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laln esa cgl

ljdkj tkxh] ij nsj ls

The Unlawful Activities (Prevention)
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izdk'kdh;

vkradokn Hkkjr dh izeq[k leL;k gaSA Hkktik ds usr`Rookyh jktx
ljdkj us vkradokn dks tM+ lesr [kre djus ds fy, vkradokn
fojksËkh dkuwuh ^iksVk* ykxw fd;k Fkk ysfdu laizx ljdkj us lŸkklhu
gksrs gh lcls igys iksVk dkuwu dks okil ys fy;k] ftlds pyrs
vkradokfn;ksa dk nqLlkgl c<+rk x;kA vkradokn ds eqn~ns ij dsUnz
ljdkj ij Hkkjh tuncko iM+k vkSj varr% mlus laln esa jk"V™h; tkap
,tsalh foËks;d&2008 rFkk xSj dkuwuh xfrfofËk;ka jksdFkke la'kksËku
foËks;d&2008 izLrqr fd;kA

yksdlHkk esa foi{k ds usrk Jh ykyd`".k vkMok.kh ,oa Hkktik
lkaln Jh [kkycsy LokbZa us nksuksa foËks;dksa dk flºkarr% leFkZu djrs gq,
dgk fd laizx ljdkj us iksVk dkuwu dk fojksËk djus dh viuh vkB nl
o"kZ iqjkuh xyrh lqËkkj yh gS ysfdu bl nkSjku ns'k dh turk dks
vkradokfn;ksa ds gkFkksa tku&eky dh Hkkjh rckgh dk lkeuk djuk iM+kA
jkT;lHkk esa Hkktik lkaln Jh v#.k tsVyh ,oa Jh dyjkt feJ us cgl
esa fgLlk fy;kA Jh tsVyh us dgk fd bl u, foËks;d esa iksVk ds ,d
cM+s fgLls dks gh 'kkfey fd;k x;k gS vkSj bldh Hkk"kk Hkh yxHkx oSlh
gh gSA

ge bl iqfLrdk esa jk"V™h; tkap ,tsalh foËks;d&2008 rFkk xSj
dkuwuh xfrfofËk;ka jksdFkke la'kksËku foËks;d&2008 ij laln ds nksuksa
lnuksa esa gqbZ ppkZ ds nkSjku Hkktik lkalnksa }kjk fn, x, Hkk"k.kksa ds
laikfnr ikB izdkf'kr dj jgs gSaA

                                 Hkkjrh; turk ikVhZ
fnlacj] 2008
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lHkkifr egksn;, bl ckj dk l= 10 fnlEcj dks 'kq: gqvkA LokHkkfod
Fkk fd 11 rkjh[k dks lnu dh dk;Zokgh vkSipkfjd :i ls okLro esa 'kq:
gqbZ, D;ksafd 10 rkjh[k dks iwoZ ÁËkku ea=h dks Jºkatfy nsus ds ckn lnu
LFkfxr gks x;k FkkA igys fnu gh geus eqEcbZ dh ?kVukvksa ij ppkZ dhA
iwjs lnu us ,d Loj ls lkjh nqfu;k dks ;g crk;k fd tgka rd vkradokn
dh fpark dk loky gS, ;g lnu tks ns'k dk ÁfrfufËk gS, og ,d gSA eSaus
viuh ikVhZ dh vksj ls vkSj ,uMh, dh vksj ls tks dqN dgk, mls nksgjkrs
gq, eSa viuh ckr 'kq: dj jgk gwaA tgka rd bl vkradokn dh fpark dk
loky gS, ljdkj bl fpark ij fot; ikus ds fy, tks Hkh dne mBk,xh,
tks gesa lgh yxrs gSa, vko';d yxrs gSa, rks esjk ny vkSj ,uMh, mldk
leFkZu djsaxsA

blds dkj.k Hkh vkSj vkt tks nks foËks;d is'k fd;s x;s gSa, ftuesa tks
dfe;ka eq>s fn[kkbZ nsrh gSa, mudk mYys[k eSa d#axk, ysfdu eSa vkjEHk esa gh
dguk pkgwaxk fd eSa flºkarr% bu nksuksa foËks;dksa dk leFkZu djrk gwaA
vHkh eSaus ekuuh; x`g ea=h th dks ;g dgrs gq, lquk fd gekjk vxyk l=
Qjojh esa gksxk, eq>s yxk fd D;k ;g ljdkj ds fy, Hkh vPNk ugha gksrk
fd tks vyx&vyx O;w&ikbaVl gSa ftudk mYys[k djds vkius ;g
cuk;k gS rFkk lnu vkSj ns'k ds fy, vxj bl foËks;d dks Hkh ge LVsafMax
desVh dks Hkstrs, ;g funZs'k nsrs gq, fd mudks Qjojh eghus ls igys lkjh
ppkZ vkSj fopkj&foe'kZ, ftu&ftu yksxksa ls lykg djuh gS, mldks ysdj
gekjs ikl vk;saA vkius Lo;a dgk fd ;g egRoiw.kZ foËks;d gS vkSj geus
tks LVsafMax desVht cukbZ gSa os bl mÌs'; ls cukbZ gSa fd egRoiw.kZ

foËks;d LVsafMax desVh ds ikl tkdj, Bhd Ádkj ls muds lc igyqvksa
ij fopkj djds vkSj [kkldj ,slk foËks;d ftlesa 'kklu vkSj Áeq[k
fojksËkh ny, nksuksa flºkarr% ,der gSa rks blesa dksbZ fnÙr ugha gksuh pkfg,
FkhA eSaus blds ckjs esa igys vkxzg ugha fd;k D;ksafd eq>s dHkh&dHkh lansg
gksrk Fkk fd ;g l´k vafre l´ku gks tk,A ysfdu tc vkWWfQf'k;yh vkt
dgk x;k fd ugha Qjojh ds ekg esa ge fQj feysaxs rks eq>s yxk fd vPNk
gksxk vxj vHkh Hkh 'kklu bl ij fopkj dj lds vkSj bl iwjs lnu dks
vkt ge pkj ;k Ng ?kaVs esa bls ikfjr dj ysa, mldh ctk, LFkk;h lfefr
ds ikl tk, vkSj ftlesa vyx&vyx yksxksa ls fopkj Hkh ys ysa, pwafd bl
ij flºkarr% ge lger gSaA ,uMh, vkSj vki lger gSa, dqN fjtoZs'kUl
gks ldrs gSa, mlds ckjs esa eq>s ugha irkA esjs tks fjtoZs'kUl gSa eSa mudk
mYys[k d#axk, os bu,MhDoslht ds gSa, flºkarr% vkifŸk ugha gS, u QSMjy
,tsalh ij vkSj u gh vki tks ,aVh VSjj dkuwu yk, gSa, mlds ckjs esaA
ysfdu ;g 'kklu dk vfËkdkj gS, 'kklu fu.kZ; djs, ysfdu eSa lq>ko ds
:i esa viuh ckr vkids lkeus j[krk gwaA

