a closed door activity which is why Pandit Nehru had made it the 

Atomic Energy Commission, like the Planning Commission because he did not 

want the effort of the country to be trapped in bureaucratic rigmarole that 

otherwise today ceased India in its fist. It became a Commission. But the adverse 

consequences of a Commission were that it got removed from the public concern, 

public information and everything nuclear became a kind of closed door secret 

activity. Now, with the kind of an effort we are making to get the world 

community involved, when legislation are being brought, a contrary demand arise 

in public mind. What is it? Is it dangerous, or not dangerous? It, therefore, 

becomes incumbent on the Government to work on the foundation of this and to 

re-educate. It is no longer a question, Mr. Minister, of taking Parliament along 

with you. You have to carry the country with you. That is public policy. You have 

the interest of the State. That, of course, requires energy. Who questions that? But 

how do you reconcile it? Not through secrecy. 

 I submit to you here that there is a great deal of disquiet Mr. Prime 

Minister that we have that there have been initiatives taken by the Government 

which came to Parliament afterwards. There is a kind of ex post facto discussion. 

You are right that you have often given us assurances in Parliament when in 2005 

the journey of nuclear co-operation started. I do not want to cover that entire thing 

again. The same questions arise about this. The impression created is that 

Government has not been candid enough and the Government has tried to hustle 

us suddenly. If the IOU was of 2008, then why in the eighth month of 2010, are 

you suddenly in a hurry to get it done? That is a question. You do not have to 
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answer to me, but you have to answer the question that arises in the minds of our 

citizens.  

Sir, this is where, I might be over-using the example of the bone, the bone 

has stuck. This is what essentially you are trying to do between facilitation for 

suppliers of nuclear commerce and public perception and policy. You are trying to 

reconcile these two, which is not an easy task. I accept it. But you have gone about 

it in a fashion that raises questions which you can answer. I do ask these questions 

but I ask these questions not with any malign intent. I ask these questions because 

I am really concerned. It is an important step that India is taking. Candidness is 

essential. In such an important step, you cannot be anything but candid about the 

whole matter.  

Dr. Manmohan Singh has taken many steps in this regard. I appeal to him 

to take the observations that I have made in the right spirit because along with the 

kind of secretiveness, there is also, if you permit me to say and as some of my 

friends say, a kind of `sleigh of hand’, a trickery. If you agree to one `and’, it goes 

back and comes and you agree to have `intent’ and it comes in, gives an 

impression of repeated and continuous `sleigh of hand’.   

(q2/1510/ru-ind) 

It is not really card game of that nature.  It is a very serious endeavour.  So, to 

carry the Parliament with you would relatively be a simpler and an easier way.  

I must very curtly cover some other issues.  I have covered the rationale 

behind the issue but there are some other difficulties.  There are difficulties with 

the amendments that have already been moved.  I must acknowledge how much I 

have benefited by discussing the amendments which my colleague, Shri Yashwant 

Sinha moved.  I wish very much that he had intervened because on the 

amendments he is certainly far more active.   

Broadly, there are larger, conceptual and fundamental questions.  There are 

drafting and other procedural difficulties which I have just covered.  We have 

covered the question of why there is this kind of artificial urgency.  In the 
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hierarchy of priorities, is this the most important activity?  I am sorry to say it.  

Perhaps, we are also guilty and answerable.  I do think they have changed the 

hierarchy of priorities.  I would personally wish to spend much more time in what 

is happening in Jammu and Kashmir today. It is an important piece of legislation.  

But what is happening in Jammu and Kashmir is also the most centrally important 

issue that concerns the country today. The hon. Prime Ministry quite rightly had 

pointed out that the question of Maoists is the question that poses the most serious 

challenge to India’s internal security. I would think that that would rate a higher 

priority but you have made efforts on this. I really think that there is a very able  

Home Minister for whom I have very high regards. He has been given the freedom 

to operate, try and arrive at discussion on brunch to sit with us.  He could sit with 

us and talk about Kashmir or about the Maoist or other law and order issue.  I do 

not want to continue to labour on this point.  

Then there is some conflict and confusion between Foreign Policy, 

international relations and Non-Proliferation.  I do have seen India stand apart. 

India is not South Korea or Japan.  We stand apart because we are not an NPT 

country.  We are also not a CTBT country.  Yet we are a nuclear power and yet, 

we are recognised as standing on the doorsteps of being a nuclear country….  

Therefore, we have to conduct ourselves in a similar fashion. We do not have to 

conduct ourselves as a kind of a supplicant to the United States of America.  We 

are in a buyers’ market and we have to therefore work on the basis of being able to 

dictate terms as we had done earlier when we were discussing in the WTO or 

elsewhere not dictating terms but standing for India.  That is all that is required.  

So, there is a question that arises about private versus public ownership.  49 

per cent private ownership in any case is permitted at the present moment.   Do 

you intend to go further?  If you do not intend to go further, then some of the 

provisions and amendments really raise questions about it.  You have to answer all 

of them.  I do not want to harp on them all the time.  
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There is  also a question of technology upgradation.  Of course,  it is self-

evident that if we import such plant, it will enable us through the import itself to 

upgrade our technology.  It is axiomatic. You kindly acknowledge late Homi 

Bhaba’s three steps. I begin to suspect that it is languishing.   

(r2/1515/brv-asa) 

And, we keep on asking about the status of thorium. What is the status of 

thorium? There is no satisfactory answer. We had also dealt with this subject.  It is 

not fault finding. It has been out of circulation for the last six years. I am not 

current with the latest developments. If I ask you this question, it is not to assign 

any blame but it is to share a sense of concern. How can you abandon the thorium? 

That, ultimately, is the answer for India’s self-reliance. If it is that in the interim 

you wish to do it, I do not know how much a nuclear plant will cost us. Would that 

additionality help us? I recognise the difficulty of indigenous versus imported one. 

I had to deal with the difficulties of the DRDO once. I do not want to go into the 

details. I accept the difficulty of even the Atomic Energy Commission. We say 

more than what we can achieve. It is perhaps not such a bad thing. It is an 

aspiration. The Government needs to encourage them. 

 Sir, I now come to the overhang of uncertainty in the international relations, 

particularly on the question of NPT and the CTBT. The NPT Review is one of the 

important factors. What would happen if it is agreed, as is entirely likely? We 

cannot be a signatory to the NPT. We cannot, as things stand now, subscribe to the 

CTBT. As things are progressing, I do foresee that the United States of America, 

which has a democratic Government, will insist upon this because that is their 

international programme. What happens in the case of nuclear holocaust? So, I 

have a different approach to compensation. I shared it with you also, with the hon. 

Prime Minister and the Leader of the House. I do not think you can ever 

compensate for a real nuclear holocaust. The concept of compensation is to 

provide it in lieu of loss of land. If people lose land, you pay some money. How do 

you compensate the loss of life? Let me just cite you an example of our immediate 
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Russian neighbour. How do you compensate the kind of tragedy that has today 

struck Pakistan? One-fifth of the country has been badly devastated. Then, 

millions and millions of people have been uprooted. Villages have gone, have 

been obliterated in the sludge. You know how many have been killed in Hiroshima 

in one strike. Nuclear accidents, Heaven forbid, do not fall in the category of 

ordinary compensation. That is why, I have shared it with my colleagues when we 

first discussed this issue. I have some difficulties with compensation. I do not have 

an immediate answer. If you would, perhaps, say and justify that what I am saying 

is from a philosophical point of view than an  effective point of view, I think 

Governments quite often must and do have to address even philosophical 

questions, particularly uncertainty when we are talking of an issue like a nuclear 

plant which can really devastate millions. Therefore, it is no good to say that you 

have raised the compensation from Rs.500 crore to Rs.1500 crore.  My colleagues, 

perhaps, would find it adequate. 

I have also some difficulty in regard to some of the amendments that you 

have moved. I shall come to them in a moment. But very briefly, I would say that 

one of the technical points is there. You have said that each of the plants is really 

of 1650 MW capacity plant. 

(s2/1520/ksp/sk) 

 Please correct me if I am wrong. I don’t think 1650 MW nuclear power 

plants are in use anywhere in the world, whether they are French or US. These 

1650 MW plants will be used in India for the first time. Are you convinced that 

these 1650 MW plants have been fully tried and tested? 

 Now I wish to move towards the amendments and to my conclusion. You 

must resolve the issue of ‘intent’. I don’t want to read the amendments because 

that will take the time of the House. But the central question remains about ‘intent’. 

How can you prove ‘intent’? Therefore, I believe you will address it. 

 I also wish to refer to a provision made for Special Drawing Rights. I don’t 

understand this because if none of the operators is going to be foreign, this will not 
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be necessary. Unless you have a commitment which is behind a cloak – and this 

commitment is to the USA whose domestic legislation requires this to be included 

– this will not be required. If you have any such commitment, please be candid; 

please tell us why this SDR is required. 

 There is another one here on page 6, after line 8, insert, 

“Provided that the Central Government may, by notification, assume 
full liability for a nuclear installation not operated by it if it is of the 
opinion that it is necessary in public interest.” 

 

Now, all the nuclear plants in the country are operated by the Government. They 

are actually operated by a public sector undertaking which is owned by the 

Government. If it is not operated entirely by the Government, you wish to achieve 

it by notification. I don’t understand this. It is confusing and makes us wonder as 

to why you are doing it. 

 Sir, I have moved my amendments. I do not wish to read them now. But I 

wish to add that the Government will have to address itself to the question of 

amending the Atomic Energy Act of 1962. Unless that is done, a number of untidy 

aspects of this hazard will remain. Then, you will also have to amend the 

Insurance Act. But in the present situation, a question has arisen about inspecting 

the hot zone which is the core of a nuclear plant. You will have to address this 

point also. 

 I understand that during the Standing Committee’s examination of this Bill 

the Environment Secretary said that the aspects of environment are fully taken 

care of. I personally feel that it is a bit of a bureaucratic answer. The aspects of 

environmental damage are enormous and I do not think we have the experience or 

even the understanding of what goes into it. You cited the example of Chernobyl 

nuclear blast. I don’t think the Environment Ministry studied the consequences. 

Have they gone to Chernobyl and studied what happened there and what were the 

consequent damages to the environment? 
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 Sir, I wish to say that we are a greatly water-stressed country. We have the 

largest population of cattle in the world.  

  

(t2/1525/rs/bks) 

We have the second largest population of cattle and sheep after Australia.  We 

have the second largest population of human beings.  We have the largest 

population of camel.  Please do not laugh at camel.  They are all very large aspects 

of our country’s resource. When I talk of water, the water is a need for them also.  

I would have been remiss in my intervention if I have not said this. 

 I must conclude by saying please accept the amendments that we have 

moved.  If you accept the amendments, we will support the Bill.  I, in turn, accept 

that India is not an island.  We have to live, but we have to live with our head held 

high and we have to live in the forefront of comity of nations not as following 

them.  I will be together with you and in step with you, but please give to us, to the 

country and to the Parliament what is our due.  Give us Izzat, give us the needed 

information, give us calendar and give us truth. 

 Thank you very much. 

(ends) 
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1527 ¤ÉVÉä 

gÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉÒ−É ÉÊiÉ´ÉÉ®ÉÒ (ãÉÖÉÊvÉªÉÉxÉÉ): àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉ¶BÉÚE® cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä <iÉxÉä àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {É® +ÉÉVÉ àÉÖZÉä +É{ÉxÉä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ* gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉèãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉé ºÉnÉ ºÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ BÉEÉªÉãÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® <xÉBÉEä ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn <ºÉ àÉÖqä BÉEä >ó{É® BÉÖEU £ÉÉÒ 

BÉEcxÉÉ àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ VÉ°ô® cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè* {É®ÆiÉÖ àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä {ÉcãÉä bÉ. cÉäàÉÉÒ £ÉÉ£ÉÉ, bÉ. ÉÊ´ÉµÉEàÉ ºÉÉ®É£ÉÉ<Ç 

+ÉÉè® ÉËcnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEä =xÉ +ÉxÉäBÉE ºÉÉ<ÆºÉnÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉàÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉÒ xÉÉÓ´É ®JÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ªÉÉiÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉiÉä ®cä* {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

ªÉÖMÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ ªÉÉiÉxÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ nÉè® 18 àÉ<Ç, 1974 BÉEÉä ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ+ÉÉ* VÉ¤É gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ <ÆÉÊn®É MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä, VÉÉä <ºÉ 

nä¶É BÉEÉÒ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ, £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ {ÉcãÉÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ {É®ÉÒFÉhÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* {ÉÉäJÉ®hÉ àÉå ABÉE +ÉÉä® ¤ÉÖr àÉÖºBÉE®ÉªÉä +ÉÉè® 

nÚºÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉä® nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉ àÉÖÆc ÉÊºÉBÉÖE½ MÉªÉÉ* 1974 àÉå ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ BÉDãÉ¤É ¤ÉxÉÉ, 1975 àÉå xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ OÉÖ{É àÉå 

{ÉÉÊ®´ÉÉÌiÉiÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä >ó{É® |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉ ãÉMÉä* {É®ÆiÉÖ =xÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ºÉÉ<ÆºÉnÉxÉÉå xÉä càÉÉ®ä 

{É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ* 1998 àÉå VÉ¤É AxÉbÉÒA BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ, =xcÉåxÉä £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ nÚºÉ®É {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

{É®ÉÒFÉhÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* càÉÉ®ä >ó{É® |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉ +ÉÉè® iÉäVÉ +ÉÉè® àÉVÉ¤ÉÚiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä, {É®ÆiÉÖ =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä 

ºÉÉ<ÆºÉnÉxÉÉå xÉä =ºÉ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ* =xÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¤ÉÆvÉÉå BÉEÉä iÉÉä½xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ 

+ÉMÉ® àÉÖZÉä ~ÉÒBÉE iÉ®c ºÉä ªÉÉn +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ {ãÉÉÉËxÉMÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊb{]ÉÒ SÉäªÉ®{ÉºÉÇxÉ lÉä* =xcÉåxÉä 

º]ÅÉä¤É ]ÉãÉ¤ÉÉä] ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô BÉEÉÒ, +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ BÉEÉÒ, xÉèBÉDº] º]è{ºÉ <xÉ º]Åä]äÉÊVÉBÉE {ÉÉ]ÇxÉ®ÉÊ¶É{É BÉEÉ 

VÉxàÉ cÖ+ÉÉ* 

 

 

(u2/1530/skb-rcp) 

 VÉ¤É 2004 àÉå ªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉªÉÉÒ iÉÉä bÉì. àÉxÉàÉÉäcxÉ ÉËºÉc iÉiBÉEÉãÉÉÒxÉ +ÉÉè® ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ 

xÉä =ºÉ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉiÉä cÖªÉä +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ BÉEä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå ABÉE ºÉÆÉÊvÉ {É® cºiÉÉFÉ® 

ÉÊBÉEªÉä* 1974 àÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ®ÆMÉ£Éän BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ ¶ÉÖâó cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ, =ºÉä ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEÉ xÉiÉÉÒVÉÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE 

+ÉÉVÉ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE |ÉEÉÆºÉ, BÉExÉÉbÉ, °ôºÉ, BÉEWÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ, VÉÉä A]àÉÉÒ +ÉÉÉÊ´É−BÉEÉ® 

{É® ºÉÆiÉÉ{É lÉÉ, =ºÉä =ºÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÉÒxÉä {É® £ÉÉäMÉÉ lÉÉ, +ÉÉVÉ =ºÉ VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉä-+ÉÉ{É®ä¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉä 

ãÉäBÉE® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ´É−ÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä BÉDªÉÉå 

VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè? <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉÉÒvÉÉ ºÉÉ =kÉ® cè ÉÊBÉE càÉå >óVÉÉÇ SÉÉÉÊcªÉä* 
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 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉè ABÉE +ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉE xÉMÉ®ÉÒ ºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉi´É BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉcÉÆ ºÉÉiÉ 

ÉÊnxÉ àÉå ºÉä 4-4 ÉÊnxÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉÉå àÉå xÉcÉÓ ®ciÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉänÉ® cé, VÉÉä =tÉÉäMÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ cé, =xcå  

bÉÒVÉãÉ BÉEä VÉxÉ®è]® SÉãÉÉBÉE® 12 âó{ÉªÉä |ÉÉÊiÉ ªÉÚÉÊxÉ] BÉEä ÉÊcºÉÉ¤É ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ JÉSÉÇ BÉE®xÉÉÒ {É½iÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ |É¶xÉ ªÉc 

cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEä BÉDªÉÉ »ÉÉäiÉ cé? ºÉ¤É ºÉä {ÉcãÉÉ BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ, nÚºÉ®É {ÉÉxÉÉÒ, iÉÉÒºÉ®É {É´ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® SÉÉèlÉÉ 

ºÉÚªÉÇ* 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ºÉ¤É ºÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEÉäªÉãÉä {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå BÉEÉäªÉãÉä {É® +ÉÉvÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ 

=i{ÉÉnxÉ ªÉÚÉÊxÉ]ÂºÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VªÉÉnÉ cé* +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉ{ÉE BÉEÉäªÉãÉä BÉEÉÒ ]èBÉDxÉÉèãÉÉäVÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc <WÉÉn xÉcÉÓ cÉä {ÉÉªÉÉÒ cè* 

+ÉMÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ >óVÉÉÇ ¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉÒ cè, +ÉMÉ® càÉ BÉEÉäªÉãÉä {É® ÉÊxÉ£ÉÇ® ®cä iÉÉä BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® ºÉä ãÉäBÉE® BÉExªÉÉBÉÖEàÉÉ®ÉÒ 

iÉBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ +ÉÉºÉàÉÉxÉ cè, ´Éc BÉEÉãÉÉ-BÉEÉãÉÉ ÉÊnJÉäMÉÉ, ºÉÚªÉÇ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç näMÉÉ* àÉé <ºÉBÉEÉ ABÉE =nÉc®hÉ näxÉÉ 

SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* àÉé ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå ºÉÆºÉn BÉEÉ ºÉjÉ ¶ÉÖâó cÉäxÉä ºÉä {ÉcãÉä fÉ<Ç ÉÊnxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä ¤ÉÉÒÉËWÉMÉ àÉå lÉÉ, VÉÉä SÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉÒ 

®ÉVÉvÉÉxÉÉÒ cè* ªÉc àÉä®ä ÉÊãÉªÉä ¤É½ä ºÉÆBÉEÉäSÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE =xÉ ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉÖZÉä ºÉÚªÉÇ ABÉE FÉhÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ 

ÉÊnªÉÉ BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉÒÉËWÉMÉ BÉEä +ÉÉºÉ{ÉÉºÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉä cé, ´Éä BÉEÉäªÉãÉä ºÉä SÉãÉiÉä cé, <ºÉÉÊãÉªÉä BÉEÉäªÉãÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ 

BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ |ÉnÚ−ÉhÉ lÉÉ* ´É−ÉÇ BÉEä 365 ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå ºÉä ¶ÉÉªÉn 200 ÉÊnxÉ iÉBÉE AäºÉÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè VÉ¤É ºÉÚªÉÇ ÉÊnJÉÉ<Ç xÉcÉÓ näiÉÉ cè* 

càÉå {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉE BÉDªÉÉ càÉå ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ SÉÉÉÊcªÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEä >óVÉÉÇ »ÉÉäiÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè 

ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ {É® ºÉÉÒvÉä ºÉÉÒvÉä +ÉºÉ® {É½ä? 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, nÚºÉ®É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä ¤É½ä bèàÉÉå BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE®  {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ 

BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEiÉÉÇ, ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE xÉäiÉÉ =ºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ BÉE®iÉä ®cä cé - ÉÊ´É¶Éä−ÉBÉE® ºÉ®nÉ® ºÉ®Éä´É® bèàÉ ªÉÉ nä¶É BÉEä ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ 

ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä ¤É½ä ¤É½ä |ÉÉäVÉèBÉD] cé, =xÉBÉEä BÉEÉªÉÇBÉEãÉÉ{ÉÉå àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ ÉÊbãÉä cÖ+ÉÉ cè,. ´Éc ºÉÆºÉn +ÉÉè® ªÉc nä¶É +ÉSUÉÒ iÉ®c 

ºÉä VÉÉxÉiÉÉ cè* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ {É´ÉxÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉÚªÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* ªÉc cBÉEÉÒBÉEiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ SÉÉcä ÉË´Éb AxÉVÉÉÔ cÉä 

ªÉÉ ºÉÚªÉÇ AxÉVÉÉÔ cÉä, =ºÉ ]èBÉDxÉÉèãÉÉäVÉÉÒ BÉEÉ <ÇWÉÉn xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ÉÊBÉE ´Éc +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE °ô{É ºÉä ´ÉÉ®É JÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* 