eq>s vkt larks"k gS vkSj larks"k bl ckr dk gS fd yxHkx 10 lky rd
tks LVsaM ljdkj us fy;k vkSj tc foi{k esa Fks, rc Hkh mUgksaus ogh LVsaM
fy;kA ;g vkt dh ckr ugha gSA vpkud 10 lky ds var esa mUgksaus
viuk LVsaM ewyr% cnyk gSA ewyr% bl ckr esa cnyk gS fd ftl le;
Áhosa'ku vkWWQ VSjsfjTe ,DV ge yk, Fks, igys vkfMZusal ds :i, fQj
foËks;d ds :i esa vkSj tc foËks;d jkT; lHkk esa ikl ugha gqvk rks tkbaV
ls'ku ds lkeus, ml le; ,slk ugha gS fd ml le; foi{k tks Fkk og
vkradokn dk eqdkcyk djus ds fo:º FkkA ugha, ge vkradokn dks
[kRe djus ds i{k esa Fks vkSj vki i{k esa ugha Fks, ;g varj ugha, nksuksa
vkradokn dks lekIr djuk pkgrs FksA ysfdu vkidk er Fkk fd tks vkt
dkuwu gS og vkradokn dk eqdkcyk djus ds fy, i;kZIr gS, tcfd ge
bl er ds Fks fd ;g i;kZIr ugha gSA geus ;g ckr u dsoy ns'k ds Hkhrj
dgh cfYd gekjs ml le; ds ÁËkku ea=h th us vejhdk esa Hkh tkdj og
ckr vejhdk dks  9/11   ls Hkh igys dgh fd vki vxj le>rs gSa fd
vkradokn dh tks foHkhf"kdk gS vkSj mudks crk;k fd gesa fdruh rdyhQ

vkradokn ds fo:º
iwjk foi{k ljdkj ds lkFk

yky œ".k vkMok.kh

yksdlHkk
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gqbZ gS vkSj gedks rdyhQ blfy, gqbZ gS fd gekjs fy, vkradokn ,d
okj dk lClhV~;wV gekjs iM+kslh ns'k us cuk fn;kA

vË;{k egksn;, iM+kslh ns'k us gekjs lkFk rhu&rhu ;qº fd,A tc
bu ;qºksa esa mls lQyrk ugha feyh, rc mlus o"kZ 1971 ds ;qº ds ckn,

tc ogka lSfud 'kklu gqvk, mlds ckn ;kstukiwoZd ÁksDlh okj dh uhfr
vkradokn ds ekË;e ls viukbZA bl Á;ksx esa lcls igys ikfdLrku us
iatkc dks pquk vkSj fQj tEew&d'ehj rFkk fQj lkjs ns'k esa vkradokn
QSyk;kA vLlh ds n'kd ds 'kq:vkr ls gh ge bl leL;k dk lkeuk
dj jgs gSaA vejhdk esa vkradh geyk o"kZ 2001 esa gqvkA gekjs ÁËkkuea=h
us vejhdk esa vejhdh dkaxzsl ds lkeus ;g ckr dgh fd vejhdk ;g u
le>s fd os pkgs fo‹o ds nwljs ns'kksa ls nwj gS, blfy, 'kk;n vkradokn ls
cpk jgsxkA 9/11 dh ?kVuk gqbZ vkSj 'kk;n vkradokn ds bfrgkl esa bl
Ádkj dk Hk;adj dkaM dHkh ugha gqvk rFkk Hkxoku u djs fd ,slk dHkh
nksckjk gksA ml Hk;adj dkaM esa vkradokfn;ksa us pkj gokbZ tgkt gkbZtSd
djds mudk felkbYl ds :i esa Á;ksx fd;kA mlds dkj.k vejhdk
fgyk, nqfu;k ds nwljs ns'k Hkh fgy x,A ;gka rd fd ;wukbVsM us'kal
flD;ksfjVh dkmafly us 28 flrEcj, 2001 dks 1373 ÁLrko ikfjr fd;k,
ftlesa mUgksaus nqfu;k ds lc ns'kksa ls dgk fd vkradokn Hk;adj leL;k gS
vkSj lkekU; vijkËk ds fy, tks dkuwu cus gq, gSa, os mlds fy, i;kZIr
ugha gSa, blfy, vkradokn ds fy, fo'ks"k dkuwu cuk,axsA eSa bl ckr dk
ftÿ blfy, dj jgk gwa, D;ksafd eq>s vkids }kjk ÁLrqr fcy, vu ykW Qqy
,DVhfoVht (fÁosa'ku) vesaMesaV fcy, 2008 dks ns[k dj vk‹p;Z gqvkA
o"kZ 2008 esa vki vuykWQqy ,DVhfoVht (fÁosa'ku) fcy ds ,DV ds
fÁ,Ecy dks vesaM dj jgs gSaA eq>s ;kn ugha fd igys dHkh fdlh us
fÁ,Ecy dks vesaM fd;k gksA ,slk gks Hkh ldrk gS, ysfdu eq>s ;kn ugha
gSA bruk eSa t:j dgwaxk fd o"kZ 2001 esa tks lykg ;wukbVsM us'kal
flD;ksfjVh dkmafly us nqfu;k dks nh vkSj ftldk ikyu nqfu;k ds Ák;%
lHkh ns'kksa us vejhdk us, baXySaM us, teZuh us vkfn ns'kksa us fd;kA esjk cgqr
ls ns'kksa esa tkuk gqvk vkSj lHkh ns'kksa us dksbZ u dksbZ dkuwu cuk;k vkSj vxj
eSa xyr ugha gwa rks ikfdLrku us Hkh dkuwu cuk;k FkkA geus tc cuk;k, ml

le; vki foi{k esa Fks vkSj vkius bl Ádkj ls ge ij geyk fd;k ekuks
geus dksbZ vijkËk dj fn;k gksA geus vxj fÁosa'ku vkQ VsjksfjTe ,DV
cuk;k, rks D;k geus vijkËk fd;k FkkA ;g tks js;j ÁkoËkku Hkkjr ds
lafoËkku esa gS fd vxj yksd lHkk vkSj jkT; lHkk ds lnL;ksa ds er esa
varj gks rks fu.kZ; Tok;aV lS'ku cqykdj fd;k tk,xkA Hkkjr ds bfrgkl esa
Tok;aV lS'ku 'kk;n nks ckj ;k rhu ckj cqyk;k x;k gSA vkt eSa ns[krk gwa
fd vpkud ljdkj dks yxrk gS fd ,d fo'ks"k u, dkuwu dh t:jr gS,
tcfd fiNys vkB&nl lky bl dkuwu dks cukus dh ckr ugha lksphA
eSaus dgk fd eq>s larks"k gS, ysfdu eSa [kq'kh ÁLrqr ugha dj ldrk gwaA
vkf[kj ,d dgkor gS fd lqcg dk Hkwyk 'kke dks ?kj vk tk,, rks mls
Hkwyk ugha dg ldrsA ysfdu vxj lqcg dk Hkwyk 'kke dks ?kj vk tk,
vkSj lqcg rFkk 'kke ds le; ds chp esa vuFkZ gks tk,, ml Hkwy ds dkj.k
cgqr T;knk uqdlku gks tk,, rks eSa ml O;f‰ dks Hkwyk t:j dgwaxkA vkius
,d Ádkj ls bl fcy dks ÁLrqr djds vkSj mldh odkyr djds rFkk
;g dg dj fd vkt gh bls ikl djuk gS, ,d Ádkj ls vkius viuh
xyrh Lohdkj dh gS vkSj vkidks djuk Hkh pkfg, fd vki nl lky
xyr FksA vkidks xyrh Lohdkj djuh Hkh pkfg,A Lo;a vkius vuykWQqy
,DVhfoVht (fÁosa'ku) vesaMesaV fcy ds Dykt+&2 esa ;wukbVsM us'kal
flD;ksfjVh ds ckjs esa fy[kk gSA

geus ugha fd;k FkkA geus ns'k dh vko';drkvksa dks Ë;ku esa j[krs
gq, iksVk ikl fd;k FkkA vkius mls eSaMsfVM ekukA ,d Ádkj ls ;w,u
flD;ksfjVh dkmafly dk eSaMsV gSA

“Whereas the Security Council of the United Nations in its
4,385th meeting adopted Resolution No…so and so, etc., etc.,..
and whereas.. so and so…and whereas the Central Government
in exercise of its powers conferred by section 2 of the United
Nations Security Council Act has made the prevention and sup-
pression of terrorism implementation of Security Council Resolu-
tion Order.”