(w2/1535/cs-lh) 

 +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä càÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ BÉEä ®ÉºiÉä {É® SÉãÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* +É¤É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ ªÉc {ÉènÉ 

cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉÉ®ÉÒJÉ àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ {ÉéiÉÉÒºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] >óVÉÉÇ BÉEÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, ªÉc 

ABÉE ãÉÉJÉ SÉÉãÉÉÒºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] £ÉÉÒ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ BÉEÉä 9 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ {É® ¤ÉfÃxÉÉ cè 

iÉÉä +ÉMÉãÉä 20 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå ´É−ÉÇ 2030 iÉBÉE càÉå SÉÉ® ãÉÉJÉ {ÉSÉÉºÉ cVÉÉ® ºÉä {ÉÉÆSÉ ãÉÉJÉ àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

VÉ°ô®iÉ {É½äMÉÉÒ* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEcÉÆ ºÉä +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ? ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® ãÉMÉÉxÉä ºÉä +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA 

VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEä 

>ó{É® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè, àÉé =ºÉä nÉäc®ÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, {É® ªÉc £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ cÉÒ BÉEÉ®hÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ´É−ÉÇ 
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1991 àÉå {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ABÉD] <ºÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ xÉä {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* ´Éc VÉÉä {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ 

ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ABÉD] cè, ºÉÉ´ÉÇVÉÉÊxÉBÉE nÉÉÊªÉi´É ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ cè, =ºÉàÉå +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä ªÉÉ 

BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ cÉnºÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä, =ºÉBÉEÉ =ºÉàÉå =ããÉäJÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊVÉµÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* +É¤É àÉé +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ 

{ÉÉÊ®|ÉäFªÉ {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ {ÉÉÊ®|ÉäFªÉ BÉDªÉÉ cè?  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉVÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå 437 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé* =xÉ 437 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ®Éå àÉå ºÉä 416 AäºÉä 

cé, <ºÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå 30 àÉÖãBÉE cé, VÉcÉÆ {É® {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé* =xÉàÉå ºÉä 28 nä¶ÉÉå àÉå 416 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® 

cé, ´ÉcÉÆ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉ VÉÉä ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ º]ÅBÉDSÉ® cè, nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä ABÉE xªÉÉÉÊªÉBÉE |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ cè, ´Éc 

xªÉÉÉÊªÉBÉE |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ =xÉ àÉÖãBÉEÉå àÉå cè* ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ nÉä AäºÉä àÉÖãBÉE cé, £ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå 19 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé +ÉÉè® 

{ÉÉÉÊBÉEºiÉÉxÉ àÉå 2 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ >óVÉÉÇ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® cé, VÉcÉÆ {É® <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* 

<ºÉÉÊãÉA ªÉc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ FÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE® ®cä cé, càÉ <ºÉ iÉ®c 

BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉªÉä, <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉªÉàÉ {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®å, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä ªÉc nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉÒ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ AÉÎMVÉº]åºÉ àÉå 

ãÉÉªÉÉÒ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉå BÉEcÉÒ cé, àÉé =xÉBÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É näxÉä BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉE°ôÆMÉÉ* <ºÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå àÉÉä]É-àÉÉä]É cè BÉDªÉÉ, <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® BÉEä 

|ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE cÉåMÉä, ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® BÉEä +ÉÉì{É®ä]® cÉåMÉä, ´Éä ºÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ cÉåMÉÉÒ, ºÉ®BÉEÉ®ÉÒ 

BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ cÉåMÉÉÒ* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ªÉÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉxÉÖàÉÉÊiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE 

£ÉÉ®iÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® SÉãÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* cÉÆ, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ VÉ°ô® cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É càÉ FÉàÉiÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉªÉåMÉä, 

=ºÉ FÉàÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä àÉå £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉEÉì®äxÉ ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ £ÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉ ªÉÉäMÉnÉxÉ nåMÉä* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +É¤É àÉé <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® +ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEä àÉÖJªÉ =qä¶ªÉ BÉDªÉÉ cé? <ºÉ 

ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉ àÉÖJªÉ =qä¶ªÉ iÉÉä ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE JÉÖnÉ xÉ JÉÉºiÉÉ +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ 

iÉ®c VÉÉä àÉÉºÉÚàÉ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, VÉÉä <ºÉºÉä |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ cÉåMÉä, =xcå n®-n® £É]BÉExÉÉ xÉ {É½ä, =xcå BÉE£ÉÉÒ +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ BÉEÉÒ 

+ÉnÉãÉiÉ àÉå xÉ VÉÉxÉÉ {É½ä, BÉE£ÉÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉnÉãÉiÉÉå BÉEä n®´ÉÉVÉä xÉ JÉ]JÉ]ÉxÉä {Ébä, BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ cÉä ÉÊBÉE 

¤ÉMÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ]ÉäBÉEÉ]ÉBÉEÉÒ BÉEä, ¤ÉMÉè® ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ xÉÖBÉDiÉÉSÉÉÒxÉÉÒ BÉEä =xcå àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ VÉÉªÉä* ªÉc <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉcãÉÉ =qä¶ªÉ 

cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, <ºÉ ÉẾ ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉ nÚºÉ®É =qä¶ªÉ ªÉc cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒPÉ® BÉEä |ÉSÉÉãÉBÉE cé, VÉÉä 

+ÉÉì{É®ä]® cé, =xcå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® {É® àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉE®´ÉÉxÉÉ cè* àÉé VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ 

ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä <kÉä{ÉEÉBÉE ®JÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉªÉn +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç {É®àÉÉhÉÖ cÉnºÉÉ cÉä VÉÉªÉä iÉÉä BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉ 

àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*  

(x2/1540/mm/kkd) 
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ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ àÉå càÉ ®ciÉä cé, ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ |ÉhÉÉãÉÉÒ àÉå càÉ ®ciÉä cé, ªÉc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè 

ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É VÉ¤É BÉEÉä<Ç =tÉÉäMÉ ãÉMÉÉiÉä cé iÉÉä =tÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA? BÉDªÉÉ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ ¤ÉéSÉàÉÉBÉEÇ 

cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA? =ºÉä |ÉèºÉµÉEÉ<¤É BÉE®xÉÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉBÉÖEãÉ ºÉcÉÒ BÉEc ®cä  lÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉä ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ +ÉÉVÉ 

¶ÉÖ°ô xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè* ªÉc ´É−ÉÇ  2000 àÉå AxÉbÉÒA BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® àÉå cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ* |ÉÉä{ÉEäºÉ® BÉEÉäiÉÉÔxÉÉä, ãÉÉì BÉEÉìãÉäVÉ, ¤ÉéMÉãÉÉä® 

BÉEä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´É¶Éä−ÉYÉ cé, +ÉÉè® |ÉÉä{ÉEäºÉ® ®ÉVÉMÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ, xÉä +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉ +ÉvªÉªÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä ªÉc ºÉÖZÉÉ´É 

ÉÊnªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ¶ÉÉªÉn ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +É¤É 

ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉ BÉDªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ? VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE JÉÖnÉ-xÉ-JÉÉºiÉÉ +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç iÉÉä 

VÉÉä A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AxÉVÉÉÔ ®èMÉÚãÉä]®ÉÒ ¤ÉÉäbÇ cè, VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE ºlÉÉªÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® º´ÉiÉÆjÉ ¤ÉÉìbÉÒ cè, ´Éc <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉÉä−ÉhÉÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ 

ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉÒ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè* ´Éc iÉÖ®ÆiÉ nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊxÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ* nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÖBÉDiÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® {É® 

BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ 15 ÉÊnxÉ BÉEä £ÉÉÒiÉ® iÉªÉ BÉE®xÉÉ cè* àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ? àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

+ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉä 15 ºÉÉè BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä näxÉä cÉåMÉä, VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ä ÉÊ´É¶´É àÉå  +ÉÉ{É 

ªÉÉÊn ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ näJÉå, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉ {É® àÉé ¤ÉÉn àÉå +ÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ* ªÉc 15 ºÉÉè BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä VÉÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶É cé +ÉÉè® =xÉBÉEä VÉÉä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤ÉÉÊfÃªÉÉ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ®VÉÉÒàÉ cè, =ºÉºÉä iÉÉãÉàÉäãÉ JÉÉiÉÉ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-

ºÉÉlÉ ªÉÉÊn nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉÒ cÖ<Ç iÉÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ =kÉ®nÉÉÊªÉi´É 22 BÉE®Éä½ °ô{ÉªÉä iÉBÉE BÉEÉ cÉäMÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉ{É 

SÉÉcåMÉä, ªÉÉÊn +ÉÉ{É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆÉÊvÉ àÉå cºiÉÉFÉ® BÉE®iÉä cé iÉÉä VÉÉä +ÉÆiÉ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆÉÊvÉ ºÉä ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ, ´Éc £ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä nä {ÉÉAÆMÉä* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ªÉc cBÉE +É{ÉxÉä 

{ÉÉºÉ ®JÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ªÉÉ ºÉÆºÉn ªÉÉÊn =ÉÊSÉiÉ ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉÒ cÉä iÉÉä <ºÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ºÉBÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ ªÉÉÊn |ÉÉBÉßEÉÊiÉBÉE +ÉÉ{ÉnÉ ªÉÉ +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉnÉÒ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊ´ÉÉÊvÉ ºÉä cÉnºÉÉ cÉä VÉÉA iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ 

ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ £ÉÉ®iÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä +É{ÉxÉä >ó{É® ãÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ºÉÉ{ÉE iÉÉè® {É® BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

ªÉÉÊn cÉnºÉÉ ¤É½É cÉä VÉÉA, ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ªÉc ãÉMÉä ÉÊBÉE BÉDãÉèàÉ BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® BÉEä ºÉÆ®FÉhÉ ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® VÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä ABÉE 

xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® BÉDãÉèàÉ BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè*  

 àÉcÉänªÉ, +É¤É àÉé BÉDãÉÉìVÉ 17 {É® +ÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉè® ºÉnxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉc® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉºiÉßiÉ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉÒ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE {ÉcãÉÉ A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE 

ÉÊ®ABÉD]® ´É−ÉÇ 1957 àÉå ÉÊ{É]ÂºÉ¤ÉMÉÇ àÉå ãÉMÉÉ lÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ=]{ÉÖ] 60 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 43 ´É−ÉÉç àÉå nÉä 

nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉAÆ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ FÉäjÉ àÉå cÖ<Ç cé, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ A´ÉÆ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ´Éc mÉÉÒ 

àÉÉ<ãÉ +ÉÉ<ÇãÉèhb {É® nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ* VÉèºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉàÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ 
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VÉÉxÉ-àÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ cÉÉÊxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç* =ºÉ {ãÉÉÆ] BÉEÉä SÉãÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉÒ lÉÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ®ABÉD]® BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ 

+ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉÒ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ*  

(y2/1545/jr-mmn) 

ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ BÉÖEU BÉEÉ®hÉ AäºÉä ¤ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉE nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç, {É® ªÉc JÉÖnÉ BÉEÉ ãÉÉJÉ-ãÉÉJÉ ¶ÉÖµÉE cè ÉÊBÉE =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÉxÉ 

ªÉÉ àÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ+ÉÉ* <ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE SÉä®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉä {ÉÉÊ®SÉÉãÉBÉE lÉä, ´Éä 

ºÉÉäÉÊ´ÉªÉiÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® lÉÉÒ, VÉÉä ÉÊ®ABÉD]® lÉä, ´Éc ºÉÉäÉÊ´ÉªÉiÉ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ xÉä ¤ÉxÉÉA lÉä* =ºÉàÉå ºÉ¤É ºÉä{ÉEMÉÉbÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn 

ABÉE +ÉÉÉÊ´É−BÉEÉ® ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉàÉå AäºÉä PÉ]xÉÉµÉEàÉ ¶ÉÖ°ô cÖA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä SÉä®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç* ´ÉcÉÆ 30 

ãÉÉäMÉ àÉÉ®ä MÉA +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉn àÉå 2500 ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉ MÉ<Ç*  

 <ºÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉVÉ 437 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ®ABÉD]® cè* <xÉàÉå ºÉä nÉä àÉå ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä 43 ºÉÉãÉ àÉå nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè* 

VÉèºÉä àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉ cé, ªÉä càÉÉ®ä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉ´ÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {É®àÉÉhÉÖ 

BÉEÉªÉÇµÉEàÉÉå àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ ºÉä{ÉD]ÉÒ ÉÊ®BÉEÉbÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ´ÉVÉÚn £ÉÉ®iÉ 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä, ªÉÚ{ÉÉÒA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä, VÉÉä AäºÉÉÒ {ÉcãÉÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® cè, ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä vÉÉ®É 17 BÉEÉä <ºÉ ÉẾ ÉvÉäªÉBÉE àÉå ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

cè +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ cé, =xcå £ÉÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤Énäc ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉMÉ® ªÉc {ÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ {Éä]å] ÉÊb{ÉEäBÉD] ªÉÉ 

ÉÊbVÉÉ<xÉ ÉÊb{ÉEäBÉD] BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè iÉÉä SÉÉcä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ cÉä ªÉÉ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ cÉä, =ºÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ 

=kÉ®nÉÉÊªÉi´É ÉÊxÉ£ÉÉxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ, àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* ¶ÉÉªÉn càÉ {ÉcãÉä AäºÉä nä¶É cé, ÉÊVÉºÉxÉä JÉÉºÉ iÉÉè® {É® <ºÉ 

BÉDãÉÉWÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉ{ÉÉæ®ä] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* 

 +É¤É àÉé +ÉÆiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ ºÉÆÉÊvÉ {É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ* BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE |ÉÉ<ºÉ AÆb®ºÉxÉ ABÉD] àÉå VÉÉä nÉÉÊªÉi´É cè, 

´Éc nºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ ®JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå ´Éc nÉÉÊªÉi´É ªÉÉÉÊxÉ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉEàÉ cè* ºÉxÉÂ 1957 

àÉå VÉ¤É |ÉÉ<ºÉ AÆb®ºÉxÉ ABÉD] ¤ÉxÉÉ lÉÉ, =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉÒ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä VÉÉä nÉÉÊªÉi´É lÉÉ, ´Éc 280 BÉE®Éä½ ®JÉÉ 

lÉÉ* VÉèºÉä-VÉèºÉä +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå {É®àÉÉhÉÖ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ ¤ÉfÃiÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç, =ºÉàÉå ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ cÉäiÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, =xcÉåxÉä ABÉE ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ 

BÉEÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ¤ÉxÉÉBÉE® VÉÉä ºÉÆJªÉÉ lÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEÉÒ, =ºÉä vÉÉÒ®ä-vÉÉÒ®ä nºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉªÉãÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ* BÉExÉÉbÉ VÉÉä ABÉE 

ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ àÉÖãBÉE cè, £ÉÉ®iÉ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ {ÉcãÉÉ ÉÊ®ABÉD]® BÉExÉÉbÉ ºÉä ÉÊãÉªÉÉ lÉÉ, ÉÊVÉºÉä ºÉÉªÉ®ºÉ BÉEciÉä cé, =ºÉàÉå 

nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉÒ ºÉÉÒàÉÉ 33 BÉE®Éä½ cè, SÉÉÒxÉ àÉå 202 BÉE®Éä½ cè, |ÉEÉÆºÉ àÉå 575 BÉE®Éä½ cè*  

 VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä ªÉc BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉxÉiÉÉ, ={É£ÉÉäBÉDiÉÉ +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊxÉ´Éä¶ÉBÉE, iÉÉÒxÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ºÉàÉx´ÉªÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉMÉ® +ÉÉ{É ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉÆJªÉÉ BÉEÉä VªÉÉnÉ ¤ÉfÃÉ nåMÉä iÉÉä 

=ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉÉÒvÉÉ-ºÉÉÒvÉÉ +ÉºÉ® ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉÒàÉiÉ {É® {É½äMÉÉ* VÉÉä ={É£ÉÉäBÉDiÉÉ cè, =ºÉä àÉcÆMÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ JÉ®ÉÒnxÉÉÒ 

{É½äMÉÉÒ* 

Comment: Cd by y2

Comment: Sh. Manish tiwari cd. 

rjs
Cd by y2

rjs
Sh. Manish tiwari cd.
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 +ÉÆiÉ àÉå àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉE<Ç ¤ÉÉ® vÉÉ®É 17 BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ 

and I would like to do it in English so that I do not make a mistake about it. 

Presuming for the sake of argument that Clause 17 did not exist in this Bill, 

anybody who understands an iota of commerce and as to how commercial 

transactions are done would tell you that no buyer, no operator would ever enter 

into a contract which does not completely indemnify himself against the supplier. 

So, even if Clause 17 would not have been a part of this Bill, then also no operator, 

no buyer would have entered into any agreement which would not have 

completely indemnified himself because JÉÖnÉ-xÉ-JÉÉºiÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉ 

ÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉäMÉÉ cÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉä ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒVÉ cé, =xÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ ÉÊn´ÉÉÉÊãÉªÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* 

VÉÉä BÉEàÉÉÌ¶ÉªÉãÉ BÉEÉÆ]ÅäBÉD] BÉEä ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä cé, VÉÉä <º]äÉÎ¤ãÉ¶ÉàÉå] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉxÉäºÉ |ÉäÉÎBÉD]BÉDºÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä cé, all of them 

understand very well that indemnification of liability is something which is 

sacrosanct with the buyer. I would just like to conclude by saying càÉÉ®ä àÉÖãBÉE xÉä 

iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉ iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉ cé, ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉÒ £ÉÉMÉÉÒnÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè* ªÉc ~ÉÒBÉE 

cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE VÉMÉc BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE-nÚºÉ®ä ºÉä ãÉ½iÉä cé*  

 

(z2/1550/har/kvj) 

 {É® =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ-ºÉÉlÉ VÉ¤É nä¶É BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä càÉå ABÉE àÉã]ÉÒ-{ÉÉÉÌ]VÉxÉÉÊ¶É{É bèàÉÉäº]Åä] BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA 

+ÉÉè® +ÉÉVÉ àÉé ºÉÉ®ä ºÉnxÉ ºÉä ªÉcÉÒ +É{ÉÉÒãÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉä >óVÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ 

VÉâó®iÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEnàÉ =~ÉªÉÉ cè, £ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉÒ =ºÉ xÉÉÒb BÉEÉä, =ºÉ VÉâó®iÉ BÉEÉä ºÉÉàÉxÉä 

®JÉiÉä cÖA =~ÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé +ÉÉ{É ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ªÉcÉÒ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉänxÉ BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®å* 

¤ÉcÖiÉ-¤ÉcÖiÉ vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

          (<ÉÊiÉ) 

Comment: cd.by z2

Comment: Tiwari cd

rjs
cd.by z2

loksabha
Tiwari cd



25.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 
  

13333

1551 ¤ÉVÉä 

gÉÉÒ ¶ÉèãÉäxp BÉÖEàÉÉ® (BÉEÉè¶ÉÉà¤ÉÉÒ):  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊºÉÉẾ ÉãÉ 

nÉÉÊªÉi´É ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 2010 {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÆ* +É£ÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊiÉ{ÉFÉ BÉEÉÒ 

iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® {ÉFÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä £ÉÉ<Ç àÉxÉÉÒ−É VÉÉÒ xÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉÉÒ* ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ 

VÉÉÒ, {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEä xÉVÉÉÊ®ªÉä ºÉä +ÉMÉ® näJÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä ªÉc ÉẾ ÉvÉäªÉBÉE +ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ +ÉcàÉ cè* VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå càÉÉ®ä ´ÉèYÉÉÉÊxÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉÒ ABÉE ºÉÉäSÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ ´É−ÉÇ 2022 

iÉBÉE <ºÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ºÉÉiÉ MÉÖxÉÉ ¤ÉfÃÉBÉE® 22,000 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉE®åMÉä +ÉÉè® ´É−ÉÇ 2032 iÉBÉE 60,000 

àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ABÉE ãÉFªÉ ®JÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉE®xÉä 

´ÉÉãÉä VÉÉä nä¶É cé =xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ iÉªÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ¤ÉVÉÉA, ={ÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉE®xÉä ´ÉÉãÉä nä¶ÉÉå {É® nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉ VÉÉä £ÉÉ® 

ÉÊnªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè ´Éc àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ ºÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* VÉ´ÉÉ¤ÉnäcÉÒ BÉEÉ VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè iÉÉä nÉäxÉÉå nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA <ºÉä iÉªÉ BÉE®xÉÉ {É½äMÉÉ* àÉé +ÉÉÆBÉE½Éå BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® àÉå xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ>óÆMÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE nä¶É BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉE®xÉÉ 

cè iÉÉä ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉÒ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè +ÉÉè® ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ {ÉÖBÉEÉ® cè* <ºÉÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ãÉÉäBÉE ºÉ£ÉÉ àÉå 