You have quoted all the Resolutions of the United Nations
Security Council adopted in respect of terrorism. cgqr vPNk fd;k
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gSA eSaus dgk fd eq>s blls larks"k gS ysfdu eSa dgwaxk tSls dqEHkdj.k dks
yach&yach uhan vkrh Fkh oSls gh vki 7-8 lky dh uhan ds ckn txs gSaA
eSa pkgrk gwa fd vki Lohdkj djrs fd bl ckr esa xyr FksA eSa VkbEl

vkWWQ bafM;k ns[k jgk Fkk ftl dh dfVax eq>s fdlh us nh gSA “This is old
wine in new bottle.” “UPA has returned to POTA.” These are the
headings. vki pkgs dqN Hkh bUdkj djsaA eSa ml le; ekurk Fkk fd ge
fcuk LiS'ky dkuwu ds VSjfjTe dk lkeuk ugha dj ldrs FksA eSa ugha
tkurk fd esjs okeiaFkh lkFkh bl ij D;k dgus okys gSaA mUgsa Hkh le>uk
pkfg,A eq>s Lo;a vuqHko gS fd vkids eq[;ea=h dbZ ckj eq>s dgrs Fks
fd tc rd bl ekeys esa ns'k dBksj ugha gksxk, rc rd leL;k cM+h
Hk;adj jgsxhA 

vktdy ds v[kckjksa esa Nisxk fd Left and BJP vote together.

ysfdu ge mldh ijokg ugha djrsA
Now I do not believe in political untouchability as you be-

lieve. I do not.  vki vxj lgh ckr djsaxs rks eSa mldk leFkZu d:axkA
vki xyr ckr djsaxs rks pkgs vki esjs lkFk gksaxs rks Hkh eSa fojksËk d:axkA

;g ckr ckj&ckj dgh tkrh gS fd bldk blfy, fojksËk fd;k x;k
fd mldk nq#i;ksx gks ldrk gSA D;k dksbZ dkuwu cuk gS ftl dk
nq#i;ksx u gks ldsA cgqr lkjs lkËkkj.k dkuwu gSa ftudk cgqr nq#i;ksx
gksrk gSA bl ckr dks ykW dfe'ku us cM+s ÁHkkoh :i ls fy[kk gSA mUgksaus
lqÁhe dksVZ dh ttesaV jktLFkku oflZt ;wfu;u vkWWQ bafM;k dks dksV
fd;k gSA The Mohely Commission had quoted that as part of a
Law Commission Report. Law Commission’s Report is there on
Prevention of Terrorism Bill. ftl esa mUgksaus dgk gS

“It must be remembered that nearly because power may some-
times be abused, it is not ground for denying the existence of
power. The wisdom of man has not yet been able to conceive of
a Government with power sufficient to answer all the legitimate
needs and at the same time incapable of mischief.

eryc ySftfVesV uhM gS fd VSjfjTe ij fot; ÁkIr djuh pkfg,A
dksbZ ,slh ljdkj ugha gS vkSj blesa dksbZ cqfºekuh ugha gS fd ljdkj

dks mlds f[kykQ vfËkdkj Hkh ns vkSj lkFk&lkFk mldk nq#i;ksx u gks
lds, bldk Hkh ÁcaËk djsA lsQxkMZ ÁksokbM djus pkfg,A tc geus
fÁosa'ku vkWWQ VsjsfjTe ,DV cuk;k Fkk rc eSaus vius lc vfËkdkfj;ksa dks
dgk fd lqÁhe dksVZ esa VkMk ds ckjs esa tks vkifŸk;ka dh xbZ gSa fd bl rjg
ls nq#i;ksx gks ldrk gS blfy, lsQxkMZ budkjiksjsV djks vkSj oks fd,
x, D;ksafd ;g VsjsfjTe vkSj fMljfIVo ,fDVfoVh ds f[kykQ FkkA vkius
Hkh dqN fd, gSa, cgqr vPNk fd;k gSA eSa blls badkj ugha d:axk ysfdu
csfldyh ;g lkspuk fd D;ksafd fdlh ykW dk nq#i;ksx gks ldrk gS
blfy, ;g ikl ugha gksuk pkfg,, ;g ljklj xyr gSA vkt vkius ;g
fcy ykdj Lohdkj fd;k gS fd gka, gels ;g xyrh gqbZ gS ysfdu dgus ds
fy, rS;kj ugha gSaA fgUnqLrku esa VsjsfjTe ij fot; ÁkIr djus ds fy,
Lis'ky ykW t:jh gSA ysfdu Lis'ky ykW esa D;k gksuk pkfg, vkSj D;k ugha
gksuk pkfg,, ns[kuk gksxkA vki tks fcy yk, gSa eSa mlesa bu,MhDosfll
vkSj esjh n`f"V esa tks gksuk pkfg,, crk≈axkA mnkgj.k ds fy, eSa crkuk
pkgrk gwa fd vkius dgk iqfyl vQlj ds lkeus dksbZ dUQs'ku gks rks mls
Lohdkj ugha djuk pkfg,A ;g ,Mfeflcy ugha gS D;ksafd Lohdkj rks
gksxk ughaA dksbZ vijkËkh Lo;a dUQsl djrk gS vkSj dgrk gS fd eSaus eMZj
fd;k gS, It is not conclusive evidence. ;g dksVZ dks fMlkbM djuk gS
fd mlds lkFk dksjkscksjsfVo ,foMsal fdruk gSA ;g Hkh vfËkdkj gS fd
dksbZ dgs fd eSa dUQsl djrk gwa rks fjV™sDV djus dk Hkh vfËkdkj gSA og
dksVZ ds lkeus dgs fd eSa fjV™sDV djrk gwaA vki Lo;a odhy gSa vkSj vki
;gh lc ckrsa T;knk tkurs gSaA eSaus odkyr i<+h rks gS ysfdu dHkh ÁsfDVl
ugha dh ysfdu bruk eSa tkurk gwa fd iqfyl vQlj ds lkeus dUQs'ku
dks D;ksa ,Mfeflcy ,foMsal fd;kA vHkh ,d vkradoknh idM+k x;k gS,
D;k mlds fy, vkSj ,foMsal yk,axs? mldh ,foMsal ,Mfeflcy ugha
gksxh D;ksafd iqfyl vQlj ;k T;wfMf'k,y vQlj ;k T;wfMf'k;y eftLV™sV
ds lkeus ugha fd;k x;k gS? gka, ;g ÁsLÿkbc djuk pkfg, fd bl ySoy
dk iqfyl vQlj gksuk pkfg, ftlds lkeus gks rks og ,Mfeflcy
,foMsal gksxh, it does not become conclusive evidence. ;g dUÿhV
dsl gS tks vHkh vk;k gS fd ,d vkradoknh idM+k x;kA rqdk jke us
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cgknqjh dh vkSj mls idM+kA og lc dqN crkus ds fy, rS;kj gksxk rks Hkh
lkËkkj.k ykW ds rgr ,foMsal ,Mfeflcy ugha gSA blfy, eSa ykW deh'ku
dh vkWWCtoZs'ku dksV djuk pkgwaxkA eSa bls cgqr egRoiw.kZ ekurk gwa ftlesa
73 fjiksVZ esa dgk gSA

Mr. Home Minister, I am sure you have read it. But even then
I would like to draw your attention to it.

“The act of terrorism by its very nature generates terror and a
psychosis of fear among the populace. It is difficult to get any
witnesses because people are afraid of their own safety and safety
of their families. It is well known that during the worst days in
Punjab even the judges and prosecutors were gripped with such
fear and terror that they were not prepared either to try or to
prosecute the cases against the terrorists. That is also stated to be
the position today in Jammu and Kashmir and this is one reason
which is contributing to the enormous delay in going on with the
trials against the terrorists. In such a situation, insisting upon inde-
pendent evidence or applying the normal peacetime standards of
criminal prosecution may be impractical.”

These provisions have been included in most laws prepared
all over the world to deal with terrorists. ;g lkspuk fd ;g ykW bruk
fLV™atsaV blfy, cuk jgs gSa D;ksafd ekbuksfjVh blds f[kykQ gSA vki bl
Ádkj ls dg dj ekbuksfjVh dks cnuke dj jgs gSaA This is a law against
terror; this is a law against terrorists that we enacted and which
you are also enacting today.

You cannot now claim fd og tks Fkk, og dE;quy ykW Fkk vkSj ;g
lsD;qyj ykW gS, ;g rks ugha dgksxs, mEehn djrk gwaA vkius ns'k dk cgqr
uqdlku fd;k gS by trying to see laws against terror through the
prism of majority and minority. I said it that day and I repeat it
today. eSa fQj ls fjihV djrk gwa fd fganqLrku esa ;gka dh dkafLVVqaV
vlSEcyh, tks ml le; vius lafoËkku ij fopkj djus cSBh, tc fganqLrku
dk foHkktu gqvk FkkA ;g foHkktu dkaxzsl ugha pkgrh Fkh, ns'k ugha pkgrk
Fkk vkSj og foHkktu bl vkËkkj ij gqvk fd dgka fgUnw cgqer gS vkSj dgka
eqlyeku cgqer gS vkSj mu ifjfLFkfr;ksa esa ikfdLrku us vius dks

fFk;ksÿsfVd LVsV fMDys;j fd;kA fgUnqLrku us vxj lsD;qyjokn viuk;k
rks ;g Lo;a esa ,d ,slh ckr gS fd ftls nqfu;k dk dksbZ ns'k Hkwy ugha
ldrk vkSj fgUnqLrku Hkh ugha Hkwy ldrk vkSj cgqr mfpr fd;k, mlds
vkËkkj ij geus lkB lky ns'k dks pyk;kA ysfdu fQj Hkh bruh nsj gj
pht dks bl p'es ls ns[kuk, blls u ns'k dk Hkyk gS vkSj u vYila[;dksa
dk Hkyk gSA vki mudk Hkh cgqr uqdlku dj jgs gSaA blfy, bl p'es ls
er ns[kksA bl p'es dks ,d rjQ j[kdj bfUMiSaMSUVyh ns[kks fd VSjfjTe
dk eqdkcyk djus ds fy, dSls&dSls dkuwu t:jh gSaA lkËkkj.kr% dksbZ
baVjlSI'ku vkWWQ eSlst, VsfyQksu VkWd og ,Mfeflcy ,foMSUl ugha gSA
geus ÁkoËkku cuk;s, ftlesa Interception of telephonic talks and mes-
sages coming from, say, abroad to here, to the terrorist concerned,
that became an admissible evidence. ns ldrs gSa, eSa pkgwaxk fd x`g
ea=h, tks <sj lkjs ÁkoËkku Fks relating to interception of messages. mUgsa
Hkh bl u;s dkuwu esa lekfo"V djsaA mldh ,fMfeflfcfyVh dks Lohdkj
djsaA mlesa ÁkoËkku Fkk fd og ,Mfeflcy gksxk, baVjlSI'ku vkWWQ
dE;qfuds'kuA eSa pkgwaxk fd ftl Ádkj ls daQS'ku fjiksVZ iqfyl vkWWfQllZ
,Mfeflcy ,foMSUl gksuk pkfg,, oSls ,MfeflfcfyVh vkWWQ baVjlSfIVo
baQkWeZs'ku Hkh vkuh pkfg,A

vË;{k th, eSa tkurk gwa fd dkuwu dk nq#i;ksx gksrk Fkk, VkMk dk Hkh
nq#i;ksx gksrk FkkA eSa budkj ugha d:axk vkSj ,d LVst ij eq>s ;kn gS, bl
le; fpnEcje th pys x;s, fpnEcje th VkMk yk;s FksA og ml le;
Hkh fefuLVj vkWWQ LVsV, gkse Fks, tc VkMk vk;k Fkk vkSj eq>s ;kn gS fd
mldk nq#i;ksx dSls&dSls gksrk FkkA iqfyl okys dks lqfoËkktud yxrk
Fkk fd bl vijkËkh dks bl ,ftVs'ku dks, pkgs og V™sM ;wfu;u dk
,ftVs'ku gks, eSa xqtjkr esa x;k Fkk, tgka ij QkjelZ ,ftVs'ku ds f[kykQ,

;gka gekjs nksuksa lkFkh cSBs gSa vkSj igyh ckj vxj eSa VkMk ds f[kykQ cksyk
rks ml QkjelZ dka›SUl esa cksyk, tgka QkjelZ ds ,d ,ftVs'ku dks lÁSl
djus ds fy, ogka ij VkMk dk mi;ksx fd;k x;kA ysfdu fdlh LVst ij
rHkh geus ;g ugha dgk fd VkMk dks LÿSi djks, dHkh ugha dgkA VkMk dk
nq#i;ksx gks jgk gS, blfy, ges'kk ge bldk fojksËk djrs FksA ysfdu fdlh
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LVst ij VkMk [kRe djks, ;g geus ugha dgkA eSa mEehn djrk Fkk fd vki
Hkh gesa ;g dgsaxs fd Bhd gS, iksVk cukvks, dksbZ ckr ugha, ysfdu nq#i;ksx
er djuk, ,slk dgrs vkSj vxj dgha nq#i;ksx gksrk gS rks vki mls jksdrs,
mldh vkykspuk djrsA ysfdu vkius yxkrkj viuh ,d F;ksjh cukbZ
fd terrorism is a law and order issue. LVsV dks djus nks, dsUÊ dh
t:jr ugha gSA I can quote Shrimati Sonia Gandhi on this and I can
also quote the Home Minister, Shri Shivraj Patil, who is no longer
there as Home Minister, on this.  But everyone from Prime Minis-
ter to Home Minister to the Congress Party President has taken
the stand that the present set of laws is totally adequate to deal
with terrorism.

And let them deal with it as law and order is a State issue. ge
mls iwjk liksVZ djsaxsA This is the basic flaw that has been your
thinking till today. Today, suddenly when you have staged a 'U’
turn, eSa rks cgqr [kq'k gwaA uspqjyh [kq'k gwa D;ksafd eSa yxkrkj vkjX;w djrk
Fkk D;ksafd dkuwu geus cuk;k Fkk vkSj ftl dkuwu dks lekIr djuk ;wih,
ds dk;Zÿe esa in respect of Terrorism, yxHkx ,dek= pht Fkh fd
iksVk dks ge [kRe djsaxsA It was the only thing that finds mention in
the UPA’s Common Programme.