ºÉàÉÉVÉ´ÉÉnÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä xÉäiÉÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÖãÉÉªÉàÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä A]ÉäÉÊàÉBÉE BÉE®É® ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ 

BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ, ´Éc <ºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä ÉẾ ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ¤ÉfÃä, <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA 

càÉxÉä ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ lÉÉ* àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ ºÉä +É£ÉÉÒ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä c{ÉDiÉä <ºÉÉÒ ºÉjÉ àÉå càÉxÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ {É® £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ 

BÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* +ÉMÉ® £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ xÉ PÉ]iÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ 26 ºÉÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn +ÉÉªÉÉ, 

iÉÉä àÉä®ä JªÉÉãÉ ºÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊºÉÉẾ ÉãÉ nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, =ºÉ {É® càÉ <iÉxÉä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® ºÉä 

SÉSÉÉÇ xÉ BÉE®iÉä* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉä ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÉÉÊ®¶Éå lÉÉÓ, =ºÉàÉå BÉEcÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä VÉÉä ÉÊxÉVÉÉÒ 

ºÉÆSÉÉãÉBÉE cé, BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ A]ÉäÉÊàÉBÉE |ÉÉÊiÉ−~ÉxÉÉå ºÉä =xcå nÚ® ®JÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè® {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ näJÉ-®äJÉ 

àÉå ªÉc BÉEÉàÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, iÉ£ÉÉÒ VÉÉBÉE® càÉÉ®ä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉ ãÉFªÉ {ÉÚ®É cÉä {ÉÉAMÉÉ* <ºÉàÉå àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉä 

ãÉäBÉE® +ÉºÉàÉÆVÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® iÉàÉÉàÉ nãÉÉå BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* 

<ºÉä 500 BÉE®Éä½ ºÉä ¤ÉfÃÉBÉE® 1500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉªÉä BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå +ÉÉè® nãÉÉå xÉä 

10,000 BÉE®Éä½ BÉEÉÒ £ÉÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ cè* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ ºÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ càÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉÉ cè, <Ç¶´É® BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE 

<ºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ xÉ PÉ]ä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉå ºÉiÉBÉEÇ ®cxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉå BÉEÉäÉÊ¶É¶É ªÉcÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉàÉ 

ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®FÉÉ cÉä*  

(a3/1555/ind-san) 

càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ®ªÉäBÉD]® ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè, BÉEcÉÓ {É® <ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEÉªÉnÉ £ÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEcÉÓ 

{ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ £ÉÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA <ºÉä ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè*  

Comment: Cd by A3 

Comment: Sh shailendra kr. Cd.
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 ãÉÉäMÉÉå àÉå SÉSÉÉÇ cè ÉÊBÉE xÉ´Éà¤É® àÉcÉÒxÉä àÉå +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉÒ ®É−]Å{ÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉMÉàÉxÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè* àÉä®ä JÉªÉÉãÉ ºÉä <ºÉ 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvªÉàÉ ºÉä =xcå iÉÉäc{ÉEÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ +ÉMÉ® nä¶É ÉÊciÉ àÉå càÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ 

{ÉEèºÉãÉÉ ãÉäiÉä cé, iÉÉä =ºÉä MÉãÉiÉ xÉVÉÉÊ®A ºÉä xÉcÉÓ näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉE<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ +ÉÉA cé* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ 

VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ, ¤ÉÉºÉÖnä´É VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ {Éßl´ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉ SÉBcÉhÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉE<Ç ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ +ÉÉA cé* 

càÉÉ®ä ºÉnºªÉ ÉÊàÉjÉÉå BÉEä àÉxÉ àÉå VÉÉä ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ lÉÉÒ, àÉä®ä JÉªÉÉãÉ ºÉä ´Éc nÚ® cÉä MÉ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉä àÉÉxÉ ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA iÉlÉÉ 

ºÉ£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä <ºÉBÉEÉä º{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊciÉ +ÉÉè® nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè* {ÉcãÉä <ºÉä 

ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ºÉjÉ àÉå ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ lÉÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉä®ä ÉẾ ÉSÉÉ® àÉå ´Éc VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ* VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ 

xÉcÉÓ ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä nä¶É BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉiÉÉ ªÉÉ nä¶É {É® ¤ÉÉäZÉ {É½iÉÉ* nä® ºÉä +ÉÉA ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEÉä nÖâóºiÉ BÉE®BÉEä ãÉÉA cé +ÉÉè® VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉAÆ lÉÉÓ, =xcå nÚ® ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ¤Éè~ä cé, 

{Éßl´ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉ VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ ¤Éè~ä cé, àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ®ªÉäBÉD]® +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉBÉEiÉÉÇ BÉEà{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ºÉBÉEä £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ 

+ÉÉ{É®ä]ºÉÇ BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ VÉÉä FÉÉÊiÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉ nÉÉÊªÉi´É BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® +ÉºÉàÉÆVÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉBÉÖEãÉ º{É−] BÉEc 

näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊnàÉÉMÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ xÉcÉÓ ®cxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉÚÉÌiÉBÉEiÉÉÇ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEÉÒ 

¶ÉiÉÇ BÉEä ÉÊ´É{É®ÉÒiÉ £ÉÉ®iÉ {É® +ÉxÉÖÉÊSÉiÉ BªÉÉ´ÉcÉÉÊ®BÉE BªÉ´ÉcÉ® lÉÉä{É ®cä cé, AäºÉÉ £ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ÉÊVÉºÉºÉä càÉÉ®ä 

nä¶É BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉä* näJÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEä́ ÉãÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, +É¤É iÉBÉE {ÉÉÆSÉ ¤É½ä cÉnºÉä cÖA cé* 

SÉhÉÉæÉÊ¤ÉãÉ, ªÉÚµÉEäxÉ àÉå, mÉÉÒàÉÉ<ãÉ +ÉÉ<ÇºÉãÉéb, +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ àÉå, BÉEèMÉÉ, BÉExÉÉÇ]BÉE BÉEÉ VÉÉä {É®àÉÉhÉÖ ºÉÆªÉÆjÉ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ 

BÉÚEãÉ® BÉEÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉÒxÉä ºÉä BÉE<Ç ãÉÉäMÉ ¤ÉÉÒàÉÉ® cÖA* ªÉä BÉE<Ç PÉ]xÉÉAÆ PÉ]ÉÒ cé, ÉÊ¥É]äxÉ àÉå ºÉäãÉÉ{ÉEÉÒãb àÉå 1957 BÉEÉä 

+ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ àÉå ãÉMÉÚxÉÉ àÉå VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® BÉExÉÉbÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ cÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉè® £ÉÉ®iÉ ®ÉVÉºlÉÉxÉ BÉEä xÉ®Éä®É 1953 àÉå 

{É®àÉÉhÉÖ ÉÊ´ÉtÉÖiÉ ºÉÆªÉÆjÉÉå àÉå £ÉÉÒ UÉä]ÉÒ-àÉÉä]ÉÒ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉAÆ cÖ<Ç cé* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉnxÉ àÉå càÉxÉä SÉSÉÉÇ 

BÉEÉÒ cè* càÉå <ºÉä MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ®iÉÉ ºÉä ãÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç cÉnºÉÉ xÉ cÉä, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉä 

{É®ä¶ÉÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ BÉEÉ ºÉÉàÉxÉÉ =~ÉxÉÉ {É½ä*  

 ABÉE BÉEcÉ´ÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE Þ ¤ÉÉÒiÉÉÒ iÉÉcÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉºÉÉ® nä, +ÉÉMÉä BÉEÉÒ ºÉÖvÉ näJÉ Þ* càÉå +ÉÉMÉä BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA 

ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®É nä¶É BÉEèºÉä ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE +ÉOÉºÉ® cÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉE ãÉäiÉä cÖA càÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉiÉBÉEÇ 

®cxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ ºÉä iÉÖãÉxÉÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ, iÉÉä +ÉxªÉ nä¶ÉÉå àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

VªÉÉnÉ cè, £ÉMÉ´ÉÉxÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ xÉ PÉ]ä, ÉÊ{ÉE® £ÉÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç AäºÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä ciÉÉªÉiÉÉå 

BÉEÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºnÉÒ BÉEÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA càÉå <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ®iÉÉ ºÉä ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ 

{É½äMÉÉ* 

 {É®àÉÉhÉÖ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ cÖ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ 

ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ cè, ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ABÉE BÉEÉÊàÉ¶xÉ® cÉäiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉÒ àÉÉäxÉÉä{ÉÉäãÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, 
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ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ àÉå ºÉnºªÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉèºÉÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE +ÉvªÉFÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉnºªÉ cÉåMÉä, 

VÉÉä iÉÉÒºÉ ´É−ÉÇ BÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖ£É´É ®JÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cÉåMÉä*  

(b3/1600/asa/ak) 

´Éä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ABÉDºÉ{É]Ç ãÉÉäMÉ cÉåMÉä +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉ´ÉÉæSSÉ xªÉÉªÉÉãÉªÉ BÉEä ÉÊ®]ÉªÉbÇ VÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ näJÉ®äJÉ àÉå <ºÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ 

BÉEÉ MÉ~xÉ +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* àÉä®É nÚºÉ®É ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ nÉ´ÉÉ +ÉÉªÉÉäMÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 

ºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ cè, +ÉMÉ® BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä iÉÉä BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ =ºÉBÉEÉ {ÉEèºÉãÉÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ºÉä cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ªÉc càÉÉ®É |ÉªÉÉºÉ 

cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* <xcÉÓ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉÉå àÉé <ºÉ ÉẾ ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* 

vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

         (<ÉÊiÉ) 

Comment: cd.

Comment: Ctd by Shallender Kumar 
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1601 ¤ÉVÉä 

gÉÉÒ vÉxÉÆVÉªÉ ÉËºÉc (VÉÉèxÉ{ÉÖ®): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä <ºÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉẾ É−ÉªÉ {É® àÉÖZÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® 

®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ VÉÉä +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ +É{ÉxÉä xÉäiÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ 

vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä àÉÖZÉä <ºÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉẾ É−ÉªÉ {É® {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉ ÉÊ´ÉSÉÉ® ®JÉxÉä BÉEÉ +É´ÉºÉ® ÉÊnªÉÉ cè* 

 àÉcÉänªÉ, nä¶É BÉEÉÒ >óVÉÉÇ ºÉÆ¤ÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA c® ºÉÆ£É´É |ÉªÉÉºÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉä VÉÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊciÉ xÉ cÉä, <iÉxÉÉ càÉå VÉ°ô® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ªÉc càÉÉ®ÉÒ |ÉÉlÉÉÊàÉBÉEiÉÉ 

cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE càÉ nä¶É BÉEÉÒ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊciÉ xÉ cÉäxÉä nå* ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉå VÉÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® >ócÉ{ÉÉäc 

BÉEÉÒ ÉÎºlÉÉÊiÉ ºÉnxÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® +ÉÉè® ºÉnxÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉc® ¤ÉxÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ, ®ÉVÉxÉèÉÊiÉBÉE ´ÉMÉÇ àÉå iÉ®c-iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEä +ÉÉxÉä BÉEä ºÉàÉªÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® ¤ÉxÉÉÒ ®cÉÓ +ÉÉè® +ÉxÉäBÉE ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ JÉ½ä ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä iÉlÉÉ VÉÉä ºÉÆn£ÉÇ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ãÉäBÉE® 

ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ JÉ½ä ÉÊBÉEªÉä MÉªÉä lÉä +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ BªÉÉ{ÉBÉEiÉÉ {É® ¤ÉÉc® £ÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ näJÉ ®Ãcä lÉä, +ÉJÉ¤ÉÉ®Éå àÉå {ÉfÃxÉä 

BÉEÉä ÉÊàÉãÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ BªÉÉ{ÉBÉEiÉÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉÒ £ÉÉ−ÉÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ ãÉäBÉE® SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç* 

<ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® {ÉÚ®É {ÉFÉ +ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ ãÉ½iÉÉ ®c MÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ VÉÉä àÉé £ÉÉÒ ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ 

BÉEä +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè* ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ BÉDªÉÉ cè? VÉ¤É {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ºÉä ºÉÆ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ càÉÉ®ä 

ªÉcÉÆ ABÉD] AÉÎMVÉº] BÉE® ®cÉ cè +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ªÉÉäMªÉ ºÉÉlÉÉÒ àÉxÉÉÒ¶É VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE {ÉÉÎ¤ãÉBÉE 

ãÉÉìªÉÉÊ¤Éã]ÉÒVÉ <Æ¶ªÉÉä®åºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ +ÉÉè® A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AxÉVÉÉÔ ABÉD]  1962 AÉÎMVÉº] BÉE® ®cä cé iÉÉä càÉå <ºÉ xÉªÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä 

ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉÉÒ* BÉDªÉÉ <ºÉ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉ+É® ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ ãÉÉìªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä <xÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉÉå BÉEä 

+ÉÆn® ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ? BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ càÉÉ®ÉÒ ªÉc |É´ÉßÉÊkÉ ¤ÉfÃ ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ +ÉÉªÉä ÉÊnxÉ 

ABÉE xÉªÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ªÉcÉÆ ãÉÉBÉE® cÉ=ºÉ àÉå <Æ]ÅÉäbáÉÚºÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉA <ºÉ |É´ÉßÉÊkÉ ºÉä càÉå ¤ÉSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ 

cè* àÉä®É ªÉc £ÉÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉºÉä ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ´ÉÉÊ¶É−] FÉàÉiÉÉ cè, =ºÉBÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ càÉ BÉEcÉÓ 

xÉ BÉEcÉÓ |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* 

 àÉä®É ABÉE ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ àÉé <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ ºÉä <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå 

àÉVÉnÚ®Éå BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ 262 ÉÊxÉªÉàÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ¤ÉxÉä cé +ÉÉè® =ºÉàÉå +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÆ¶ÉiÉ: 90 |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ +ÉÉVÉ 

BÉEÉÒ iÉÉ®ÉÒJÉ àÉå BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé* SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ BÉEÉ ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ lÉÉ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉä®É 

BÉEcxÉÉ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉE lÉÉ* àÉä®ÉÒ ABÉE ®ÉªÉ cè +ÉÉè® àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É 1962 A]ÉìÉÊàÉBÉE AxÉVÉÉÔ ABÉD] AÉÎMVÉº] 

BÉE® ®cÉ lÉÉ iÉÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉDªÉÉ +ÉÉèÉÊSÉiªÉ lÉÉ? ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä +ÉÉxÉxÉ-{ÉEÉxÉxÉ àÉå ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ 

cè, AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ càÉÉ®É ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ xÉäiÉßi´É ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ nÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ àÉå cè* nÖÉÊ´ÉvÉÉ àÉå BÉEc ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA ªÉÉ 

n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEc ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä +ÉxiÉ®ÉÇ−]ÅÉÒªÉ +ÉÉè® ®É−]ÅÉÒªÉ PÉ]xÉÉµÉEàÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® 
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=ºÉ {É® |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊµÉEªÉÉAÆ +ÉÉ<Ç cé, =ºÉºÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®É xÉäiÉßi´É BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè* VÉ¤É 

n´ÉÉ¤É àÉå càÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉä cé iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ °ô{É ºÉä càÉ ºÉcÉÒ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉä {ÉÉiÉä cé* 

 (c3/1605/sk-sh) 

VÉ¤É càÉ ºÉcÉÒ ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉä {ÉÉAÆMÉä iÉÉä ºÉnxÉ +ÉÉè® VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ £ÉÉ´É £ÉÉÒ ºÉcÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä ®JÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉÉAÆMÉä* ªÉc 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ c½¤É½ÉÒ àÉå ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* £ÉÉ®iÉÉÒªÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEä xÉäiÉÉ gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉå ºÉÉÒAºÉºÉÉÒ 

(Convention on Supplementary Compensation for Nuclear Damage) BÉEÉÒ ºÉnºªÉiÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ 

BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉxÉxÉ-{ÉEÉxÉxÉ àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ABÉE ºÉÆºlÉÉ, VÉÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä nä¶É 

ÉÊ´É¶Éä−É BÉEä |É£ÉÖi´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè, <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉnºªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉä |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉBÉEä n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå ÉÊxÉhÉÇªÉ ãÉä ®cä cé 

+ÉÉè® <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé* àÉé +É{ÉxÉä nãÉ BÉEä BÉÖEU àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ 

cÚÆ* ªÉc ºÉÆªÉÉäMÉ cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç* £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉA cé iÉÉä <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ 

ºÉä BÉÖEU ºÉ¤ÉBÉE ºÉÉÒJÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä |ÉÉ°ô{É ºÉä AäºÉÉ ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç 

ºÉÉÒJÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉÉÒ cè* 

1607 ¤ÉVÉä   (gÉÉÒàÉiÉÉÒ ºÉÖÉÊàÉjÉÉ àÉcÉVÉxÉ {ÉÉÒ~ÉºÉÉÒxÉ cÖ<È)  

£ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ MÉèºÉ jÉÉºÉnÉÒ BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEÉ UÉä]É ºÉÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ lÉÉ ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ FÉÉÊiÉ cÖ<Ç, cVÉÉ®Éå VÉÉxÉå SÉãÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç +ÉÉè® 

ãÉÉJÉÉå ãÉÉäMÉ |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ cÉä MÉA* <Ç¶´É® xÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå PÉ]ä* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå 40 

´É−ÉÉç ºÉä xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ®  {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] SÉãÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® {ÉÉÒAºÉªÉÚ <ºÉä SÉãÉÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ 

cÖ<Ç cè* <Ç¶´É® xÉ BÉE®ä ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ PÉ]ä ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉEã{ÉxÉÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉVÉ 

VÉ°ô®iÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ +ÉÉ<ÇAºÉÉÒ (<x{ÉEÉàÉæ¶ÉxÉ AVÉÖBÉEä¶ÉxÉ +ÉÉì{ÉE BÉEàªÉÖÉÊxÉBÉEä¶ÉxÉ)  ÉÊºÉº]àÉ bä´ÉãÉ{É BÉE®å*  

àÉé  £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ ãÉMÉÉA VÉÉ ®cä lÉä +ÉMÉ® {ÉcãÉä ºÉä +É´ÉäªÉ®xÉäºÉ 

{ÉènÉ BÉEÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤É½ÉÒ ]ÅäVÉbÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cÉäiÉÉÒ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉVÉ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉA VÉÉAÆ 

´ÉcÉÆ +É´ÉäªÉ®xÉäºÉ |ÉÉäOÉÉàÉ SÉãÉÉA VÉÉAÆ +ÉÉè® ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ÉÊ¶ÉÉÊFÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ BÉEä ãÉMÉxÉä ºÉä £ÉªÉ 

BÉEÉ ´ÉÉiÉÉ´É®hÉ ÉÊµÉEA] cÉäiÉÉ cè, VÉxÉiÉÉ ªÉc ºÉÉäSÉBÉE® £ÉªÉ£ÉÉÒiÉ cÉä VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊºÉ{ÉEÇ ABÉDºÉÉÒbå]ÂºÉ cÉÒ cÉåMÉä 

<ºÉÉÊãÉA ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä AVÉÖBÉEä] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* =xcå ºÉàÉZÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ 

cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ ãÉÆ¤ÉÉ <ÉÊiÉcÉºÉ cè* ªÉÖµÉEäxÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ BÉEä ABÉDºÉÉÒbå]ÂºÉ BÉEÉ 

ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* càÉ ºÉÉè£ÉÉMªÉ¶ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè +ÉÉè® <Ç¶´É® xÉ BÉE®ä 

ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ PÉ]ä*  
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  àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉä® ºÉä BÉÖEU ºÉÖZÉÉ´É +ÉÉè® ¶ÉÆBÉEÉAÆ cé, càÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ 

VÉ¤É VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nå iÉÉä ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®å +ÉÉè® ºÉÖZÉÉ´ÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ BÉE®å* Atomic Energy Act, 

1962; Science and Technology Committee Report; Standing Committee on 

Environment and Forest Committee recommendation relating to Section 1 (3)(a) BÉEä 

|ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA, ªÉc nä¶É ÉÊciÉ àÉå =ÉÊSÉiÉ cÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ÉÊ´Énä¶ÉÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉä 

+ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEä °ô{É àÉå ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ xÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ÉẾ Énä¶ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{Éì®ä]ºÉÇ BÉEÉä ¶ÉÉÉÊàÉãÉ xÉcÉÓ 

BÉE®åMÉä ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ AäºÉÉ xÉ cÉä ÉÊBÉE nä¶É BÉEÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉäãÉÉä¥Éä¶ÉxÉ xÉ BÉE® {ÉÉA* àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nå* 

<ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊãÉÉÊàÉ] xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* There should 

not be any lower or upper limit.  VÉ¤É BÉEÉä<Ç PÉ]xÉÉ cÉä, nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ BÉEÉ Aº]ÉÒàÉä] BÉE®å ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ 

xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ +ÉÉvÉÉÉÊ®iÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cÉä* Liability should be fixed on 

supplier also in the form of security money in advance, especially on private 

companies who are supplying from abroad.  <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå ¤ÉÉc®ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉÉÊxÉªÉÉÆ ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç BÉE®å iÉÉä 

ÉÊºÉBÉDªÉÉäÉÊ®]ÉÒ BÉEä °ô{É àÉå ÉÊb{ÉÉäÉÊVÉ] ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉA* VÉ¤É càÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ä ¤ÉÉªÉ® cé iÉÉä càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¶ÉiÉÉç {É® 

ºÉÉènÉ BÉE®å* càÉ nÚºÉ®Éå BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉiÉÉç {É® BÉDªÉÉå ºÉÉènÉ BÉE®å? +ÉMÉ® <xÉ |ÉÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ iÉÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

+ÉSUÉ cÉäMÉÉ*  

 àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉè® BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ àÉå ´ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ àÉå 80 {É®ºÉå] <ÉÎBÉD´É{ÉàÉå]ÂºÉ BÉEÉÒ 

ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç cè, £ÉäãÉ +ÉÉè® AãÉAxÉ]ÉÒ ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè* £ÉäãÉ {ÉÉÒAºÉªÉÚ ºÉèBÉD]® BÉEÉÒ ªÉÚÉÊxÉ] cè, càÉ =ºÉä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ 

º]ÅélÉxÉ BÉE®åMÉä, +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É àÉå àÉèÉÎBÉDºÉàÉàÉ ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç àÉÉÒ] +ÉÉ=] BÉE®åMÉä* <ºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® BÉEä nä¶ÉÉå ºÉä JÉ®ÉÒnxÉä BÉEÉ 

ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ =~äMÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉ cÉÒ ªÉcÉÆ <iÉxÉä ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ JÉ½ä cÉåMÉä*  

 (d3/1610/bks-kmr) 

ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ºÉä ºÉ¤ÉBÉE ãÉäiÉä cÖA càÉå i´ÉÉÊ®iÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊxÉºiÉÉ®hÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ªÉc 

¤ÉÉiÉ {ÉcãÉä +ÉÉ MÉ<Ç cè, àÉé <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*  

 ]É<àÉ {ÉÉÒÉÊ®ªÉb BÉDãÉäàÉ ºÉè]ãÉàÉèx] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉÒºÉ ´É−ÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉ<Ç* àÉä®ÉÒ {ÉÉ]ÉÔ BÉEÉ àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

VÉäxÉäÉÊ]BÉE cè iÉlÉÉ BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ nÉä VÉxÉ®ä¶ÉxÉ iÉBÉE |É£ÉÉÉÊ´ÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉàÉªÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉàÉàÉ 30 ´É−ÉÇ 

cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉä®É ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cè*  

 ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE ºÉÆºÉnÉÒªÉ ºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ xÉä cÉäàÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ 

ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* àÉé SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É +ÉÉ{É ABÉD] BÉEÉ {ÉEÉ<xÉãÉ {ÉEÉìàÉæ] ¤ÉxÉÉªÉå iÉÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉiÉä cÖA VÉ°ô® 
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=ºÉBÉEÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®å* càÉ <ºÉ nä¶É àÉå xÉBÉDºÉãÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉiÉÆBÉE´ÉÉnÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä xÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ ºÉBÉEiÉä* 

càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ xÉBÉDºÉãÉÉÒ ®äãÉ´Éä ]ÅèBÉE =½É näiÉä cé* <ÆÉÊbªÉxÉ ºÉÉ<ÆºÉ ºÉèx]® {É® ]è®ÉÊ®º]ÂºÉ xÉä +É]èBÉE BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ* <xÉ 

PÉ]xÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä <ºÉºÉä xÉcÉÓ VÉÉä½ ºÉBÉEiÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ BªÉÉ{ÉBÉE ºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEä BÉDªÉÉ <ÆiÉVÉÉàÉ cé, ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ +ÉÉxÉÉÒ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉ +ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉä ABÉE xÉ<Ç ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ nä ®cä cé, BÉEÉä<Ç ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÆÉÊºÉ¤ÉãÉ cè* àÉé ºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +É{ÉxÉä ´ÉBÉDiÉBªÉ àÉå ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä º{É−] BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ BÉE®ä*  

 <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® àÉä®ä BÉÖEU +ÉÉè® ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cé* ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå ABÉE BÉDãÉÉVÉ 10 cè, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå  A person 

shall not be qualified for appointment as Claims Commissioner unless he is a 

District Magistrate or a Central Government official. àÉä®É ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ªÉc VÉÉä BÉDãÉÉVÉ 

cè, <ºÉ {É® MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉèx] +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEÉÊ¶ÉªÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉMÉc cÉ<Ç BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä ABÉE VÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊxÉªÉÖÉÎBÉDiÉ cÉä iÉÉä +ÉSUÉ ®cäMÉÉ* BÉDãÉÉVÉ 

20 àÉå VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè -The Commission shall consist of a Chairperson and such 

other members not exceeding six as the Central Government may by notification 

appoint. àÉä®É ªÉc àÉÉxÉxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ABÉDºÉÉÒbé] BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc cÉäxÉÉ cè iÉÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ABÉE V´ÉÉ<Æ] 

{ÉÉÉÌãÉªÉÉàÉèx]ÅÉÒ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ ¤ÉxÉÉ<Ç VÉÉA* ºÉÆªÉÉäMÉ ºÉä ªÉcÉÆ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ £ÉÉÒ àÉÉèVÉÚn cé* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ´Éc BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ ABÉE 

BÉEàÉÉÒ¶ÉxÉ +É{ÉÉ<Æ] BÉE®ä, ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå SÉÉ® ãÉÉäMÉ cÉå, <xÉàÉå BÉEàÉ ºÉä BÉEàÉ iÉÉÒxÉ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® º{Éä¶ÉÉÊãÉº]ÂºÉ cÉå +ÉÉè® ABÉE 

ºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä VÉVÉ cÉå* àÉä®É ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ºÉ BÉDãÉÉVÉ {É® VÉ°ô® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉ |ÉªÉÉºÉ 

BÉE®åMÉä*  

 ªÉcÉÆ SÉäxÉÉæÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ<Ç* SÉäxÉÉæÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ PÉ]xÉÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä näJÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =ºÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

BªÉÉ{ÉBÉE ºiÉ® {É® BÉßEÉÊ−É {É® £ÉÉÒ |É£ÉÉ´É {É½É +ÉÉè® <ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEä́ ÉãÉ ªÉÚµÉEäxÉ àÉå cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ, ¤ÉÉÎãBÉE {ÉÚ®ä ªÉÚ®Éä{É àÉå |É£ÉÉ´É {É½É 

lÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉn ´ÉcÉÆ {É® ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½ÉÒ iÉÉnÉn àÉå {É¶ÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉè® VÉÉä {É¶ÉÖ {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cä lÉä, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ 

cébÉÒBÉEè{b {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cä lÉä* AäºÉÉ cÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ {É¶ÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, AxÉ´ÉÉìªÉ®xÉàÉèx] BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉlÉÉ <xÉ ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉÉå BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉA ABÉE µÉEÉ<ºÉäºÉ àÉèxÉäVÉàÉèx] OÉÖ{É ¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè* ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ºÉÉlÉ càÉå cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå £ÉÉÒ ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ 

SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉVÉ càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ <ºÉ ãÉè´ÉãÉ BÉEä ¤É½ä cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãºÉ xÉcÉÓ cé* àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É ´ÉcÉÓ BÉEÉÒ ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé* ªÉÉÊn 

£ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå BÉEÉä<Ç ¤É½É cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãÉ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä <iÉxÉä ºÉÉ®ä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉßiªÉÖ xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉÉÒ*  càÉ VÉcÉÆ £ÉÉÒ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉx]ÂºÉ 

¤ÉxÉÉiÉä cé, ´ÉcÉÆ ´ÉèãÉ <BÉDªÉÖ{b ¤É½ä cÉº{ÉÉÒ]ãºÉ ¤ÉxÉxÉä SÉÉÉÊcA* <ºÉBÉEä +ÉãÉÉ´ÉÉ ªÉä {ãÉÉx]ÂºÉ +ÉÉ¤ÉÉnÉÒ ºÉä nÚ® ®cå* <ºÉàÉå 

ABÉE àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ SÉÉÒVÉ ÉÊµÉEÉÊàÉxÉãÉ |ÉÉäºÉÉÒVÉ® xÉèÉÎMãÉVÉèxºÉ £ÉÉÒ VÉÉä½xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè*  

 ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉcÉÆ xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ<Ç, VÉ¤É VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉäãÉ ®cä lÉä iÉÉä àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc =xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE ºÉä 

+ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ* ªÉcÉÆ VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉì{É®ä]ºÉÇ, ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉºÉÇ ªÉÉ ¤É½ä +ÉÉìÉÊ{ÉEÉÊ¶ÉªÉãºÉ cé, VÉÉä ÉÊ®º{ÉÉÆÉÊºÉ¤ÉãÉ cé +ÉÉè® ¤É½ä {ãÉÉx]ÂºÉ BÉEÉä 
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bÉÒãÉ BÉE® ®cä cé,  =xcå VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ nä¶É ºÉä ¤ÉÉc® VÉÉxÉÉ ªÉÉ +ÉÉxÉÉ cÉä iÉÉä ´Éä cÉäàÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉä <Æ{ÉEÉìàÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä 

VÉÉAÆ* ªÉÉÊn ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ cÖ<Ç cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä AÆb®ºÉxÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® <ºÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÒ cÉäiÉÉÒ* VÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ 

nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ cé, =xÉBÉEä >ó{É® +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉ ®cä lÉä +ÉÉè® VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xÉ {É® £ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ®Éä{É ãÉMÉ ®cä lÉä* <ºÉÉÊãÉA 

AäºÉä +ÉÉ®Éä{ÉÉå ºÉä càÉå ¤ÉSÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ AäºÉÉÒ BªÉ´ÉºlÉÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ªÉc BÉEä́ ÉãÉ {ÉÉ´É® |ÉÉäbBÉD¶ÉxÉ 

BÉEÉ àÉÉàÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* VÉ¤É xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ãÉÉx] ãÉMÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä º´ÉÉ£ÉÉÉẾ ÉBÉE cè, <Æ]äÉÊãÉVÉäxºÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç cè ÉÊBÉE ¤ÉÉBÉEÇ, £ÉÉ£ÉÉ 

A]ÉäÉÊàÉBÉE ÉÊ®ºÉSÉÇ ºÉèx]® ]è®ÉÊ®º]ÂºÉ BÉEä ºÉ¤ÉºÉä cÉì] ]É®MÉä] àÉå cè* <ºÉÉÊãÉA VÉ¤É <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç ºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ãÉÉÒBÉE 

cÉä ªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉÉiÉÉ-VÉÉiÉÉ cÉä iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEÉÒ cÉäàÉ ÉÊàÉÉÊxÉº]ÅÉÒ <ÆBÉD´ÉÉªÉ®ÉÒ BÉE®ä iÉÉä ~ÉÒBÉE ®cäMÉÉ*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, àÉé BÉÖEU àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ºÉÖZÉÉ´É +ÉÉè® näxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ* ´ÉèºÉä £ÉÉÒ <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® {ÉcãÉä 

ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ cããÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, ãÉMÉ ®cÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉnxÉ BÉEä +ÉÆn® ¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉcàÉÉMÉcàÉÉÒ cÉäMÉÉÒ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä SÉÖ{ÉSÉÉ{É 

iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ºÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉºÉÉxÉÉÒ ºÉä ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå ÉÊbºBÉEºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, <ºÉÉÊãÉA BÉÖEU BÉEcÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ 

ºÉBÉEiÉÉ ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉäBÉE® àÉÉÒÉÊbªÉÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® ¤ÉÉc® ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉ ¶ÉÉä® àÉSÉÉªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè, ´Éä ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉå 

ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cé*  

(e3/1615/skb-spr) 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, àÉé ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cÚÆ* gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ VÉÉä ´ÉÉÊ®−~ xÉäiÉÉ cé, +ÉÉè® {ÉÚ´ÉÇ ÉÊ´Énä¶É 

àÉÆjÉÉÒ ®cä cé,  xÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® |ÉBÉEÉ¶É bÉãÉÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉÆ BÉE® ®cä cé* càÉå 

<ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ {É® vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä nä¶É xªÉÖBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, ´Éä +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ 

BÉEä n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå BÉEÉàÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* càÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ ºÉä <xÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* càÉÉ®É +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ BÉEèºÉÉ 

ÉÊ®¶iÉÉ ®cäMÉÉ VÉ¤É {É½ÉäºÉÉÒ nä¶ÉÉå ºÉä càÉå JÉiÉ®É ¤ÉxÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè* VÉ¤É £ÉÉÒ càÉxÉä ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ =xÉBÉEä vªÉÉxÉ àÉå ãÉÉªÉÉÒ cè, 

+ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ xÉä =ºÉ ®É−]Å BÉEÉä iÉ®VÉÉÒc nÉÒ cè* +ÉÉVÉ <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ MÉÉÆ®]ÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ càÉå xªÉÖBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® 

ºÉ{ãÉÉ<Ç BÉE®iÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè, £ÉÉÊ´É−ªÉ àÉå ÉÊ®¶iÉÉ JÉ®É¤É cÉäxÉä {É® càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ BÉDªÉÉ ÉẾ ÉBÉEã{É cÉäMÉÉ? àÉä®É àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ 

VÉÉÒ ºÉä ªÉcÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ¤É ´Éä <xÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉ´ÉÉ¤É nåMÉä iÉÉä º{É−] BÉE®åMÉä*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ä nãÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊVÉºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ cè ªÉÉ VÉÉä càÉÉ®ä ºÉÖZÉÉ´É cé, +ÉMÉ® ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

=xÉBÉEÉä ºÉÉÎààÉÉÊãÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE {É® càÉ +É{ÉxÉÉ ºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ ªÉÉ ÉÊ´É®ÉävÉ =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ nVÉÇ 

BÉE®åMÉä* 

 vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

         (<ÉÊiÉ) 

Comment: (cd. by e3)

Comment: Shri Dhananjay singh xd, 
 

B.K. Srivastava
(cd. by e3)

skb
Shri Dhananjay singh xd,
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1617 ¤ÉVÉä 

gÉÉÒ ¶É®n ªÉÉn´É (àÉvÉä{ÉÖ®É):  ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, {É®àÉÉhÉÖ´ÉÉÒªÉ xÉÖBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉªÉä ÉÊºÉÉÊ´ÉãÉ nÉÉÊªÉi´É ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE, 

2010 {É®  càÉÉ®ÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ xÉä ÉÊVÉiÉxÉÉÒ ¤Éè~BÉEå ãÉÉÒ cé, àÉè àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ¤Éè~BÉEå 

ãÉMÉÉiÉÉ® +ÉxÉ´É®iÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cé* º]éÉËbMÉ BÉEàÉä]ÉÒ àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE bèãÉÉÒ¥Éä¶ÉxºÉ cÖ<Ç cé, BÉEèÉÊ¤ÉxÉ] BÉEÉ xÉÉä] £ÉÉÒ 

+ÉÉªÉÉ cè* =ºÉàÉå VÉÉä ÉÊ´É´ÉÉn lÉÉ  - ‘and’ +ÉÉè® ‘intention’  {É® ¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ BÉE®BÉEä =ºÉBÉEÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ cè* 

<ºÉ ÉẾ É−ÉªÉ {É® gÉÉÒ VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® càÉÉ®ä +ÉxªÉ ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå xÉä ÉÊ´ÉºiÉÉ® ºÉä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ®JÉÉÒ cè, =xÉ ¤ÉÉiÉÉå 

BÉEÉä àÉé xÉcÉÓ nÉäc®É>óÆMÉÉ* àÉé <ºÉ àÉÉèBÉEä {É® ªÉc VÉ°ô® BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ´ÉvÉäªÉBÉE BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä BÉEä 

ÉÊãÉªÉä VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè, ºÉÉ®ÉÒ nÉè½-vÉÚ{É BÉEÉÒ cè, =ºÉºÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ VÉÉÉÊc® cÖ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå 

càÉ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå xÉ cÉå ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nä¶É£É® àÉå ªÉc àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÉxÉä àÉå VÉãnÉÒ¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè iÉÉä 

càÉ n¤ÉÉ´É àÉå cé* 

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, ªÉcÉÆ BÉEãÉ BÉÚE]xÉÉÒÉÊiÉYÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcºÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå ABÉE {ÉÚ´ÉÇ +Éà¤ÉèºÉäb® xÉä 

ªÉc ¤ÉÉiÉ JÉÖãÉBÉE® ºÉÉàÉxÉä ®JÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ iÉÉä ºÉÖ{É® {ÉÉì´É® cè, càÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶É cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉªÉä ºÉÉÒvÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ ªÉc 

cè ÉÊBÉE  VÉÉä ºÉÖ{É® {ÉÉì´É® ´ÉÉãÉä nä¶É cé, =xcå ãÉÉ£É ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ* +ÉÉVÉ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå xªÉÖBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® <Æbº]ÅÉÒ ¤Éè~ÉÒ cÖ<Ç cè* 

°ôºÉ BÉEä SÉ®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå VÉÉä cÉnºÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉSÉÉ<Ç +ÉÉVÉ iÉBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ªÉÉ =ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉ 

ºÉBÉEÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE =ºÉ cÉnºÉä àÉå ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ àÉÉ®ä MÉªÉä lÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ =ºÉBÉEÉÒ ªÉÉiÉxÉÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ £ÉÉäMÉ ®cä 

cé? càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå VÉÉä cÉnºÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ, ´Éc nÚºÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉ cÉnºÉÉ lÉÉ* 

 (f3/1620/cs-vp) 

ªÉc ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÒ®hÉ BÉEÉ cÉnºÉÉ cè* <ºÉ cÉnºÉä ºÉä +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ BÉEä >ó{É® BÉDªÉÉ-BÉDªÉÉ +ÉºÉ® cÉäMÉÉ, ªÉÉÊn <ºÉBÉEÉ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ 

ãÉäJÉÉ-VÉÉäJÉÉ cè iÉÉä ´Éc VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè ªÉÉ ÉÊ{ÉE® SÉ®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä BÉEÉÆb BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä ´Éc °ôºÉ BÉEä {ÉÉºÉ cè* àÉé 

àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® AxÉVÉÉÔ ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉcÆMÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ* àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä BÉÖEU àÉÖ]Â~ÉÒ £É® 

ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä BÉEÉàÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ, ¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉàÉ VÉxÉiÉÉ BÉEä ªÉc BÉEÉàÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉÒ, ªÉc àÉä®ÉÒ ¶ÉÆBÉEÉ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, AäºÉÉ àÉÖZÉä ªÉBÉEÉÒxÉ 

+ÉÉè® ÉÊ´É¶´ÉÉºÉ cè* càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ SÉÉ® ®ÉºiÉä cé, àÉxÉÉÒ−É ÉÊiÉ´ÉÉ®ÉÒ VÉÉÒ xÉä ªÉcÉÆ BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE JÉSÉÇ VªÉÉnÉ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè, BÉDªÉÉ <ºÉ 

{É® JÉSÉÇ BÉEàÉ +ÉÉªÉäMÉÉ? SÉÉcä ´Éc c´ÉÉ cè, ºÉÚ®VÉ cè, {ÉÉxÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ cè* àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉäªÉãÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ 

ãÉÆ¤Éä ºÉàÉªÉ iÉBÉE SÉãÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ ºÉÉäºÉÇ xÉcÉÓ cè, AxÉVÉÉÔ xÉcÉÓ cè* ãÉÉäMÉ <ºÉä ãÉMÉ£ÉMÉ 200 ºÉÉãÉ iÉBÉE BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉiÉÉiÉä 

cé* +ÉÉ{É VÉÉä ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉªÉä cé, =ºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ºÉ¤É ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ ºÉä ABÉE ®ÉºiÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé =ºÉ 

®ÉºiÉä BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ¤ÉÉvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE <ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé VÉÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ, =ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç +ÉlÉÇ xÉcÉÓ 

¤ÉSÉÉ cè* ÉÊVÉºÉ iÉ®c ºÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå VÉÖxÉÚxÉ SÉfÃÉ cè, <ºÉàÉå =ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç xÉcÉÓ ºÉÖxÉäMÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® càÉÉ®É nä¶É 