In fact, I have with me a quotation from the Prime Minister.
On September 3, 2005, Prime Minister Mr. Manmohan Singh at
Chennai had said that :

“His Government had fulfilled its promise to repeal the Pre-
vention of Terrorism Act, which has caused unnecessary harass-
ment to every section. Our Government had made a commitment
to repeal POTA, and we have faithfully fulfilled the promise made
at the time of last Lok Sabha elections.”

gkse fefuLVj lkgc, vkius ÁËkku ea=h dh bruh cM+h xokZsf‰ dks
fcYdqy udkj fn;kA 

geus bruk cM+k opu iwjk fd;k vkSj vkius mudks ,d Ádkj ls ml
lkjs dks fujLr dj fn;kA D;ksa?  vki bl ckr ij lksfp,A Mr. Home
Minister, it is not easy just to nod your head and get away with it.

It is not only because of Mumbai. eqEcbZ ls igys tks ?kVuk Fkh, og
bruh cM+h ugha Fkh A eSa ml ij dguk pkgwaxkA eSa eu esa lkspus yxrk gwa fd
D;ksa, vkf[kj eqEcbZ esa gh nks lky igys yksdy V™sUl ij geyk gqvk FkkA
og geyk Hkh dksbZ de Hk;adj ugha Fkk vkSj blds ckn tks igyk o‰O;
ckgj ls fudyk Fkk, og ;g Fkk fd blesa ikfdLrku dk gkFk gS vkSj mlds
FkksM+s gh le; ckn vpkud ÁËkku ea=h th dgrs gSa fd ikfdLrku rks Lo;a
gh vkradokn dk f'kdkj gS, victim of terrorism. ikfdLrku esa Hkh dqN
geys gq, gSa, ogka ds jk"V™ifr ij rFkk nwljs yksxksa ij geys gq, gSaA But to
describe Pakistan as a victim of terrorism, and that too by the
Prime Minister and two days later to announce that a joint-mecha-
nism between India and Pakistan be set up to fight terrorism, I
was shocked and amazed. geus dgk fd brus lky gedks nqfu;kHkj
dks fo‹okl fnykus esa yxs fd gekjs ;gka tks vkradokn gS, og dksbZ gksexzksu
ugha gS, It is cross-border terrorism. vkSj os ekuus yxs Fks fd gka, ;g
lgh gSA vHkh&vHkh vkdj nks fnu igys ;g dgk x;k fd “Pakistan is

the epicentre of terrorism.” ;s tks brus lkjs ifjorZu gq, gSa, eSa ekurk gwa
fd dqN rks lPpkbZ gS tks fdlh dks Hkh ns[kus esa vk,xh vkSj nwljh ckr  gS
fd ns'k esa tSlk okrkoj.k eqEcbZ ij ml geys ds ckn iSnk gqvk, QdZ ;g
gS fd blls igys ds tks foLQksV gksrs Fks, os nks&pkj ?kaVksa ds fy, gksrs FksA
ysfdu bl ckj rhu fnu rd ;g lc yxkrkj pyrk jgk vkSj mlesa
Vsyhfotu pSuYl us ftl Ádkj ls mls fn[kk;k, gkykafd og ,d vyx
ckr gS fd mlesa D;k fn[kkuk pkfg, vkSj D;k ugha fn[kkuk pkfg, ;k dksbZ
mldk dksM cuuk pkfg,, eSa blls lger gksrs gq, Hkh le>rk gwa fd
Vsyhfotu us ,d Ádkj ls cgqr cM+h ns'k dh lsok dh fd mudks Lo;a
yxk fd ,d&,d O;f‰, ,d&,d ukxfjd tks Vsyhfotu ns[k ldrk Fkk,
He failed outraged fd gekjs ;gka D;k gks jgk gS? ;g dSls gks jgk gS vkSj
D;ksa gks jgk gS? Vsyhfotu us og fpark iSnk dh vkSj blh ds ifj.kkeLo:i
yksxksa esa xqLlk iSnk gqvkA yksxksa us tkdj fdlh ,d ikVhZ ds f[kykQ, ,d
ljdkj ds f[kykQ viuk xqLlk t+kfgj ugha fd;k cfYd iwjh iksfyfVdy
dE;qfuVh ds f[kykQ viuk xqLlk t+kfgj fd;kA ;g blhfy, D;ksafd
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vkius nl lky rd bl ckr ls badkj fd;k fd dksbZ Lis'ky ykW ugha
cuk,axsA

vkSj Lis'ky ykW ugha cukuk vkSj vxj Lis'ky ykW fdlh us cuk;k gS, rks
mls [kRe djuk, ,d Ádkj ls ljdkj us vkfVZdy vkWWQ QsFk cuk fn;kA
bldk tks uqdlku gqvk,mls ge yksxksa dks ml fnu Hkqxruk iM+kA yksx ;g
le>us yxs fd ;s lc yksx lqjf{kr gSa, fdlh ds lkFk dekaMkst+ gSa, fdlh
ds ikl ;g gS, fdlh ds ikl og gS, vkSj vke ukxfjd nq[kh gSA ,d Ádkj
ls mudk xqLlk tk;t+ gSA ;g xqLlk gekjh ljdkj ds LVSaM ds dkj.k gS fd
fdlh dkuwu dh t:jr ugha gS, vkfMZujh ykWt+ i;kZIr gSa, It is a State
issue, essentially a law and order issue. It is not a law and order
issue. it is a very special evil.  vkSj ftl  bfoy us nqfu;k Hkj dks
bQfyDV fd;k gS vkSj vkt Hkh fd;k gSA eSa  vkidks crk≈a fd fdrus
geus dkuwu cukus gSa? vejhdk us fdrus dkuwu cuk;s gSa, vejhdu iSV™h;V
,DV  ugha, vusd cuk;s gSaA gkse flD;wfjVh fMikVZesaV cuk;k gSA eSa bu
ckrksa esa vHkh ugha tkuk pkgrk, t:jr ugha gS  fd tc ge cSBdj fMldl
djsaxs rks lkspsaxs fd D;k djuk gS? csfldyh ge yksxksa dks bl ckr dks
Lohdkj djuk pkfg;s fd vkt vy dk;nk tSls VSjsfjLV vkxZukbts'kUl,

mudk lc ls cM+k nq'eu, vxj dksbZ gS rks og Hkkjr ugha gS, mudh utjksa esa
vejhdk gS, nwljs uEcj dk btjkby gS vkSj 'kk;n gekjk uEcj rhu gks
ldrk gS, ce ugha tkursA mudh utjksa esa lc ls cM+k nq'eu vejhdk gS,
Hkkjr ugha gSA ysfdu vejhdk lc ls cM+k nq'eu gksrs gq;s Hkh 9/11 esa mUgsa
bruh cM+h  lQyrk feyh fd mlds ckotwn ogka dksbZ NksVh&eksVh ?kVuk
rd ugha gqbZ tc fd ;gka ij 2004 ds ckn ls u tkus fdruh ,slh ?kVuk;sa
gqbZ gSaA eSa vxj fxukuk pkgwa rks <sj lkjh fxuk ldrk gwaA eSa NksM+ nsrk gwaA I
do not want to hammer the same point today.