Comment: cd. by f3 
 

Comment: Sharad yadav contd.  

skb
cd. by f3


cs
Sharad yadav contd. 
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nÚºÉ®ä ®ÉºiÉä ºÉä SÉãÉiÉÉ iÉÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉäciÉ®ÉÒ cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ* VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä ºÉ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉEcÉ 

cè* VÉèºÉä BÉE¶àÉÉÒ® cè, xÉBÉDºÉãÉ´ÉÉn cè, xÉBÉDºÉãÉ´ÉÉn ¤ÉcÖiÉ ¤É½ä <ãÉÉBÉEä àÉå {ÉEèãÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ªÉc VªÉÉnÉ MÉÆ£ÉÉÒ® àÉÉàÉãÉÉ cè 

+ÉÉè® càÉå iÉiBÉEÉãÉ <ºÉ {É® ºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉé àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ ÉÊnxÉ ºÉä +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉÉÒ cè, =ºÉ ÉÊnxÉ ºÉä 

ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É iÉiBÉEÉãÉ, ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉÆBÉE], ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½É ºÉ´ÉÉãÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä >ó{É® càÉå iÉiBÉEÉãÉ BÉEnàÉ =~ÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, 

ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉå ®ÉºiÉÉ JÉÉäVÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA, ´Éä <ºÉ nä¶É BÉEä 80-90 {ÉEÉÒºÉnÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ cé* ÉÊVÉxÉBÉEÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ JÉ®É¤É 

cè, BÉÖEU ãÉÉäMÉ £ÉÚJÉä cé, BÉÖEU ãÉÉäMÉ <iÉxÉä ¤Éä¤ÉºÉ +ÉÉè® ãÉÉSÉÉ® cé ÉÊBÉE =xcå ¤ÉªÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*  

 àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉºÉä ÉÊxÉ´ÉänxÉ BÉE°ôÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn º´ÉMÉÉÔªÉ VÉ´ÉÉc® ãÉÉãÉ xÉäc°ô VÉÉÒ lÉä, =xÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ 

BÉEÉ <BÉE¤ÉÉãÉ lÉÉ* MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ VÉèºÉä xÉäiÉÉ càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉºÉ lÉä +ÉÉè® nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå càÉÉ®É <BÉE¤ÉÉãÉ lÉÉ, càÉÉ®É ABÉE °ôiÉ¤ÉÉ lÉÉ* 

ÉÊBÉEºÉÉÒ ABÉE ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ, àÉéxÉä BÉE<Ç ºÉ®BÉEÉ®å näJÉÉÒ cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä +ÉSUÉÒ 

xÉcÉÓ cè* BÉEÉä<Ç àÉÖãBÉE +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É BÉEä £ÉÉÒiÉ® ÉÊ¤ÉxÉÉ iÉÉBÉEiÉ´É® cÖA ¤É®É¤É®ÉÒ BÉEÉ ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ºÉ 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ ÉÊnBÉDBÉEiÉ BÉDªÉÉå cÖ<Ç? +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå ªÉc vÉÆvÉÉ ~{É {É½É cè, VÉÉä xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® BªÉÉ{ÉÉ® cè, ´Éc 

ÉÊ¤ÉãBÉÖEãÉ ~ÆbÉ cè* SÉ®xÉÉäÉÊ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä ¤ÉÉn ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ xÉÉÒSÉä +ÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +É¤É ´Éä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® JÉÉäVÉ ®cä cé +ÉÉè® 

ÉÊxÉÉÎ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® ªÉÚ®Éä{É +ÉÉè® +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä àÉÖãBÉE cé* <xcÉåxÉä ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä VÉÉÊ®ªÉä, ÉẾ ÉYÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÉÊ´É−BÉEÉ® 

BÉEä VÉÉÊ®ªÉä nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ <ÆºÉÉÉÊxÉªÉiÉ BÉEÉä ãÉÚ]xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* =xÉBÉEÉÒ VÉ°ô®iÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉÒ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ ~{É {É½ÉÒ cè, 

VÉèºÉä VÉ¤É MãÉÉä¤ÉãÉ ºÉÆBÉE] +ÉÉªÉÉ iÉÉä càÉÉ®ä ªÉcÉÆ {ÉèBÉEäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ <BÉEÉäxÉÉìàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ vÉBÉDBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÉ lÉÉ, 

=ºÉ {É® càÉxÉä {ÉèBÉEäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ, =ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå <ºÉ <Æbº]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉèBÉEäVÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ* àÉÖZÉä ãÉMÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE 

´ÉcÉÆ BÉEÉ VÉÉä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® cè, =ºÉBÉEÉ £ÉÉÒ BÉEcÉÓ xÉ BÉEcÉÓ n´ÉÉ¤É àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè*  

(g3/1625/mm/rk) 

ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä cÉä ®cÉ cè ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉä ®cÉ cè, àÉé ªÉc xÉcÉÓ BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ nä¶É BÉEÉä àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè, càÉå 

àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEcÉÓ ´Éc n¤ÉÉ´É ãÉMÉÉ ®cä cé* ´Éc BÉEc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE ªÉc BÉE®Éä, ´Éc BÉE®Éä, Ahb c]É+ÉÉä, <h]éb 

bÉãÉÉä, àÉÆ¶ÉÉ bÉãÉÉä, ºÉÉÒvÉÉÒ ÉÊVÉààÉänÉ®ÉÒ àÉiÉ ãÉÉ+ÉÉä* ´Éc PÉÖàÉÉ ®cä cé, ´Éc SÉÉc ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE AäºÉÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEãÉ VÉÉA* 

ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊxÉªÉiÉ BÉEÉä BÉEcÉÆ ÉÊºÉr BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉä cé +ÉÉè® ºÉÉiÉ ºÉàÉÆn® {ÉÉ® iÉÉä BÉEcÉÆ ÉÊºÉr cÉä ºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* càÉxÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ 

BÉEä àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå ªÉc näJÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* càÉ BÉEcÉÆ JÉ½ä cé? àÉÖZÉä £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEäºÉ àÉå AÆb®ºÉxÉ BÉEä ´ÉÉ{ÉºÉ SÉãÉä VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ nÖJÉ 

xÉcÉÓ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉÖZÉä BÉE£ÉÉÒ-BÉE£ÉÉÒ JÉÖn cÉÒ àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉé VÉcÉÆ VÉxÉàÉÉ cÚÆ, ´Éc ÉÊVÉºÉ ¶ÉÉxÉ ºÉä SÉãÉä MÉA, 

£ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ ºÉä àÉä®É MÉÉǼ É àÉÖÉÎ¶BÉEãÉ ºÉä 30 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® nÚ® cè* àÉÖZÉä =ºÉBÉEä SÉãÉä VÉÉxÉä +ÉÉè® VÉ¤É ´Éc VÉcÉVÉ {É® MÉªÉÉ, 

=ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ àÉé £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ àÉå cÉÒ lÉÉ* nä¶É BÉEä xÉÉMÉÉÊ®BÉE cÉäxÉä BÉEä xÉÉiÉä ªÉc àÉcºÉÚºÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ UÉä]ä cé, BÉEàÉiÉ® 

cé* ABÉE +ÉÉnàÉÉÒ <iÉxÉÉ ¤É½É cÉnºÉÉ BÉE®BÉEä £ÉÉMÉ MÉªÉÉ* =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ ºÉä {ÉEÉäxÉ +ÉÉA* ÉÊBÉEºÉBÉEä {ÉÉºÉ {ÉEÉäxÉ 

+ÉÉA? <ºÉBÉEÉÒ ¤ÉcºÉ BÉE®xÉä ºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç {ÉEÉªÉnÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, nÚºÉ®É BÉEÉä<Ç |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ iÉÉä ´Éc £ÉÉÒ ªÉcÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉÉ* 
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àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉ BÉEä ºÉÉàÉxÉä BÉEÉä<Ç nÚºÉ®É |ÉvÉÉxÉàÉÆjÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊ]BÉEiÉÉ* VÉ´ÉÉc® ãÉÉãÉ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉé 

xÉcÉÓ VÉÉxÉiÉÉ, <ÆÉÊn®É VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉéxÉä näJÉÉ cè, =xÉàÉå nàÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉ ºÉàÉªÉ °ôºÉ lÉÉ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +É¤É ºÉÉäÉÊ´ÉªÉiÉ 

°ôºÉ ]Ú] MÉªÉÉ cè, ÉÊ´ÉJÉÆÉÊbiÉ cÉä MÉªÉÉ cè* VÉ¤É AÆb®ºÉxÉ SÉãÉÉ MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉÉVÉ £ÉÉÒ ªÉÉÊn =ºÉBÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè, iÉÉä 

àÉé =ºÉàÉå ÉÊcººÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ãÉäiÉÉ cÚÆ* àÉÖZÉä àÉÉãÉÚàÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå àÉÉlÉÉ àÉÉ®xÉä ºÉä BÉÖEU cÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ¤ÉcÖiÉ ºÉä 

ºÉÉÉÊlÉªÉÉå xÉä ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉE®BÉEä <ºÉàÉå ºÉÉZÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊãÉªÉÉ cè* àÉé ªÉc àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® AxÉVÉÉÔ ABÉE ºÉ{ÉxÉÉ cè, ªÉc 

{ÉÚ®É xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ* BÉEè{ÉäÉÊºÉ]ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ cè, SÉÉãÉÉÒºÉ cVÉÉ® àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ], ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, nºÉ cVÉÉ® 

àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ]* àÉxÉÉÒ−É VÉÉÒ BÉEc ®cä lÉä ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå ºÉÚ®VÉ +ÉÉè® c´ÉÉ ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ ºÉä VªÉÉnÉ nÉàÉ ãÉMÉåMÉä* VªÉÉnÉ ãÉMÉä ªÉÉ BÉEàÉ 

ãÉMÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ =ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç JÉiÉ®É xÉcÉÓ cè* ´Éc càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå |ÉSÉÖ® àÉÉjÉÉ àÉå cè* ÉÊxÉªÉÉàÉiÉ xÉä càÉ {É® AäºÉÉ 

+ÉÉ¶ÉÉÒ´ÉÉÇn ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {ÉÚ®ä nä¶É àÉå càÉ, àÉÉxÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA VÉèºÉä MÉÉä¤É® MÉèºÉ cè, 20-30 ºÉÉãÉ ºÉä àÉé näJÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ, BÉE<Ç 

PÉ®Éå àÉå àÉé VÉÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ, MÉÉä¤É® MÉèºÉ ºÉä ãÉÉ<] VÉãÉiÉÉÒ cè* ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä VÉ°ô®iÉ cè, ´Éc AäºÉÉÒ xÉ cÉä VÉÉA, 

nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ºÉä ¤É®É¤É®ÉÒ BÉEÉ àÉiÉãÉ¤É cè ÉÊBÉE VÉ°ô® BÉE®Éä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ºÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉ +ÉÉè® iÉcVÉÉÒ¤É ºÉä ¤É®É¤É®ÉÒ BÉE®Éä* +ÉÉVÉ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ 

ºÉä +ÉÉ<ºÉÉäãÉä]äb xÉcÉÓ ®c ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* {ÉcãÉä <ºÉ àÉÖãBÉE BÉEä £ÉÉÒiÉ® cÉÒ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® lÉÉ* ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® +ÉÉA, ºÉÆºBÉßEÉÊiÉ +ÉÉA, 

iÉcVÉÉÒ¤É +ÉÉA, ºÉ¤É ÉÊàÉãÉä VÉÖãÉå, ´Éc VÉ°ô®ÉÒ cè* àÉé ABÉE =nÉc®hÉ nÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ MãÉÉä¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉä¶ÉxÉ ºÉä <ºÉ ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® 

BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE BÉEÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊàÉiÉBªÉÉÊªÉiÉÉ BÉEciÉä cé, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå <ºÉä {ÉBÉE½É lÉÉ, àÉÖZÉä JÉÖ¶ÉÉÒ cè, 

BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÉËcnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉVÉÉnÉÒ <ºÉºÉä +ÉÉ<Ç cè* MÉÉÆvÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ {ÉÚ®É +ÉÉÆnÉäãÉxÉ ÉÊàÉiÉBªÉÉÊªÉiÉÉ {É® cè* =ºÉä càÉxÉä 

lÉÉä½ÉÒ nä® BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +É{ÉxÉÉªÉÉ lÉÉ* ´Éc nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ BÉEÉä näxÉä BÉEÉÒ SÉÉÒVÉ lÉÉÒ* càÉ ªÉÉn BÉE®åMÉä, ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉnxÉ àÉå cé 

ÉÊBÉE ´Éä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉä BÉE{É½ä {ÉcxÉiÉä lÉä* =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉÒ +ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉAÆ lÉÉÓ* ¤ÉÉVÉÉ® BÉEä SÉãÉiÉä àÉÖ]Â~ÉÒ£É® ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä 

+ÉÉ´É¶ªÉBÉEiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä <iÉxÉÉ {ÉEèãÉÉªÉÉ cè, =xÉBÉEÉ °ôiÉ¤ÉÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnªÉÉ cè*  

(h3/1630/jr-rc) 

+ÉSUÉ VÉÉÒ ãÉäxÉä ´ÉÉãÉä, nä¶É BÉEä ºÉcÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ cé, ªÉä ´Éä ãÉÉäMÉ cé VÉÉä BÉEàÉ JÉSÉÇ BÉE®iÉä cé, BÉEàÉ {ÉcxÉiÉä cé* ªÉä ãÉÉäMÉ 

BÉEàÉÉÒ +ÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊ¶ÉBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ cÉäiÉä* ºÉÉÒvÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ cè ÉÊBÉE nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ £É® ºÉä àÉäãÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ 

àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉÉ{É <xnÉè® BÉEÉÒ ®cxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉÒ cé* +ÉÉ{É VÉÉxÉiÉÉÒ cé ÉÊBÉE ´Éc ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ ºÉÆMÉÉÒiÉ +ÉÉè® xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉ <ãÉÉBÉEÉ cè* 

=ºÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç £ÉÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå àÉÖBÉEÉ¤ÉãÉÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ºÉBÉEiÉÉ* VÉÉä càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ xÉßiªÉ cè, ´Éc ºÉÉiÉ ºÉÖ®Éå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ 

ÉÊàÉãÉBÉE® SÉãÉiÉÉ cè* ¶É®ÉÒ® ÉÊcãÉiÉÉ cè, ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä, +ÉÉÆJÉå ÉÊcãÉiÉÉÒ cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä, {Éè® ÉÊcãÉiÉä cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä, 

PÉÖÆPÉ°ô ÉÊcãÉiÉä cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä ªÉÉÉÊxÉ ºÉÉiÉ ºÉÖ®Éå ºÉä xÉßiªÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉ +É{ÉxÉä xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉä nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ 

{ÉEèãÉÉ ºÉBÉEä* ÉÊ´ÉYÉÉxÉ àÉå ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ JÉÉäVÉ º´É®Éå BÉEÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® càÉ +É{ÉxÉä º´É®Éå BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉEèãÉÉ 

ºÉBÉEä* ¤ÉÉc® ´ÉÉãÉÉå BÉEä xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉä +ÉÉ{É näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä £ÉÉÒ ªÉä xÉA SÉèxÉãºÉ +ÉÉ ®cä cé, <xcå näJÉ ãÉÉÒÉÊVÉA* 

<xÉàÉå ÉÊnxÉ £É® ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ¶É®ÉÒ® ºÉcãÉÉiÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ ÉÊnJÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* ªÉä SÉÉÒVÉå {ÉcãÉä ºÉBÉEÇºÉ àÉå cÉäiÉÉÒ lÉÉÓ +ÉÉè® +É¤É 
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ªÉc bÉÆºÉ ¤ÉxÉ MÉªÉÉ cè ªÉÉÉÊxÉ bÉÆºÉ àÉå ºÉBÉEÇºÉ ÉÊnJÉÉ ®cä cé* =xÉBÉEÉÒ ºÉ£ªÉiÉÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ xÉ<Ç cè, càÉÉ®ÉÒ ¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉÖ®ÉxÉÉÒ cè* 

càÉÉ®ÉÒ ºÉ£ªÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉè® xÉßiªÉ BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç àÉäãÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* ªÉc =tÉÉäMÉ, ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉºÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉä vÉÉ®hÉÉAÆ cé, ¤ÉÉc® ºÉä ãÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç 

cé*  

 ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉÉ, +ÉMÉ® àÉé BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ iÉÉä àÉÉxÉÉ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE àÉä®ä {ÉÉºÉ +ÉMÉ® iÉÉBÉEiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä àÉé 

ÉÊnJÉÉiÉÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉcãÉä ÉÊnxÉ ºÉä cÉÒ {ÉãÉ] VÉÉiÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä +ÉÉ{ÉºÉ àÉå ®ÉºiÉÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉÉ cè, àÉé =ºÉàÉå ¤ÉÉvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ 

¤ÉxÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ* ¤ÉÉvÉÉ ¤ÉxÉiÉÉ +ÉMÉ® àÉä®ä {ÉÉºÉ BÉÚE´ÉiÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ, VÉÉä ÉÊBÉE xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉé VÉÉä BÉÖEU BÉEc ®cÉ cÚÆ, ´Éc ºÉSÉ BÉEc 

®cÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® ºÉSÉ BÉEcxÉä BÉEÉ, =ºÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ ºÉÉcºÉ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ SÉãÉä MÉA, cÉäiÉä iÉÉä àÉé 

BÉEciÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ cÉéºÉãÉÉ +ÉÉ{É £ÉÉÒ ÉÊnJÉÉAÆ* +ÉÉ{É BÉEcå ÉÊBÉE ªÉÚ®Éä{É +ÉÉè® +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ cÉÒ ABÉE ®ÉºiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® 

<ºÉÉÒ ®ÉºiÉä ºÉä +ÉÉMÉä VÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* càÉå ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç BÉEÉä º´ÉÉÒBÉEÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ºÉSSÉÉ<Ç <xºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä >óÆSÉÉ =~ÉiÉÉÒ cè, 

SÉÉcä BÉEÉä<Ç ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ ¤ÉÖ®É ªÉÉ £ÉãÉÉ cÉä*  

 <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® +ÉÉè® àÉÖqä {É® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç cè* àÉÖZÉä £ÉÉÒ ´ÉBÉDiÉxÉ-{ÉE´ÉBÉDBÉEiÉxÉ <ºÉàÉå ÉÊcººÉÉ ãÉäxÉä BÉEÉ 

àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊàÉãÉÉ cè, <ºÉÉÒÉÊãÉA àÉé ªÉc SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ VÉÉä ºÉnÂ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉäxÉä VÉÉ ®cÉ cè, àÉé <ºÉàÉå 

VªÉÉnÉ BÉÖEU xÉ BÉEcÚÆ* VÉºÉ´ÉÆiÉ ÉËºÉc VÉÉÒ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå BÉÖEU ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ {Éä¶É ÉÊBÉEA cé...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉé ªÉc BÉEcxÉÉ 

SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ºÉàÉå BÉEÉä<Ç bÉÒãÉ xÉcÉÓ cÖ<Ç cè, ¤ÉºÉ àÉé ãÉÉSÉÉ® cÚÆ* +ÉÉ{É <ºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ xÉ BÉE®å +ÉÉè® <ºÉ {É® 

+ÉÆMÉÖãÉÉÒ xÉ =~ÉAÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE +ÉÆMÉÖãÉÉÒ =~ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉä<Ç àÉiÉãÉ¤É xÉcÉÓ cè* càÉ VÉcÉÆ JÉ½ä cé, càÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE ªÉc 

nä¶É JÉÖn +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ´ÉVÉc ºÉä JÉ½É cÉä*  

 àÉé +ÉÆiÉ àÉå <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÉÊcxnÖºiÉÉxÉ BÉEä VÉÉä +ÉlÉÇ¶ÉÉºjÉÉÒ cé, ´Éä £ÉÉÒ VÉÉxÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE BÉEãÉ 

{ÉiÉÉ xÉcÉÓ nÖÉÊxÉªÉÉ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉÒ ªÉÉ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉÒ, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ VÉÉä ®ÉºiÉÉ cè, ´Éc ®cäMÉÉ* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ 

|ÉBÉßEÉÊiÉ BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉxÉä ´ÉÉãÉÉ ®ÉºiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä VÉÉä ªÉc ºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè, VÉÉä ºÉcàÉÉÊiÉ ªÉcÉÆ VÉÉÉÊc® BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè, 

~ÉÒBÉE cè ãÉè{ÉD] ´ÉÉãÉä ¤ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉÒ JÉÉãÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉåMÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé £ÉÉÒ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ªÉc ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ ºÉnÂ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉä*  

 <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ àÉå àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉä BÉEÉÒ ®ÉÉÊ¶É VÉÉä {ÉcãÉä 500 BÉE®Éä½ âó{ÉA lÉÉÒ, =ºÉä ¤ÉfÃÉBÉE® +É¤É 1500 BÉE®Éä½ 

âó{ÉA BÉE® ÉÊnªÉÉ MÉªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä xÉÉMÉÉºÉÉBÉEÉÒ BÉEÉ cÉãÉ näJÉÉ cè cÉÒ* +ÉMÉ® AäºÉÉ BÉÖEU cÉä MÉªÉÉ iÉÉä ÉÊBÉEºÉä ¤ÉÉÆ]xÉä 

VÉÉ+ÉÉäMÉä ªÉc ®ÉÉÊ¶É, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ iÉÉä {ÉkÉÉ iÉBÉE ºÉÚJÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉEÉä<Ç VÉÉÒ´É-VÉÆiÉÖ xÉcÉÓ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä ªÉc 

BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE {ÉªÉÉḈ É®hÉ BÉEÉÒ oÉÎ−] ºÉä VÉèºÉÉÒ VÉMÉc {ÉcãÉä lÉÉÒ, ´ÉèºÉä cÉÒ BÉE®xÉÉÒ {É½äMÉÉÒ, SÉÉcä ÉÊBÉEiÉxÉÉ £ÉÉÒ {ÉèºÉÉ 

ãÉMÉ VÉÉA, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ iÉÉä ºÉ¤É ºÉÉ{ÉE cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉ, BÉEÉä<Ç SÉÉÒVÉ ¤ÉSÉäMÉÉÒ cÉÒ xÉcÉÓ* <ºÉÉÊãÉA àÉé <ºÉ 1500 BÉE®Éä½ 

âó{ÉA BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉEàÉ ®ÉÉÊ¶É àÉÉxÉiÉÉ cÚÆ, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =ºÉ <ãÉÉBÉEä BÉEÉä ºÉÆ´ÉÉ®xÉä {É® ¤ÉcÖiÉ £ÉÉ®ÉÒ JÉSÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ, VÉcÉÆ BÉEcÉÓ ªÉc 

nÖPÉÇ]xÉÉ cÉä VÉÉAMÉÉÒ* +ÉMÉ® ªÉBÉEÉÒxÉ xÉ cÉä iÉÉä ÉÊc®ÉäÉÊ¶ÉàÉÉ +ÉÉè® xÉÉMÉÉºÉÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉBÉE® näJÉ ãÉÉä*  
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 àÉé +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä ªÉcÉÓ ºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉ{É ºÉ¤ÉBÉEÉ ¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉÉ£ÉÉ® BªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ* ªÉc VÉÉä 

ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ cè, ªÉc ºÉnÂ£ÉÉ´ÉxÉÉ ºÉä {ÉÉºÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè, <ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉkÉÉ {ÉFÉ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå xÉä ÉÊ´É{ÉFÉ ºÉä ºÉà{ÉBÉEÇ BÉE®BÉEä, 

¤ÉÉiÉSÉÉÒiÉ BÉE®BÉEä, =xÉBÉEä ºÉÆ¶ÉÉävÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä àÉÉxÉBÉE® VÉÉä BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉ cè, ´Éc +ÉSUÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* 

           (<ÉÊiÉ)  
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 (j3/1645/snb-har) 

1635 hours 

SHRI SUDIP BANDYOPADHYAY (KOLKATA UTTAR): Madam, I rise to 

support the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010.  

 In the Objects and Reasons of the Bill the purpose of the Bill for which it 

has been introduced has been very clearly mentioned. Many political parties, 

including those which think that India must not possess nuclear power for energy 

and it has to remain only within the possession of China, they should try and 

follow the purpose as has been mentioned in the Objects and Reasons of this Bill. I 

would just like to quote a few lines from that:  

 

“…in the unlikely event of a nuclear incident or accident, there may 
be damage to individuals, property and environment on a large scale. 
The geographical scope of damage caused by a nuclear accident may 
not be confined to national boundaries and it may have trans-
boundary effects. In such an event, it is desirable that protection is 
accorded to victims of such incident or accident by a third party 
liability regime. It is necessary to give compensation to persons if 
they suffer nuclear damage as a result of a nuclear incident and 
therefore it is important to make provision to ensure clarity of 
liability and the requirement to pay compensation.” 

 

 This is the need of the hour. Energy is produced either from coal or from 

hydel sources. But coal reserves in the country gradually are getting exhausted and 

a time will come when we would have no coal left for captive power plants to be 

supported by coal. Fossil fuels are getting exhausted. So, it is our feeling that 

nuclear power is certainly a power of the future. Without nuclear power economic 

development of a big country like India is never possible. This experiment has 

become successful. Take the example of France. Eighty per cent of the total 

electricity in France is being produced by nuclear power projects. This Bill covers 

the nuclear power plants, the research reactors as also the other nuclear 
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establishments. More or less, all political parties have extended their support to 

this Bill with some amendments which the Government may think of considering.  

 Madam, we would certainly support the Bill but not by keeping our eyes 

closed. We would certainly keep our eyes open to the issues like the suppliers. We 

would certainly take initiatives to see that disasters, as it happened in Bhopal are 

not repeated again. We must see to it that the qualities of the projects that are 

being sent by the foreign countries to our country, the suppliers, are checked 

properly with due importance and priority. It has also to be seen that a vast country 

like India should not be allowed to be used by others for selling their projects 

irrespective of their qualities.  

 (k3/1640/ru-ind) 

It has to be seen that a vast country like India should not be allowed to be used by 

others to sell their products in a country like India.   

 Madam, Indo-US Nuclear Agreement is already signed and we feel that we 

should take all out efforts to take proper steps as regards the Claims Commissioner. 

In the Bill, clause 10 mentions about Claims Commissioner.  It says:  “A person 

shall not be qualified for appointment as a Claims Commissioner unless he is or 

has been or qualified to be a District Judge.”  According to me, a person with the 

standard of a District Judge would not be capable enough for it.  In the case of the 

qualification of appointment, it is a District Judge and so far as the Commission is 

concerned, he is being projected as a Supreme Court or High Court Judge.  I 

would request the hon. Minister to clarify whether the District Judge is capable 

enough to qualify himself for appointment as Claims Commissioner.  This issue 

may be cross-checked and clarified in the House.  

 Madam, we have just heard Shri Jaswant Singh.  He expressed his view that 

India should not bow its head to any foreign power. We firmly believe that India is 

certain to keep its head high.  It will never bow down to any force and to any 

political power or to any country of the world.  We will certainly remain 
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committed and see that we keep our head and flag high.  We should never 

surrender to any other country of the world whichever powerful it may be.   

India is a country which has earned its Independence after a long battle. It 

matters little to us whether it is the United States of America or the Soviet Union.  

A question arises that before Dr. Manmohan Singh meets the President of the 

United States, naturally this Bill has to be passed immediately on the floor of the 

House.  I do not share and I do not agree with this idea or thinking.   

I firmly believe that this Bill which has been tabled will certainly help to 

develop the power projects of this country and without power, a country can never 

develop economically.  Even today, whichever steel plant and project emerges, it 

is asking for a captive power plant.  Without a captive power plant, no steel plant 

can grow in the coming days. But only through pole, we cannot reach our target. 

We need nuclear power.   

In addition, we would say that there is a proposal to set up a nuclear power 

plant in Haripur of Bengal. We express every time that the local people have to be 

involved when any proposal is going to be implemented. Forceful occupancy in 

any case should not be allowed anywhere.  It can be on the coastal area or it can 

take place in barren land.  So, we do not agree for setting up a nuclear power plant 

in Haripur.  Neither the local people nor the people of that State are agreeable for 

this.  They are in a mood to send a message to the Government to take it to any 

coastal area to implement this Haripur project.  We fully agree that it should be 

installed in a place which is acceptable to all of us.  

(l3/1645/rbn/asa) 

 Madam, we believe that this Bill is a timely one.  The Government should 

not have any hesitation in passing this Bill, if necessary by accepting the 

amendments tabled by the Opposition parties.   

 From a very important angle, I want to mention here that there are political 

parties in our country which have extra territorial loyalty going beyond the borders 

of our country.  There are political parties in our country who do not accept or 
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who do not love India as their first home.  Their first home is China.  They may 

oppose and they may not support this Bill.  But I would certainly say that we know 

how these parties, which are opposed to this Bill, have tried to betray the cause of 

our country. They have to be dealt with very firmly and cautiously. We should 

always be deeply concerned about these forces.  We should not allow them to have 

their say on such issues because the interest of the country will be affected.   

 We the Members of this Parliament want to see that India becomes more 

and more powerful and economically sound.  By producing and utilizing the 

nuclear energy, India should remain ahead of other countries of the world.  We 

must keep our head high in the coming days.   

 We believe we should unanimously support this Bill.  We want to see that it 

is passed immediately.   

(ends) 
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1647 hours  

SHRI T.K.S. ELANGOVAN (CHENNAI NORTH): Madam Chairman, thank you.  

On behalf of my Party, the DMK, I express my support to this Bill.   

 The fear expressed by many of the hon. Members is based on the earlier use 

of nuclear energy.  Earlier, nuclear energy was used for destructive purposes, as it 

was used in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Now, the nuclear materials are used for 

civilian purposes, like generation of electricity that too on a high scale.  The 

Government envisages an estimated capacity of 40,000 megawatt over a period of 

25 years.  A time may come, with the dwindling of petroleum reserves, and with 

the evolution of technology, wherein even cars will be operated with the nuclear 

energy.  With the development of science anything is possible.  But our mindset is 

still in Hiroshima and Nagasaki.  That is the problem now we are facing.   

 Twenty-five years back when Bhopal gas tragedy occurred, the country did 

not speak against any chemical installation in the country. Even after that, in the 

past 25 years, many chemical industries have come up in this country.  I can even 

say that the State of Gujarat leads in the chemical industries.  So, a single accident 

cannot make an industry non-viable in our country. 

(m3/1650/ksp/sk) 

 But there is a possibility of an accident. We don’t have anything pessimistic 

in our mind. We only think optimistic. But there are possibilities of accidents. So, 

this Bill is necessary. 

 Some of the hon. Members spoke on America’s high-handedness. I don’t 

think America is showing its high-handedness or anything of that sort in this 

matter because we need energy, we need power and our coal-based thermal power 

plants are not environment friendly and only hydro power plants are environment 

friendly. The danger caused by thermal power plants may be less, but the danger 

and damage caused by nuclear power plants may be more and that is why, this 

Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill is introduced. My humble request to the 

hon. Minister is that when a Bill of this importance is brought, there must be a 
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system to make it completely democratic with the involvement of the common 

people, NGOs and other interested groups and all such legislations must be made 

widely available for public debate and discussion for some time at least so that the 

Government will receive useful suggestions from the interested groups. 

 Secondly, there was a talk of the liability of the supplier. Section 17 of the 

Bill says: 

 

“The operator of a nuclear installation shall have a right of recourse 
where such right is expressly provided for in a contract in writing.” 

 

We know that all the nuclear power plants are going to be run by the Government 

as 51 per cent of shares will be held by the Government. Why can we not make it 

mandatory to have an express provision of right of recourse in the agreement itself 

between the Government and the suppliers? That would be a way out and make 

even the suppliers liable and by this process, the demands of our Opposition 

friends will also be met. 

 Madam, this Bill will go a long way in ensuring energy security of the 

country. With the development of science and technology, this may go a long way 

in helping other fields also like running of automobiles with nuclear energy in this 

country in future. With these words, I welcome and support this Bill. 

(ends) 
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1653 hours 

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA): Madam Chairperson, the Civil 

Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill is US-centric. It is primarily drafted to serve the 

demands of the USA and the interests of business firms by defeating the interests 

of Indian victims. A commitment to this effect was given on 10th September, 2008 

when the External Affairs Minister wrote a letter to the US Under Secretary of 

State Mr. William Burns. I have a copy of that letter and I can quote from that. It 

says: 

“It is the intention of the Government of India and its entities to 
commence discussion with nuclear energy firms, conclude 
agreements after entry into force of the agreement for cooperation in 
the construction of nuclear power units at two sites approved by the 
Government of India which would be capable of generating a 
minimum of 10,000 mw. India also recognizes the importance of 
establishing an adequate nuclear liability regime. It is the intention 
of the Indian Government to take all steps to adhere to the 
Supplementary Convention for Nuclear Damage.” 
 

 (n3/1655/rs/bks) 

 The focus is not on the potential victims, but in this Bill, the main focus is 

on the nuclear operators and foreign equipment supplies.   

 Madam, today, we have the total capacity of generating 4,000 MW of 

nuclear power.  We do not have Civil Liability Nuclear Damage Act.  For this, the 

Government does not have to face any difficulty in doing business with equipment 

suppliers or with operators.  Why do we need this legislation?  Is it to protect the 

interests of our people or is it to do business with the United States of America?   

 Our target for generation of nuclear power by 2035 is about 40,000 MW.  

From 4,000 MW we want to achieve the target of 40,000 MW.  But where from 

the reactors will come?  We have our own technology.  We have developed three-

phased technology from uranium to plutonium and from plutonium to thorium.  I 

would like to know whether the import of 40 atomic reactors to generate 40,000 

MW of nuclear power would block our indigenous development of nuclear power 
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plants on the basis of thorium which is abundantly available in our country.  So, 

we will be permanently dependent on import. 

 Madam, it is quite surprising that sites have been selected and have been 

allocated to the foreign suppliers, particularly, three countries, the US, Russia and 

France.  They will supply the reactors.  I would like to know whether there was 

international bidding for this and what is the price of the reactors.  Why this has 

been kept in dark?  Even the Parliament has been kept in dark in regard to the 

price of the reactors.  What will be the cost of the generation?  That question is 

also there.  The Government should clarify in regard to the cost of generation as it 

will depend on the cost of the reactors.  That has not been clarified.  The entire 

country has been kept in dark. 

 Madam, we have seen two major nuclear accidents.  One happened in the 

year 1979 in Three Milestones Island in the United States of America and another 

was in Chernobyl in the erstwhile Soviet Union in Ukraine.  We have seen these 

two major nuclear accidents.  We have seen the damage that was done because of 

the accidents.  We cannot compare the accidents of nuclear power plants with 

other industrial accidents.  We have witnessed Bhopal gas disaster. 

(o3/1700/rcp/skb) 

Today also people are suffering.  Only on last Friday, 500 gas victims came to 

Delhi, and I took the delegation to the hon. Speaker.  One 70 year old lady could 

not stay here.  The third generation is also suffering from various ailments today 

also after 26 years.   

 In clause 6, a cap has been imposed on compensation.  What is the basis of 

arriving at such an amount?  I would like to know whether it is on the basis of 

Vienna Convention. The IAEA Handbook on Nuclear Law clearly states: 

 
“The minimum liability amount under the revised Vienna 
Convention is 300 million Special Drawing Rights (SDRs) of the 
International Monetary Fund.” 
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In another place, the same IAEA Handbook again says:  

 

“The nuclear liability conventions require that the operator, if liable 
without limitation, provide financial security up to an amount that is 
at least equal to the minimum liability amount under the convention 
in question: 300 million SDRs under the revised Vienna 
Convention.” 

 

 This 300 million SDR amount mentioned in Vienna Convention is not a 

ceiling; it is floor!  You compare this liability amount with the liability amount 

fixed by other countries like South Korea or Sweden, Japan, Russia, Germany 

where there is no cap.  They were insisting for absolving the equipment supplier of 

their liabilities of 11.9 billion dollars.  You have seen, when there was oil spill in 

the Bay of Mexico, President Obama imposed a compensation of Rs 90,000 crore, 

that is $20 billion on BP.  What are we doing with UCC or Dow Chemicals?  Dow 

Chemicals, who are now the real owner of UCC, are getting out and they are not 

taking the responsibility of clearing the poisonous toxic waste in Bhopal.  The 

Government of India is quite helpless.  Then why there should be a cap?   

 I have tabled an amendment that there should not be a cap.  In case of SDR 

and in case of operator’s liability it should be Rs. 10,000 crore.  Why should it be 

Rs. 1500 crore?  In the original Bill, it was kept at Rs. 500 crore.  When the 

Standing Committee recommended for increasing it to Rs. 1500 crore, they have 

increased the amount to Rs. 1500 crore.  But, why it should be Rs. 1500 crore?  If 

the reactor is more than 10 MW reactor, the compensation for accident should be 

Rs. 10,000 crore.  The Government should accept my amendment. 

 Although the Minister has circulated an official amendment, it is quite 

surprising when the Government agreed to amend Clause 17.  
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(p3/1705/lh-cs) 

 When the original Clause was amended further and when there was a 

suggestion in the Standing Committee for strengthening Clause 17, what the 

Government did surreptitiously was that they added one word ‘and’, and this 

particular word ‘and’ changed the entire meaning of that Clause.  When there was 

hue and cry, uproar outside Parliament, then the Government removed the word 

‘and’ and put another word ‘intent’ which further weakened that Clause.  If that 

word ‘intent’ remains in that Clause, how can anybody prove the intent of the 

supplier?  What is the intent of the Government? It is to indemnify the supplier 

from the very beginning.  This is because of the pressure from outside the country. 

 What was there in Clause 17 (b) of the Bill recommended by the Standing 

Committee?  It says: 

“The nuclear incident has resulted from the consequence of latent or 
patent defect, supply of sub-standard material, defective equipment, 
design or services from gross negligence on the part of the supplier 
of the material, equipment, design or services; … ” 
 

This was the recommendation of the Standing Committee.   

 Then, when the word ‘and’ was added at the last minute to Clause 17 in the 

recommendation of the Standing Committee, one does not know how it had been 

done.  The Chairman, Rajya Sabha has ordered for an enquiry as to how this 

particular word was added to change the meaning of the entire Clause, which 

makes the liability on the part of the supplier contingent upon to prove that it was 

consequence of an act done with intent to cause nuclear damage.  

1708 hours   (Shri Inder Singh Namdhari in the Chair)  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, if this is accepted, then it will become impossible to 

ascribe liability on the supplier.  We would like to know how and why the 

Government is under pressure in amending one after another in order to absolve 

the supplier of the equipment.  The Minister should clarify this point. 
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 Then, another amendment has been moved by the Minister – it is an official 

amendment – to Clause 46.  It was very categorically recommended by the 

Standing Committee.  Under the present Atomic Energy Act, only the Government 

company or the public sector company can undertake the operation of nuclear 

power plant. 

(q3/1710/kkd/hcb) 

So, no private company can enter into this field. So, it was categorically 

stated that there will be no private company.  But the Government has moved an 

amendment in clause 7 itself, which says:  

“Provided that the Central Government by notification assume full 
liability for a nuclear installation not operated by it if it is of opinion 
that it is necessary in pubic interest. ” 

  

 Why is this amendment being  moved by the Government? The main 

intention is this. After it would be enacted, then the Government would move to 

amend the Atomic Energy Act to allow the private sector in nuclear power 

generation. By allowing private sector in nuclear power generation, they have 

cleverly kept the operator’s liability a low amount and being subsidized by the 

Government.  Why should there be two separate compensation amounts? One is 

SDR and the other is Operator’s liability. Why should there not be one amount for 

the operator and the supplier? 

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI): Achariaji,  please listen 

to me also.  There is a constraint of time. 

SHRI BASU DEB ACHARIA (BANKURA):  I am concluding.  I am  on my last 

point now.  

 In the Statement of Objects and Reasons, the intent of the Government is 

very much clear.  They are talking of the intent. What is the intent of the 

Government? They have mentioned about three Conventions – Vienna Convention; 

Paris Convention; and the Convention on Supplementary Compensation.  Now, 

the US is forcing us to join the Convention on Supplementary Compensation. Why?  
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Thirteen countries have joined but only four countries have ratified the 

Convention on Supplementary Compensation.  Unless the number of countries 

ratify this Convention, it would not be entered into force. That is why the US is 

pressurizing our country to join and ratify this Convention.  

 As per Vienna Convention,  the suppliers are protected. In order to provide 

protection to the supplier, the Government’s intention is to join the Convention on 

Supplementary Compensation.  The Government should not join any of the 

Conventions because we would not be the gainers by joining this Convention 

under the US pressure. We would not be the gainer; we would not have the access 

to any international fund.  This has been stated in the Statement of Objects and 

Reasons. 

 Therefore, I demand that the cap, which has been put in the Bill in regard to 

payment of compensation should be removed.   

 With these words, I conclude. Thank you. 