I do not want to go into it. I would only like to say  fd vkradokn
dk eqdkcyk djus ds fy;s yhxy ›seodZ  pkfg;s ftldh fn'kk esa ,d
dne vkt mBk;k x;k gSA mlesa Hkh eSaus crk;k fd blesa eq>s tks
bu,MhDoslht+ yxrh gSa, in respect of confession  yxrh gSaA eq>s  ;g
yxrk gS fd baVjlSIVsM buQkeZs'ku ds ckjs esa tks ÁkoËkku Fks, iksVk esa tks Fks,

vki ns[k yhft;s, os vusd vkSj lc ds lc gSaA vkSj bldh  baVjlSIVsM
buQkSeZs'ku ,MfeftfCyVh  vkSj ÁhtEi'ku vkWWQ vkfQl ds ckjs esa
vkius tks dqN dgk gS , eSa mlls T;knk fMl,xzh ugha djrk gwaA ysfdu eSa
;g t:j dgrk gwa fd  dqy feykdj  vejhdk 'kklu vkSj vejhdk
lekt & nksuksa dk ,fVV~;wM cgqr bEikVõVZ gSA fgUnqLrku esa Hkh ljdkj
vkSj lekt rFkk ljdkj vkSj ns'k  ds ,VhV~;wM dh cgqr bEikVs±lZ gSA  eSa
,VhV~;wM dh ckr tc dgrk gwa rks 2001 esa tks ?kVuk gqbZ Fkh ysfdu mlds
ifj.kkLo:i 2008 esa  vkt Hkh vxj dksbZ vejhdk tkrk gS rks tks vkneh
,vj V™soy djrk gS, mldh iwjh tkap gksrh gS, vPNh [kklh tkap gksrh gS fd
tqjZkc [kksyks, twrs [kksyks, ;g [kksyks, og [kksyksA vxj ,slh fLFkfr ;gka gks rks
D;k gekjk ns'k bl ckr dks Lohdkj djsxk? fnÙr djsxk, eSa ns'k dh ckr
dj jgk gwa vkSj  eSa tkurk gwa fd vkt rd D;ksa ,slk gqvk? Hkkjr dh laln
ij 13 fnlEcj, 2001 dks geyk gqvkA eqdnes dk QSlyk 2002-03 esa
iwjk gks x;kA vijkËkh idM+s x;s, ltk gks xbZ vkSj ftls Qkalh dh ltk gqbZ,
ml us lqÁhe dksVZ esa vihy dh, ,aMkslZ fd;k ysfdu bEiyhesaV ugha
gqvkA D;ksa  ugha gqvk, dksbZ ykSftd ugha, dksbZ ckr le> esa ugha vkrh gSA
dqy feykdj ;s ckrsa ,d lans'k Hkstrh gSa fd lkjs vkradoknh lewg ds
f[kykQ dk;Zokgh djus esa ns'k <hyk&<kyk gS You can get away with it.

eSa ,d ÁkoËkku vkSj Hkh dgwaxkA
 ftl ÁkoËkku dk fjdesaMs'ku usoh deh'ku us fd;k Fkk, mldk

ftÿ Hkh vkius fd;k gSA usoh deh'ku us ;g fjdeaM fd;k fd tks cSuM
vkWWjxsukbts'kal gSa, usoh deh'ku esa iSVh'ku gS, ysfdu ;g ykW deh'ku dk
gSA The Law Commission in its 173rd Report also recommended
that memberships of banned organisations should be construed
as a terrorist act. This is a very serious matter. Therefore, in our
Prevention of Terrorist Activities Act we had incorporated that. It
is a recommendation of the Law Commission.

Today, particularly before this Bombay incident, with regard
to the various incidents that took place in Jaipur, in Delhi, in
Ahmedabad, it was said that it is home-grown terrorism now be-
cause it is SIMI mainly. This SIMI is a banned organisation, which
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in a way got away for a brief while because the Home Ministry
failed to give the necessary evidence to the Tribunal. Subsequently
the Home Ministry got it stayed and the ban was re-imposed.
Today SIMI is a banned organisation even though Members of
the Cabinet itself keep on defending it all the while. It is a very
strange situation. Therefore, I would recommend that this recom-
mendation of the Law Commission also should be reconsidered
when you are thinking of all the inadequacies and shortcomings in
the law.

By and large, I would once again say, it is no different from a
war. It is a war that we are facing. To succeed in this war there
has to be unity. Above all, there has to be a will to win this war.
That will has been lacking. Today, if your two laws are an index to
show that you have decided to turn a new leaf, to take a U-turn,
I would be very happy.

I started thinking as to why the Government has changed its
tune somewhat immediately after the Mumbai incidents. Some of
the reactions that came immediately after Mumbai and then in the
form of these two Bills, and the statements that have been made
from the Government side, are different from what was being said
earlier. First I am happy that no longer is it being said that an anti-
terror law would be an anti-minority law. That is perhaps because
you think that you are in power, therefore, it cannot be anti-mi-
nority.

Secondly, these terrorists selected three places. Why did they
do it? There is a dimension to the Bombay incidents which should
be taken note of. The world must have taken note of it. They
selected the Oberoi, they selected the Taj, they selected the Tri-
dent, which is adjoining the Oberoi. They were sure that in these
five-star hotels there must be foreign nationals also. So, our at-
tack should not be only on the Indians, it should identify foreign
nationals also and attack them. Then they chose Nariman House.
I do not know but I am told that one Minister of ours omitted to
mention Nariman House. It was reported in the Press. I do not
know. If it is so, it is unfortunate.

Nariman House was selected by them after having done sur-
veillance that this is one place where people from Israel, or all
Jews living in Bombay assemble. In fact, the Israeli Ambassador
when he met me told me that it was a Wednesday; if it had been a
Friday, on Friday night on the eve of Saturday, which is their Ko-
sher Day, if all the families in Bombay had assembled there, the
tragedy would have been much bigger, much larger.

Foreign nationals were being targeted; Indians, of course, were
targeted. So many people on the Chhattrapati Shivaji Terminus,
coming from trains from all parts of the country, two terrorists
with AK47 in their hands, went on mowing them down, killing
everyone.  The whole thing was horrible.  Is it that we have woken
up because it is not merely the people in India who think that India
has become unsafe because of this soft attitude to terrorism, but
the whole world thinks that India is now unsafe to the attack of
terrorists? Is it this that has made us react in the present manner?
I would think  that the Security Council Resolution of 2001 was a
very sound Resolution and those who followed it,  did something
in the interests of their own country, in the interest of humanity and
the right step against terrorism.  I am sorry that we should have
been criticized because of following this particular UN Security
Council Resolution in letter and spirit and enacting a special law
to deal with terrorism.