         (ends) 
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1715 hours 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I stand here to deliberate on 

the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010. 

 (r3/1715/mmn-mm) 

 It seems the euphoria generated by the end of India’s nuclear isolation has 

evaporated. It seems the nuclear establishment is satisfied with getting NSG 

clearance only to get badly needed fuel for our present nuclear power plants and 

enable them to import nuclear fuel.  

 We were told that a goal was laid to have 20 GW of nuclear power by 2020 

and a further 25 GW, post the Indo-US nuclear deal. To achieve this from the 

present level of 4.6 GW from 19 smaller reactors, it would need a financial 

investment of some Rs.3,65,000 crore. Each plant of 1000 MW costs 

approximately Rs.9,000 crore and takes five to seven years to construct. This 

shows the gigantic scale of the task ahead. Can the Government and the public 

sector NPCIL alone, deliver this, and do you have sufficient financial and 

technical resources to do so? It is doubtful. 

 We want nuclear energy but need foreign help for it. Foreigners are now 

willing to sell us whatever it takes to build nuclear power plants. But there is a 

problem. What if the nuclear power facility blows up as in Chernobyl in 1986 or 

develops a leak as in Three Mile Island in 1980. We would like to have a liability 

law. The Government has come out with this Bill, which has undergone various 

changes and will also be amended here again. The compensation is being 

increased from Rs.500 crore to Rs.1500 crore. But the suppliers’ liability is still a 

matter of concern. I would like to know from the Government whether we have an 

agreement with Russia containing this clause. If not, then will it not be 

discriminatory? The USA has developed relationship with us not merely for 

strategic reasons but also to ensure a revival of its nuclear energy industry which 

has been in doldrums since 1973. Let us accept this. 
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 The most confused and controversial issue is that of restricting suppliers’ 

liability. Some have argued here that this will allow foreign firms to get away with 

murder in case their components are responsible for an accident. This is simply 

false. If a nuclear supplier is guilty of direct responsibility for such an accident, it 

can be sued for damages on the basis of existing product liability laws and the 

Law of Torts, embodied in numerous Supreme Court judgements. This is 

completely separate and different from the compensation provided by nuclear 

liability norms. A victim of a nuclear accident needs to be provided compensation 

under both product liability and nuclear liability. Here, of course, is the crux. He 

can be compensated under product liability if it can be proved that a supplier, 

operator was directly responsible for the accident. Nuclear liability does not care 

who is responsible for the accident. It is similar to an ex-gratia payment, and it 

seeks only to provide speedy compensation to a victim. 

 The international norm is to fix this compensation on the reactor operator. 

Suppliers are not responsible because a single reactor can have thousands of 

component providers and given the life cycle of a reactor, many of these suppliers 

may no longer exist. I would suggest that the suppliers’ liability should be part of 

normal product liability, which is about compensation on the basis of fault.  

 (s3/1720/kvj-sb) 

It is not part of nuclear liability which is about compensation regardless of 

fault. I am of the opinion that without private sector involvement, both Indian and 

foreign, the ambitious nuclear power targets cannot be met. Allowing foreign 

companies to participate in this sector will bring in additional finance, technology 

and operational experience. It will expose NPCIL to competition and stimulate it 

to remain competitive. Safety and security as well as liability issues should be 

applied uniformly to all power plants. The NPCIL should have to stand on its own 

feet and not depend on Government subsidies or bail-outs.  
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For healthy growth of nuclear power sector in the new international 

dispensation, there should be minimum barriers to entry by private players and an 

efficient regulatory system that balances the interests of producer and consumers. 

We are far from this. Another major compromise the Government has agreed to is 

to keep private firms like L&T and Tatas out of the reckoning for running nuclear 

power plants. These will thus be run only by the Government or Government 

owned companies. That is a good starting point. But as time goes by, it may 

become necessary to take private players on board to meet the target, which 

Government agencies may find too ambitious to meet on their own. I am reminded 

here that the Atomic Energy Act prescribes that a company in which not less than 

51 per cent of the paid up share capital is held by the Central Government can 

operate nuclear stations. This keeps the prospect of joint venture between private 

and Government companies provided that the Government holds the majority 

stake. It is a different matter that the Government has not announced any plans for 

forming such joint venture companies, but the option of doing so in future is 

always there with the Government and the amendment that is circulated amply 

demonstrates it in serial number two. I need not go into the details because of 

paucity of time. 

I would like to draw the attention of the House towards Section 46 at Page 

13 of the Bill. Section 46 says that the provision of this Act shall be in addition to 

and not in derogation of any other law for the time being in force and nothing 

contained herein shall exempt the operator from any proceedings, which might, 

apart from this Act, be instituted against such operator. 

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI): There is a paucity of 

time. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): We are dealing with nuclear energy and I am 

dealing with the Bill. I am not talking on anything else. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please conclude now because you have given the salient points. 



25.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 
  

13361

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): I am dealing with the provisions of the Bill. 

 As such, no fault compensation should be in addition to what is due under 

the extant law. Whether this squares with Section 35, which rules out a civil court 

from having jurisdiction over any matter in which the Claims Commissioner under 

the proposed law has jurisdiction is far from clear. Laws need to be rid of 

fuzziness, not just of partisan politicking.  

The issues, therefore, are: 

(a) The liability cap on the operator may be inadequate to punish victims in the 

event of a major nuclear disaster; 

(b) may block India’s access to an international pool of funds; and 

(c) is low compared to some other countries. 

Further, when the extent of environmental damage and consequent economic laws 

will be notified by the Government, this might create a conflict of interest in cases 

where the Government is also the party liable to pay compensation. 

 (t3/1725/san-mkg) 

 The right of recourse against the supplier provided by the Bill is not 

compliant with international agreements the Government may wish to sign. As I 

had stated earlier, though the Bill allows the operators and suppliers to be liable 

under other laws, it is not clear which other laws will be applicable. Different 

interpretations by courts may constrict or unduly expand the scope of such a 

provision. 

 Sir, I have read somewhere that limiting nuclear liability may affect safety 

standards. Once the liability of the operator is capped as this Bill states, and the 

nuclear damage exceeds this amount, the Government is liable to compensate 

victims subject to the cap. A higher insurance cover implies higher electricity 

costs. Calculations indicate that the electricity cost would go up. 

 Clause 17 of the Bill permits the operator to take recourse against the 

supplier. This may be an impediment if we want to join international agreements 

on civil liability for nuclear damage. Most countries do not provide for a right of 
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recourse against suppliers of nuclear material. South Korea and Japan provide for 

recourse against suppliers, but they are not party to the conventions like Vienna 

Convention of 1963 and Paris Convention of 1961.  

 Under clause 18, claims for compensation can be filed within ten years of 

the date of notification of a nuclear incident. This may be inadequate in cases 

where the effects of radiation are discovered after a substantial period of time. In 

some cases, the effects of damage may also be discovered only in the next 

generation of those exposed to the nuclear radiations. Some countries provide for a 

period greater than ten years for claiming compensation. Germany has it more 

than ten years. South Korea has for loss of life and injury - within 30 years; the 

Netherlands have for damage to persons - within 30 years; Romania for loss of life 

and injury - within 30 years; but we have restricted ourselves to ten years.  

 In clauses 5 and 46, the Bill does not clearly define what type of law will be 

applicable. Differing interpretations by courts, as I had stated earlier, will lead to 

confusion. Compensation to be paid by an operator under this Bill …. 

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI):  Please conclude now. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Sir, I need another two minutes. 

 We have Environment Protection Act, 1986. There, the penalty is 

imprisonment for up to five years. We have Water Act, 1974 and we have Air Act, 

1981. There, the penalties are imprisonment for up to six years and fine. We have 

Indian Penal Code, 1860 which prescribes imprisonment and fine for offences 

such as criminal negligence, public nuisance and culpable homicide. We have 

general principle of liability in law of torts where compensation to the extent of 

damage caused and exemplary damages can also be awarded as it is there in the 

law.  

 Before concluding, I would like to say that the need for sufficient power 

generation cannot be over-stressed. So far, foreign suppliers were reluctant to do 

business with us in the absence of a well defined liability law. Now this stumbling 

block is more or less out of the way. Many countries require operators to provide 
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financial security. This usually helps cover the operator’s liability in the event of 

an incident. In this respect, the US system is somewhat unique. 

 (u3/1730/ak-cp) 

In addition to insurance, the law in the United States requires compulsory 

contribution by each operator … (Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, the time is fixed for passing the Bill. Therefore, please 

conclude your speech. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Sir, allow me to mention two more sentences. 

SHRI ARJUN CHARAN SETHI (BHADRAK): Sir, he is concluding. … 

(Interruptions) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: He is concluding. 

… (Interruptions) 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): Sir, it is only with your permission that I can 

conclude. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, please conclude in one minute.  

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): I am mentioning here the last point. It is about 

the United States insurance. In addition to insurance, the law in the United States 

requires compulsory contribution by each operator to a special fund. This fund, 

established under the Price-Anderson Act, can be used for additional 

compensation. The current estimates put the fund at around US $ 11.9 billion. 

Currently, in India, there is no law governing nuclear event liability. This is set to 

change with the introduction of the civil liability for nuclear damage, and this 

change is for the better. Thank you.  

          (ends) 

 

MR. CHAIRMAN: The next speaker is Shri Adhalrao Patil Shivaji. I am giving 

you five minutes time to speak. 
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SHRI ADHALRAO PATIL SHIVAJI (SHIRUR): Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Sir. 

Thank you for giving me an opportunity to speak on this very important Bill, 

namely, Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010. 

 A lot of hon. Members have spoken about whether we need nuclear energy 

or not. There is no doubt, looking at the country’s growth and power requirement, 

that we do really need nuclear energy. But while considering this, we must also 

think about the security and safety of the nuclear field. 

 This Bill was originally referred to the Standing Committee on Science and 

Technology for its report, and the Standing Committee has recommended certain 

amendments to the Bill keeping in view the national importance of this Bill. 

However, the Government has come out with a different version of the Bill before 

the House setting aside the amendments suggested by the Standing Committee.  

 The Committee’s draft had provided for supplier liability under clause 17 

(b) in the case of blatant patent defect or sub-standard material or defective 

equipment or gross negligence and clearly making supplier liable for the above 

acts. However, I fail to understand this. Why is the Government bent upon to save 

the suppliers from the acts of negligence and other acts suggested by the Standing 

Committee by deliberately adding the word ‘intent’ to clause 17 (c), which talks 

about suppliers liability implying that supplier will not be liable for an accident 

unless there was an intent on his part to cause it.  

 It is very surprising that the same word ‘intent’ has been brought in again 

though the Committee had rejected the suggestion outright at the time of 

consideration of the issue. This new word, which has been brought in, 

substantially nullifies the supplier’s responsibility. What is more shocking is that 

the victim will have to prove that the producer or the operator supplied defective 

items before they can get any compensation. 
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 Strict liability means that the victim is relieved from proving fault. This 

simplifies the litigation process removing any obstacles, especially, such as might 

exist with the burden of proof given the complexity of nuclear science. In 

layman’s terms, strict liability means that the claimant does not need to prove how 

an accident occurred.  

 The Standing Committee also recommended the insertion of the word ‘and’ 

between the two clauses of 17 (a) and (b), which makes it mandatory for the 

operator to enter into an agreement with the supplier for claiming any liability 

from the later.  

 (w3/1735/sh-cp) 

However, subsequently, this ‘and’ between Clause 17 (a) and (b) has also 

been dropped which clearly shows the Government’s intent, to let suppliers off the 

hook. These existing provisions are neither practical nor implementable and need 

to be amended keeping in view the recommendations of the Standing Committee 

which arrived at the conclusion after a thorough examination of the Bill. I urge 

upon the Government to look into the matter seriously and bring necessary 

amendments to the Bill on the lines of the Report of the Standing Committee. 

 I oppose the Bill in its present form as most of the Members have taken 

objection to Clause 17 (b) and (c). I request the Government to consider and 

amend this clause 17 (b) and (c).  Thank you. 

(ends) 
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THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS AND MINISTER OF 

WATER RESOURCES (SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL): Sir, I would 

request you to kindly postpone the Half-an-Hour discussion matter that is listed as 

the last item in today’s list of business at Item No. 24.  

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI): If the House agrees, it 

may be postponed. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): My only concern is that it belongs to our Party 

which had given this notice. 

SHRI PAWAN KUMAR BANSAL: We can take it up at any other time which the 

hon. Speaker may fix. We will have it at any other time which the hon. Speaker 

may fix. But my only request is for today, we may postpone that and let us 

continue with this discussion. 

SHRI B. MAHTAB (CUTTACK): My only concern is it should be taken up in 

this Session itself. 

MR. CHAIRMAN: It is accepted. 
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SHRIMATI SUPRIYA SULE (BARAMATI): I stand here on behalf of my Party 

in support of the Civil Nuclear Liability Bill. I am very proud to say that I come 

from a State which has the first nuclear reactor in this country which today also 

generates 1400 MW of electricity for Maharashtra. Under the leadership of Shri 

Vikram Sarabhai and Homibabha, Tarapur started this and today we have six other 

reactors which are doing exemplary work.  

 Today our nation which is absolutely in the robust growth, it is an energy-

hungry nation today. We definitely need technologies. I think this entire debate 

today is focused on the electricity deficit we have. A lot of numbers country-wide 

have been given. To give you a little example of my State, today Maharashtra has 

a deficit of 5000 MW. There are schools, there are health issues and there are 

development projects which are all held back purely because the engine to 

development today is electricity and that is where our nation lags. So, I think we 

are all very concerned about electricity and this entire Bill has to be pushed 

through because we need the electricity for the growth of the country.  

 Today even if you notice why are we looking at this particular Bill, my 

colleagues who all spoke earlier have talked about natural resources which are 

going to die down, today environment is probably one of the hottest and most 

fashionable thing everybody is talking about, and you see so many projects getting 

delayed. Even the Power Ministry today in the State I come from has six mega-

projects which are held up because of environmental clearances. What is the next 

option for us? The next option is this power. 

 If you look at France, half of energy or nearly 75 per cent of energy comes 

from this energy; in Slovakia, it is 54 per cent; US, though it talks a lot about it, 

yet does have 20 per cent. So, what option do we have, but to turn to this energy? 

If you notice, we need a domestic legislation. I remember looking at a very heated 

debate in this House when 123 Agreement was discussed. But this is a much 

friendlier debate. I think it is a much nicer atmosphere and we are telling the world 
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that we are serious about our commitment of passing this and  we are concerned 

about the people of this country. We just debated the Bhopal Gas Tragedy. I think 

that was an alarming step because after 25 years, we are still talking about what 

the people have not got. I think we are proud to be a part of this Government 

which has put the damages and compensation on top of the agenda before 

committing anything to any country in this world.  

 At the international level, if you see, there are four instruments of nuclear 

liability: in 1960, the Paris Convention; in 1963, the Vienna Convention; in 1997, 

the Protocol to amend the Vienna Convention; and in 1997, the Convention on 

Supplementary Compensation. I think the whole of idea of bringing this is to have 

a domestic legislation which is our own to protect our people I do not think it has 

got anything to do with any other country, as many of the speakers earlier have 

said. The Bill addresses the most critical issues, which is the cap, which is the 

level of compensation, which is taken up. 

 (x3/1740/kmr/rjs) 

 I think what hon. Jaswant Singhji said in his speech was absolutely true. 

There is no value that can be attached to any life. Nobody wants an accident and 

nobody can predict an accident. But these things do happen sometimes. They have 

happened in various countries but not in the last 20 years. For sure, we must take 

care of it. In that case, we have taken the notch to Rs.1500 crore. And that is not a 

cap. It can be taken ahead, if the Government intervenes. So, let us not get tied 

down with the Rs.1500 crore mark.  

 The second point which has been taken is denoting the responsibility of 

specific parties. There is this whole debate of operators and suppliers going on. I 

do not think anybody is going to be left out. Whoever is liable for the disaster will 

definitely pay for it. At the same, let us not make it so stringent that people would 

get scared to invest. It is not only about foreigners. What makes you think we are 

only going to be buyers? With good technology coming, maybe in the next twenty 
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years India would be a major player in the nuclear game and we would be 

supplying to other countries. We must keep that as an option.  

 We are even looking at setting numeric powers for liability insurance. I 

think insurance is something which is addressed. I am thankful to the hon. 

Minister who has covered all these points. One more point is about creating 

authoritative bodies to assess claims. There is the Nuclear Damage Claims 

Commission, the Atomic Energy Regulatory Board, and the Nuclear Liability 

Fund, which is going to be very critical in distribution of compensation under the 

Bill.  

 The Nuclear Damage Claims Commission, in the Atomic Energy Act as 

well as the Environment Protection Public Liability Insurance Act today have no 

jurisdiction over accidents caused by radioactivity and I think the environmental 

impact.  

 Today, if you notice, we are going to set up nuclear parks. There are going 

to be six nuclear parks all over the country. In the State where I come from is a 

place called Jaipur which is going to have six nuclear reactors. Today there is no 

protection for it. You would be surprised but there are a lot of issues about land 

acquisition in this area. Unless we protect our people, give them the confidence, 

none of these projects are going to take off. So, we have to definitely consider this, 

put this entire Bill in place which gives the confidence to the people of this 

country that these projects are coming in their interest, for their electricity supply, 

and if at all something worst happens in the form of an accident, which nobody 

wants, they will always be protected and their generations will be protected.  

 Nuclear commerce is extremely critical for India. Today we talk about 

robust growth. Robust nuclear programmes are very critical for us to produce 

energy, to develop India’s health research, technology, advancement in India’s 

space programmes and stimulate global interest and investments in India. I think  
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we need a balanced and timely and adequate compensation development 

programme and we have to build a globally competitive nuclear industry for our 

country and make all of us proud and be serious global players as a part of the 

Nuclear Suppliers Group.  

 Thank you. 

(ends) 
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DR. M. THAMBIDURAI (KARUR): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I rise to put forward my 

Party’s views on the Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage Bill, 2010 brought 

forward by the hon. Union Minister Shri Prithviraj Chavan.  

 Primarily the Bill is supposed to provide liability for compensation for any 

damage that a nuclear installation may cause to the civilians. This Bill also 

provides for establishment of Nuclear Damage Claims Commission and also make 

the appointment of Claims Commissioner. During the normal circumstances the 

liability clause would not have caused so much objection or resistance. But, since 

this is going to be a nuclear installation and since the suppliers are going to be 

foreign countries, there is so much importance being given to this aspect, 

especially when the Bhopal gas tragedy is still alive in our mind.  

 We cannot imagine the level of damage a nuclear accident can cause. The 

main objection to the Bill was to Clauses 7(1) and 17(B). These are the things 

most of the Members have raised. Actually, the earlier Government wanted to 

introduce the Bill but it was delayed because of the apprehensions expressed by 

many Members. Because of that delay, so many changes have taken place in the 

Bill. The Government has already proposed 18 amendments to this Bill. That 

shows that the Government is willing to consider the views of the Members and it 

has no objection to their views.  

 My second point is related to compensation. Some hon. Members have said 

that people will suffer but nobody will be there to get them the compensation. 

Safety is very important. The Government must give importance to the safety 

aspect.  

(y3/1745/spr-jr) 

 That is why, the Bill contain many stringent clauses concerning suppliers 

and operators. In Tamil Nadu, we have two facilities – Kalpakkam is already 

functioning as a Nuclear  Energy Power Station and Koodankulam is going to start 

its functioning and efforts are being made in that direction. In the meanwhile, 
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there is apprehension among the people as to whether it would cause damage to 

the public. Therefore, this aspect should to be dispelled by the Government.  

 Three apprehensions have been raised by most of the Members. One is that 

due to the US pressure, the Government is bringing the Bill. We must not yield to 

the pressure.  This aspect too should be cleared by the Government. There must 

not be any impression that our country is bowing to any pressure from any other 

country. This is a very important aspect, which has to be cleared.  

 When the US companies are coming forward to install the nuclear plants 

here, we have to be very careful from the suppliers point of view also. I am saying 

not only of the US, but of other countries also.  

Regarding the  compensation cap, the Government has increased the cap 

from Rs.500 crore to Rs.1,500crore but many hon. Members have stated that there 

should not be any cap because in many countries, they are not insisting on the cap. 

Therefore, that cap can be removed.  This is one of our suggestions.  

Regarding the intention, about which many hon. Members have raised, I do 

not want to go into that further. The Government  must definitely have good 

intention to see that the Bill considers all the suggestions made by the hon. 

Members and the Government must take all the precautionary measures to ensure 

that safety of the civilians in the country. Thank you, Sir.  

(ends) 
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1747 ¤ÉVÉä 

gÉÉÒ xÉÉàÉÉ xÉÉMÉä¶´É® ®É´É (JÉààÉÉàÉ): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänªÉ, nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEàÉÉÒ BÉEÉä nÚ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® 

xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] nä¶É àÉå ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉÒ cè* =ºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA =ºÉxÉä iÉÉÒxÉ nä¶ÉÉå +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ, ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® |ÉEÉÆºÉ 

BÉEÉ SÉªÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* ABÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉ xÉä <ºÉ ÉÊ¤ÉãÉ {É® ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cÖA nÉä <¶ªÉÚWÉ BÉEÉä ®äWÉ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ* =xcÉåxÉä BÉEcÉ 

ÉÊBÉE BÉEÉäãÉ ¤Éäºb {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉä àÉå ºÉ¤ÉºÉä ¤É½ÉÒ ¤ÉÉvÉÉ {ÉªÉÇ´ÉÉ®hÉ ÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ®åºÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* +ÉMÉ® näJÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä 

+ÉÉVÉ BÉEä ÉÊnxÉ iÉBÉE ºÉ¤ÉºÉä VªÉÉnÉ BÉEÉäãÉ ¤Éäºb {ÉÉ´É® |ÉÉäbBÉD¶ÉxÉ SÉÉÒxÉ àÉå cÖ+ÉÉ cè* ´ÉcÉÆ U& ãÉÉJÉ àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ 

BÉEÉäãÉ ¤Éäºb {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä =i{ÉxxÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ BÉÖEãÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ 1,35,000 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] cè, 

ÉÊVÉºÉàÉå BÉÖEU cÉ<bãÉ +ÉÉè® MÉèºÉ ºÉä £ÉÉÒ ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè* càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ 

ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ cé* BÉEÉäãÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉìÉËSÉMÉ ]äBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ +É{ÉxÉÉ BÉE®BÉEä +ÉÉè® {ÉªÉÇ´ÉÉ®hÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÆ]ÅÉäãÉ BÉE®BÉEä càÉ =ºÉ 

´ÉÉìÉËSÉMÉ ]äBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ ºÉä BÉEÉäãÉ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ ¤ÉxÉÉ ºÉBÉEiÉä cé* càÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä cÉ<bãÉ BÉEä VÉÉä 

ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉ cé, =xcå {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä ]è{É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ, ªÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÉÊBÉE càÉxÉä nºÉ |ÉÉÊiÉ¶ÉiÉ £ÉÉÒ cÉ<bãÉ ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ]è{É 

xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* cÉ<bãÉ {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä {ÉªÉÉÇ´É®hÉ àÉÖBÉDiÉ cÉäiÉä cé* <ºÉÉÊãÉA ºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä <ºÉ {É® VªÉÉnÉ 

vªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*  

 xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉä àÉå ºÉ®BÉEÉ® <iÉxÉÉÒ VÉãn¤ÉÉVÉÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå BÉE® ®cÉÒ cè, VÉ¤ÉÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä nä¶É àÉå 

ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä +ÉxªÉ ºÉÉäºÉæWÉ £ÉÉÒ cé* càÉxÉä +É{ÉxÉä ºÉÆºÉÉvÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®ÉÒ iÉ®c ºÉä ]è{É xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè* +ÉÉVÉ 

VÉÉä càÉ ÉẾ ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEä ºÉÉlÉ ÉÊàÉãÉBÉE® xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ãÉMÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé iÉÉä =xÉ ÉÊ´ÉBÉEÉÊºÉiÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉ 

+ÉÉ{É <¶ªÉÚ näJÉå ÉÊBÉE +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® VÉäxÉ®ä¶ÉxÉ BÉE®ÉÒ¤É 1 ãÉÉJÉ 63 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] cè, |ÉEÉÆºÉ àÉå 63,130 

àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] cè* <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ àÉå 22693 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* 

VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ àÉå £ÉÉÒ 46832 àÉäMÉÉ´ÉÉ] ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè* <ºÉàÉå àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ {ÉEèBÉD]® ªÉc 

cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊVÉºÉ nä¶É àÉå xªÉÚÉÎBÉDãÉªÉ® {ÉÉ´É® {ãÉÉÆ] ºÉä ÉÊ¤ÉVÉãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè, ´ÉcÉÆ ºÉä VÉÉä càÉ ÉÊ®ABÉD]® +ÉÉªÉÉiÉ BÉE® 

®cä cé, =xÉàÉå +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ, ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ +ÉÉè® |ÉEÉÆºÉ cé* =xÉ nä¶ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉ{É®ä]® ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ +ÉÉè® MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ 

näJÉå iÉÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ VªÉÉnÉ cè* +ÉàÉäÉÊ®BÉEÉ àÉå +ÉÉ{É®ä]® BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ 11,900 ÉÊàÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ BÉEÉÒ cè* |ÉEÉÆºÉ BÉEÉ 

£ÉÉÒ 861 ÉÊàÉÉÊãÉªÉxÉ bÉãÉºÉÇ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cè* ®ÉÊ¶ÉªÉÉ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉªÉÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ +ÉxÉÉÊãÉÉÊàÉ]äb cè, BÉDªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ´ÉcÉÆ ABÉE 

ABÉDºÉÉÒbå] cÉä SÉÖBÉEÉ cè, ÉÊVÉºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉE<Ç àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒªÉ ºÉnºªÉÉå xÉä ªÉcÉÆ ÉÊVÉµÉE ÉÊBÉEªÉÉ cè*  

 (z3/1750/har/vp) 

 <ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ <xÉ iÉÉÒxÉÉå nä¶ÉÉå àÉå +ÉºÉÉÒÉÊàÉiÉ cè* àÉé ºÉ®BÉEÉ® ºÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉiÉ {ÉÚUxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ 

cÚÆ VÉ¤É =xÉ nä¶ÉÉå àÉå <iÉxÉÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ cè iÉÉä +É{ÉxÉä nä¶É àÉå ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ =ºÉÉÒ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ 

cè, ªÉc àÉÉÆMÉ càÉ BÉDªÉÉå xÉcÉÓ BÉE® ®cä cé? =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉì{É®ä]® +ÉÉè® 
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ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® nÉäxÉÉå BÉEä ¤ÉÉÒSÉ àÉå ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ BÉDªÉÉ cè? ÉÊVÉºÉ nä¶É ºÉä càÉ ÉÊ®ABÉD]ºÉÇ <à{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE® ®cä cé =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå 

ºÉnxÉ BÉEÉä ¤ÉiÉÉªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* 

  nÚºÉ®É, °ôºÉ àÉå  we are already having a dispute.  âóºÉ àÉå {ÉcãÉä ºÉä cÉÒ AxÉ]ÉÒ{ÉÉÒºÉÉÒ BÉEä 

ºÉÉlÉ {ÉÉ´É®-{ãÉÉÆ] näxÉä àÉå ÉÊbº{ªÉÚ] cè +ÉÉè® =ºÉ ÉÊbº{ªÉÚ] BÉEÉä +É£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE càÉ BÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉA cé* ÉÊ{ÉE® BÉDªÉÉå 

càÉ xªÉÚBÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® àÉå =ºÉBÉEä ºÉÉlÉ VÉÉ ®cä cé, <ºÉ ¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä £ÉÉÒ BÉDãÉÉÒªÉ® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä ¤ÉÉäãÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE 

{ÉÉ´É®-cÆOÉÉÒ cè, AxÉVÉÉÔ cÆOÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè, +É£ÉÉÒ iÉÉä {ÉÚEb cÆOÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ nä¶É àÉå ¤ÉcÖiÉ cé - {ÉcãÉä =ºÉBÉEä ¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå 

ºÉÉäSÉå* ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) àÉä®É BÉEcxÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ <¶ªÉÚ BÉEÉä ABÉE ¤ÉÉ® ÉÊ{ÉE® ºÉä näJÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® VÉÉä £ÉÉÒ 

{ÉÉ´É®-{ãÉÉÆ]ÂºÉ ãÉMÉå, =xÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ãÉéb-ABÉD´ÉÉÒÉÊVÉ¶ÉxÉ ]É<àÉ àÉå ÉÊBÉEºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉä =ÉÊSÉiÉ àÉÖ+ÉÉ´ÉVÉÉ ÉÊàÉãÉä*...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI):  These are not to be 

recorded. 

(Interruptions) … (Not recorded) 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Please address the Chair. 

gÉÉÒ xÉÉàÉÉ xÉÉMÉä¶´É® ®É´É (JÉààÉÉàÉ): ºÉ®, càÉ ªÉcÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä <à{ÉÉä]ç] {ÉEèBÉD]ºÉÇ cé ´Éä ÉÊàÉºÉ cÉä MÉªÉä 

cé, ÉÊVÉºÉ BÉEÆ]ÅÉÒ ºÉä ÉÊ®ABÉD]ºÉÇ <à{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE® ®cä cé, =ºÉ BÉEÆ]ÅÉÒ BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ, =ºÉBÉEä ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® BÉEÉÒ ãÉÉ<ÉÊ¤ÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ 

=ºÉàÉå ãÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA* +ÉÉÉÊJÉ® àÉå àÉé BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ VÉÉä ÉÊ®ABÉD]ºÉÇ <à{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE® ®cä cé, =ºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ 

´ÉVÉc ºÉä ABÉDºÉÉÒbå] cÉäiÉä cé, =xcå |ÉÉä{ÉãÉÉÔ BÉE´É® BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* =ºÉä UÉä½BÉE®, +ÉÉì{É®ä]® BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ cè, ¤ÉÉäãÉBÉE®, 

iÉÖ®ÆiÉ ºÉ{ãÉÉªÉ® +É{ÉxÉä cÉlÉ BÉEÉä ´ÉÉ¶É BÉE®äMÉÉ, ªÉc xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* ªÉc ¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉci´É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè +ÉÉè® <xÉ ºÉ¤É ¤ÉÉiÉÉå 

BÉEÉä BÉEÆºÉã] BÉE®iÉä cÖA cÉÒ càÉå BÉEnàÉ +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ £ÉÉä{ÉÉãÉ BÉEÉ <¶ªÉÚ càÉÉ®ä nä¶É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA 

=nÉc®hÉ cè* ªÉc ºÉ¤É SÉÉÒVÉå BÉEÆºÉã] BÉE®iÉä cÖA +ÉÉè® +ÉÉMÉä ¤ÉfÃxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA <ºÉ MÉ´ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉä càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ ºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç BÉE® 

®cä cé* vÉxªÉ´ÉÉn* 

      (<ÉÊiÉ) 
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SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA (GHATAL): Sir, I rise to express my deep 

apprehension, deep misgivings and deep concerns at the massive programme of 

nuclear power generation in the country. 

 I have my misgivings, but that does not mean that I am not Indian. I feel 

that the country is hungry – hungry for power because there is no power and 

hungry because there is no food. Therefore, the question of meeting the demand of 

power is an utmost important national priority. 

 But the issue is nuclear power development is extremely costly. I am 

limiting my points. The Government has not calculated the total cost involved in 

the generation of nuclear power and import of 40 reactors from America. Whether 

a country like India can afford this and whether a poor country like India can 

afford this – that is the biggest question; without going into the economics of this, 

it is difficult to come to a conclusion.  

 Secondly, I do not believe that nuclear power is the only alternative for 

India. What is the coal deposit? We cannot say how much of coal is deposited in 

India because exploration has not been completed in India even today. So, nobody 

can say what is the actual total coal deposit in the country. Nobody has calculated 

the strength of hydro-electric power. So, without making a scientific assessment 

about the power potential the country is having, it is a myth and it is dubious to 

say that if we have to meet the power-hunger, we have to depend on nuclear power 

generation. It is a scientific myth; it should not try to impose upon the House to 

get this Bill passed. 

 Thirdly, there is a strong view; and the view is not the political view; the 

view is of the scientists.   

(a4/1755/rk-ind) 

The scientists’ view is that excessive emphasis on nuclear power generation 

may undermine the development of Thorium power generation in the country.  

That is also equally important.  I have always a feeling that sometimes 
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Government becomes too-much one-point-centric programme.  Government 

becomes too much obsessed with one particular consideration.  I do not say that it 

is a political consideration.  It is for the Government to clarify.  But it is 

sometimes one-point obsession that leads to the country to a different direction 

than it should go. 

 Why this unusual hurry?  I do not connect it to the visit of Obama.  I am not 

connecting it.  Somebody may do it.  I may not agree.  Why this unusual hurry?  

Why we could not have discussed it a little more?  This unusual hurry arises not 

out of political patience and prudence but out of political compulsion. What is the 

political compulsion only the Government can clarify?   

 We are placing the order with America.  I have no objection.  I have no 

doubt.  America can supply us.  But let us believe that the American reactor 

industry is having no order for the last 35 years.  Therefore, if somebody makes 1 

+ 1 = 2, what is the answer?  Are we coming to the help of the order-starved 

reactor industry of America?  I do not know.  I want the answer.  Somehow, there 

is an inter-connection and whether this inter-connection has moved this 

Government so swiftly, I am not to make conclusion.  Conclusion should be drawn 

by the people, by the history and by the posterity.  I can only raise my resenting 

voice, dissenting voice and a voice to express concern for the people; not to be 

dubbed as anti-national but to be dubbed as pro-Indian who believes that India’s 

development depends on a correct technological strategy and economic 

programme. 

 I would not comment about Obama’s visit.  It may be co-incidental, 

accidental or incidental, I do not know!  I do not know if this hurrying up, pushing 

up has something to do with the visit of a dignitary.  He is welcomed to India.  He 

is an elected President of America.  We have a deep love and feeling for the 

country of Lincoln.  Therefore, I am not connecting but somehow this unusual 

hurry makes people apprehensive.  I do not say that I am suspicious but I am 

saying apprehensive. 
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 Sir, there is also a legal opinion.  The Supreme Court has said that the 

enterprise is strictly and absolutely liable to compensate all those who are affected 

by the accident and such liability is not subject to any of the exceptions which 

operate vis-à-vis the principle of strict liability.  Therefore, I do not know whether 

any additional law was necessary.  I am only saying that these are the mis-givings 

in the minds of the people including me.  It is for the Government to come clear. 

 If despite this pronouncement of the Supreme Court, there is a law, I have 

no objection.  “Adhikantu na doshaya”   Let there be something more.  But, there 

is a big ‘but’.  Shri Chavan has circulated an amendment: “The nuclear incident 

has resulted from the act of commission or omission of an individual done with the 

inent….”.  Sir, ‘intent’ is a word which is ambiguous.  We are passing this law.  

We are subject to judicial scrutiny.  If in the body of the law there is ‘intent’, how 

to prove the intent?  It is a psychological question.  How to establish the intent?  

Therefore, by introducing this word ‘intent’ we make ourselves vulnerable to 

judicial pronouncements which may embarrass the Parliament.    

(b4/1800/rc/asa) 

Therefore, the point is this ‘intent’ is a word which can be explained in a 

different way, I do not know.  I only say that the Government has discussed it with 

everybody.  I know it.  I heard the speech of my friend, Shri Jaswantji, his maiden 

speech as a new member of BJP. 

MR. CHAIRMAN (SHRI INDER SINGH NAMDHARI):  Hon. Members, it is 6 

o’clock.  We can extend the House till this Bill is passed and thereafter ‘Zero Hour’ 

matters would be taken up.  I think, the House agrees. 

SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: Yes. 

SHRI GURUDAS DASGUPTA (GHATAL): I have listened to the speech of Mr. 

Jaswantji.  I must say I am not surprised.  I am thrilled at the left hand support that 

he has given to the Government.  It is good for the Government to have a support 

either from the right or from the left.  Even if it is a left handed support, it solves 
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the paradoxical problem of numbers.  Therefore, it is good that has been done.  

Therefore, at the end, may I say “ÉÊàÉªÉÉÆ ¤ÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ iÉÉä BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ BÉEÉVÉÉÒ?” ...(´ªÉ´ÉvÉÉxÉ) 

 I am also amused that the Government is having a heavy agenda today.  

Along with nuclear liability, there is a legislative business for discussing the 

increase of pension and allowances of the Members.  Therefore, we have a very 

heavy agenda.  I do not want to take your time.  The Government has given both 

items together. 

     (ends) 

 gÉÉÒ ¶É®n ªÉÉn´É (àÉvÉä{ÉÖ®É): ºÉ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, ÉÊàÉªÉÉÆ ¤ÉÉÒ¤ÉÉÒ ®ÉVÉÉÒ iÉÉä BÉDªÉÉ BÉE®äMÉÉ BÉEÉVÉÉÒ* ªÉc +ÉSUÉÒ ¤ÉÉiÉ <xcÉåxÉä 

BÉEcÉÒ cè, <ºÉàÉå ºÉÖvÉÉ® BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA*  
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THE PRIME MINISTER (DR. MANMOHAN SINGH): Mr. Chairman, Sir, Shri 

Prithviraj Chavan, my colleague, in his introductory statement has covered a lot of 

territory. In the final reply to the debate, he will deal with many technical issues 

which have arisen in the debate.   

My purpose is rather limited.  I wish to state categorically that this Bill 

completes in a way our journey to end the nuclear apartheid which the world had 

imposed on India in the year 1974.  To say that this is being done to promote 

American interest and to help American Corporation, I think is far from being the 

truth.  As far as I am concerned, this is not the first time that I have been accused 

of doing such a thing.  I recall and Advaniji would recall in 1992, when I had 

presented the Budget of the Congress Government, the whole opposition, with a 

few exceptions, rose that I should be impeached that this Budget had been 

prepared in the United States.   

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, history will be a judge, what we did in 1991 and how it 

has contributed.  Shri Jaswant Singhji calls  it resurgent and assertive India. I leave 

it with the people of this country to judge.  It is with this very motivation that our 

Government has tried to complete the journey towards ending the regime of 

nuclear apartheid.  To say that we have in a way compromised with India’s 

national interest would be a travesty of facts. 

(c4/1805/snb-cs) 

 Without going into the details, I would once again assert that while we have 

pursued this Bill with determination, this process was started in 1999. When I 

looked at the old files of the Atomic Energy Commission, I found there was a lot 

of work done by our scientists, by our technologists that they all came to the 

conclusion that India does need such a law. At that time we were not in power. But 

it is certainly true that when we came to power, in our discussions with the United 

States we signed a Memorandum of Understanding on the 10th of September in 

which we said we would bring such a Bill and enact such a law. This is not, in any 
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way, contrary to India’s interest and the fact that it was stated in that memorandum 

was not certainly an act of anti-national intent as Shri Jaswant Singh tried to imply.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, these are some of the brief comments that I wanted to 

make. About technical issues that have been raised, my colleague will reply. But I 

do agree with Shri Jaswant Singh that nuclear energy, utilisation of nuclear energy 

is a serious issue and that it can be misused. Therefore, I think, all actions leading 

to use of nuclear energy, I think, must be done with utmost care. His concern 

about nuclear safety is one which I fully share and I assure the House that we have 

an independent Atomic Energy Regulatory Board which is an independent entity. 

The fact that we have so many reactors, 40 reactors and that there has not been one 

single incident is a tribute to our scientists and technologists who man our nuclear 

facilities.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, even then I take note of the sentiment that we cannot 

rest on our laurels. We will do everything to strengthen the Nuclear Regulatory 

Board to ensure that the safety concerns receive the attention that they must if we 

are to use nuclear power as a major source for generating and meeting India’s need 

for energy.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, a question has been raised whether nuclear power is a 

viable economical option. As of now, all the studies that I have seen done in the 

atomic energy establishments do tell that beyond a certain distance from the coal 

mines nuclear energy is the preferred option even now. But technology is not 

constant. Technology is moving and moving fast enough. I cannot predict what the 

future holds for us but I would like that if the future does throw up this particular 

concern that nuclear power is a viable option, then India should have the ability to 

make use of nuclear power. Development is not about fixing technological 

framework. Development, in the final analysis, is an act of widening the 

development options that are open to the country and what our Government has 

done has created more opportunities, more options for India in future to meet its 

energy requirements.  
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 It is of course certainly true that presently hydro power presents limited 

options. Coal also offers limited options insofar as the effect on climate change 

and carbon emissions are concerned. Therefore, nuclear power is an option which 

we should simply not ignore. What we have done, I think, enables India to enter 

into nuclear commerce with other willing countries in order to widen its 

development option in meeting its energy requirements.  

 Mr. Chairman, Sir, with these words, I beg of this House to pass this Bill 

with unanimity.  

 Thank you.  

(ends) 

 

 

 

 

 

 (FOR REST OF THE PROCEEDINGS, 
PLEASE SEE THE SUPPLEMENT.) 

 

 

 

 