With these words, I am grateful to you, Sir, for allowing me to
initiate this debate.
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Rajya Sabha

UPA's change of heart,
wellcome

Arun Jaitley

Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, I am extremely grateful to you for
permitting me to speak on these two Bills, the first seeking to
create a National Investigation Agency and the second Bill amend-
ing further certain provisions of the Unlawful Activities Act. Sir, I
must confess that I speak with a mixed feeling. The mixed feeling
is that my party and others who support us could derive, at some
stage, some sense of satisfaction that, at least, in some areas, if
not all, what we have been very strenuously saying for the last
four years and seven months that a strong legal mechanism also
required to investigate and punish terrorism. The reason and ra-
tionale that we have set out for this, at least, a large part of what
we have said, has now been finally accepted by the Government.
We might even get some satisfaction from the fact that most of the
arguments which were used to repeal the erstwhile anti-terror law,
POTA, are now proving to be spurious. We can also get satisfac-
tion, as a country, from the fact there is a near unanimity, both
within the country and outside, as well as, in this House and in the
Lok Sabha, that these two legislations are required. But we are,
at the same time, concerned about the fact that the measures which
the Government have taken are still not strong enough and still
falls short in a large measure as a legal mechanism for fighting
terror. Sir, we are also concerned and, I am sure, every Indian is
concerned about the fact that what has brought this consensus is
not really the sound and strong logic that we have been giving to
this Government for more than four-and-a-half years now. Where
reasoning failed, where our rationale failed, I think, the ten evil

men who entered Mumbai on 26th November and shook the
conscience of the whole country succeeded in persuading the In-
dian society that India can no longer afford to be a soft State and
must finally start adopting hard measures if it is really serious about
combating and fighting terrorism.

Sir, I remember that there were different reasonings given why
India did not need a strong anti-terror law. When POTA was
repealed -- I was looking back at the debates -- and even when
it was first introduced -- I was reading the debates -- the country
was repeatedly told by the opponents of a strong anti-terror law
that a strong anti-terror law is not per se against terrorism, it is
against minorities. The country was told that normal laws in India
are enough to tackle terror and when you have so many normal
laws why you need a special law to tackle terror. The third rea-
soning made out was that a special anti-terror law per se would
be opposed to the constitutionally guaranteed rights and, as a
Republican Constitution, we can't afford to have a strong anti-
terror law. We were then told that there is a huge scope for mis-
use and abuse of this law and since there is a scope for misuse
and abuse of this law, it is much better to go by the normal laws
and not have this law.

Lastly, Sir, an argument was repeatedly raised and I have
seen a large number of my friends raising this argument till the
other day in and out of this House that anti-terror laws don't pre-
vent terrorism; despite POTA, an attack could take place on
Akshardham, an attack could take place on Parliament. Since
despite an anti-terror law, attacks can still take place by terror-
ists, what is the point in having a special anti-terror law? Sir, I
repeat that the ten evil men who entered Mumbai on 26th No-
vember have shaken all these fundamental assumptions on the
basis of which a strong anti-terror law was being opposed. To-
day, with the kind of measures which have been announced, plus
some additional measures which have still not been taken by this
Government in this law, it appears that the Government now also
believes that all these assumptions, which were being given to
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oppose the strong anti-terror law, were really spurious assump-
tions; they were fallacious assumptions.

Sir, it is obvious to anybody who understands how a fight
against terror and insurgency can take place that a battle against
terrorism is not fought in the courts of law. Terrorism is not some-
thing that can only be fought through legislation. An anti-terror law
is never a substitute for a strong preventive intelligence. An anti-
terror law is never a substitute for a strong security action and a
quick reaction commando action against terrorism itself. To fight
terror you need a large number of steps. If it is cross border ter-
rorism, if it is internationally engineered terrorism, you, perhaps,
need a global consensus. You may even take foreign policy initia-
tives and work for a global consensus for sanctions against coun-
tries and States which encourage terrorism. You require a very
strong intelligence network to fight terrorism, not only within your
own country, you require a strong intelligence network which in-
filtrates into the enemy camp and pre-warns you of what is likely
to happen. Then you require that intelligence to be shared with
those who require that adequate intelligence information for the
follow up action to be taken which, at times, we find we are lack-
ing in not taking that. What do we do to our security responses?
The law is not relevant. Our quick security responses, our imme-
diate security responses really determine it because if we take
action after hours, the terrorists have already won.  They have
created a global impact; they have created a national impact.

Therefore, these are essentials which are required to fight ter-
rorism. An anti-terror law or a machinery to investigate terrorism,
whether it is a Central agency or a State agency, comes into the
picture not as an agency or a law which can prevent the act of
terrorism, it is not an agency which can really start distributing
intelligence all over the country, it is not an agency which will per
se have a security force at its disposal to prevent terrorism, that
has to be done by the various agencies which are earmarked for
this purpose. The law and the agency comes into the picture, ei-
ther just about when an act is being planned or when an act has

just been committed. Therefore, for the purposes of collection of
evidence, investigation of that crime, punishment of the criminal,
you need a law and you need an agency which is effective.

You need a law which can adequately collect that evidence,
which can bring out that evidence and put it at the disposal of the
prosecuting agencies. Then, the conviction of those involved in
acts of terrorism becomes simpler and easier, so that your con-
viction rate goes up. And, when your conviction rate in terrorist
offences goes up, then, it is a deterrent for those, who commit
acts of terrorism, not to indulge in those acts. The preventive im-
pact of this law is that it reflects the determination of the Govern-
ment and the Indian State in fighting terrorism, and the Indian
State is then adequately equipped in terms of law, to investigate
the crime and expeditiously punish those who are responsible for
that crime. As I said, the battle against terror is never fought ex-
clusively in courts or through legislation.

You have to first equip the minds of the Government and the
agencies of the Government. It is in the hearts and minds of the
people of India that they must get ready, that we are a State,
which is on the terrorist radar, and, therefore, we must equip our-
selves to fight terror. It is through these Acts that the determina-
tion of the Indian State, in fighting terror, is expressed. Unfortu-
nately, 95 per cent of the tenure of this Government is over, and
that 95 per cent of the tenure of the Government had been spent
in convincing each one of us as to why a strong terror was not
required, and different arguments, as I have already explained,
were advanced to establish that these were not essentials which
were required, and an effort was being made to dilute the whole
thing. I am afraid even though the Home Minister's Bill indicates
to the contrary what some of his colleagues have been saying, it
still indicates, and that is where we are concerned about, that the
battle against terrorism is to be diluted because they think that the
battle may prove to be politically costly, and, therefore, the vote
bank signal, which has to be given, is to the contrary Yet, I don't
think it is a matter where any one of us can really be amused



19 20

because the argument really is that when you have both Houses of
Parliament debating on this Bill, at the same time, you have a
colleague of the Home Minister, making a statement yesterday,
which was flashed on all front pages of the newspapers of our
Western neighbour, and the blogs coming out of Pakistan were
full of it saying, "Look; we always said so."

Now that is the signal which I am referring to. And the Gov-
ernment, spent 95 per cent of its recent tenure giving this signal
rather than taking substantive steps in fighting terrorism. Sir, even
though we found some aspects of this law to be inadequate, -- my
party had announced very categorically that we would support
these Bills -- even though we said that these were only half-a-
step, we would support this half-a-step against terror but would
continue to campaign for the other half, the seriousness of which
the Government may not have realised. I am conscious of the fact
of what the newspaper reports that the Home Minister couldn't
really be blamed for it, if they are to be believed, it indicates that
he tried his best to get some more provisions, but some of his
colleagues were, perhaps, concerned with the forthcoming elec-
tions rather than the security considerations which are in-built in
those provisions.

Unfortunately, we have a Cabinet which has too. Each ally of
the Government seems to be taking credit for diluting this Bill. Sir,
I am glad that the Home Minister has clarified these because then,
I would like to withdraw the little compliment that I gave him,
when I thought that, at least, he had realised the seriousness and
the gravity of the situation and tried to bring in something which he
honestly admits that he did not bring it. Sir, in order, therefore, my
primary task would be to convince him so that he can convince
his colleagues as to what further is required to be done, as far as
these laws are concerned. Sir, in order to just simplify the issue,
let us, for a moment, before I go into the abstracts of what is
required and what is already there, just discuss and place before
this House that what is the essential which is required in the inves-
tigation of a terrorist offence? A terrorist offence per se is not like

an ordinary crime where eyewitnesses would be easily available.
A terrorist offence per se will have conspiracies, at times, which
are hatched in foreign soils. You will have some people, the fidayeen,
the jehadi terrorists, the suicide squads who are not scared of
dying, who are not scared of the prohibitions contained in the law,
who are not even scared of the consequence of the law. There-
fore, you will always have a larger conspiracy behind the appar-
ent terrorist acts. We can analyse anyone of the terrorist cases
which have recently taken place. Let me just point out a glaring
terrorist case, recently took place in Mumbai on 26th of Novem-
ber. On the surface, ten terrorists came by the sea route, attacked
various vital places in Mumbai. Nine out of the 10 are killed, one
is arrested. What happened in Mumbai is extremely easy for the
Indian police to prove. You have eyewitnesses; you will have vari-
ous other evidences; you will have reports of experts, and it won't
be a difficult task for an Indian investigative agency to prove it
against those ten. But, nine out of the ten are, unfortunately, not
there. It is a rare case that a terrorist has been caught alive. Ordi-
narily, they are not caught alive. But, the real conspiracy is not
merely those ten. The real conspiracy in this case is, and that is
where the law is lacking, who were the people who trained these
ten across the border? There were obviously some training camps
where for a year or a year-and-a-half, these people were given
extensive training; funds were made available to them; their fami-
lies were assured that monies would be given to their families, in
case anything happened to them; weapons and equipment were
supplied to them; RDX was supplied to them. It is possible that
such an operation could not have been carried without the sup-
port of the official agencies. Who were these people who organised
the entire conspiracy across the border? Pakistan is living in de-
nial. Their High Commissioner made a statement yesterday, their
Foreign Minister made a statement yesterday that Masood Azhar
is not in Pakistan, conflicting what had been said earlier. Pakistan
as a State which is living in denial will continue to deny it. Pakistan
does not seem to be in a mood to render cooperation. Therefore,
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the responsibility is ours, the onus is on us to prove the Pakistan
link and the Karachi limb of this conspiracy.

Now, the terrorist who has been caught alive is speaking. His
statements are being published, and his statements are being shared
with the entire world. But, under this law, with adequate safe-
guards, and I underline and re-emphasise the word 'adequate safe-
guards', if Kasab's statements to the investigating agencies are not
evidence, then, we may well be reading just a news in a newspa-
per which is not evidence in a court of law  And Pakistan would
then turn around and say, "What Kasab is saying is not evidence
under your own law, in your own country, how do you want the
international forum make it as evidence against me?" Let us move
a little backwards. One of the most glaring cases in India is of the
late Shri Rajiv Gandhi who was assassinated. When Shri Rajiv
Gandhi was assassinated, TADA was in force. Though eventually
the Supreme Court did not convict them under TADA because of
some interpretation of the definition of TADA, but the Supreme
Court still applied the rules of evidence of TADA. The lady with a
human bomb killed Shri Rajiv Gandhi on the spot. The actual
killer died on the spot. 50,000 people witnessed that killing. Yet,
when the matter came to court, our SIT went to the first conspira-
tor, those who supplied the vehicles, those who supplied the arms,
those who supplied the shelter, those who harboured them, and
those who planned the conspiracy; our SIT got all of them. Our
SIT did a remarkable job in reconstructing the whole crime. And,
finally, just as we do not have any eye witnesses of what hap-
pened in Karachi or the terrorist training camps, the SIT did not
have any eye witnesses of what the conspirators were doing be-
hind the closed doors. Conspiracies are hatched in darkness. They
are behind the closed doors, they do not leave eye witnesses
behind.

So, it is only when the first conspirator sang, the second con-
spirator spoke; their evidence under TADA became admissible
evidence and the conviction of the other accused in the Rajiv
Gandhi assassination case took place only because of the admis-

sibility of those confessions. Take those confessions out, and this
country would have been a laughing stock where a former Prime
Minister is assassinated in front of 50,000 people and you would
not have a conviction in the case!

The actual assassins had died on the spot. Take the Parlia-
ment attack case. The five actual persons who attacked the In-
dian Parliament died within this premises itself. It is the conspira-
tors who were arrested. The most material evidence against the
conspirators is those who spoke--the first and the second men
who were arrested. This is not only in this case, I will come to it a
little later; what is it which requires a strong anti-terror law? I
always tell my friends in the Government that when India is on the
terrorist radar, you do not have to be apologetic about India hav-
ing a strong anti-terror law. We are supporting this Government
on the anti-terror law. But the difference between the ruling benches
and the opposition this time is, the opposition is supporting this
Bill as a national necessity and the ruling party is still embarrassed
and is apologetic about having brought this Bill! That is the differ-
ence. It is a strange dichotomy in the Indian democracy which has
taken place. We are more enthusiastic about what the Govern-
ment is bringing, this type of Bill! Now, you require an anti-terror
law, and the Government had repealed the POTA. But, then their
security experts told them, "Why are you making India so vulner-
able?"

Sir, I did an exercise as to what was there in POTA. Of course,
I am conscious of the fact that such a remedy is not available; but,
if for hijacking or copying an Intellectual Property, an action was
available; I think, the NDA had a strong case against the UPA.
We drafted a law, they said, "It is a horrible law and we will repeal
it', then took a scissor and started a cut-and-paste exercise by
culling out provision by provision from POTA, and word by word,
full stop by full stop; and if we had left the grammatical mistake
somewhere, along with that grammatical mistake they started in-
corporating it in the Unlawful Activities Prevention Act. I just
started comparing the features; on the language, the verbatim lan-
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guage is the same. The law must define terrorism; they had re-
pealed POTA which defined terrorism; so, they picked up that
definition and put it in the Unlawful Activities Prevention Act.

POTA was criticised because it had an extraterritorial appli-
cation. Obviously it is needed because if one limb of the con-
spiracy takes place in Pakistan, the anti-terror law will have its
extraterritorial application. So you brought it back by 2005
amendment. The quantum of punishment required under POTA,
you picked it up and brought it back. Now, besides an act of
terrorism we said whoever abates terrorism, whoever incites ter-
rorism will also be an offence, though a lesser offence, they picked
up the language, pasted it in another law; harbouring terrorists,
they picked up and pasted in another law; membership of a ter-
rorist organisation, again picked up from POTA verbatim and put
in another law. Confiscation of proceeds of terrorism now, this
was based on a salutary principle that no person can benefit from
profits of crime. You commit a crime and out of the profits of that
crime you buy a house or you open a bank account where you
keep money, so, that properties will be confiscated if they are out
of terrorist funds or those will be confiscated, they said it is a very
good concept let us put it back. If you threaten witnesses in a
terrorism case, that also is an offence -- verbatim taken and put in
the Act. Declaration of an organisation as a terrorist organisation
-- picked up the provisions verbatim and put them in the other
Act; special laws -- picked up the Sections and placed them in
another Act. And then let me compliment -- the Home Minister is
not here, Mr. Sibal is here and Mr. Sibal's favourite argument is
that my law is better than your law, so the remand period being
provided ....

Mr. Sibal's argument, which I have been answering for the
last four-and-a-half year, is that special law is not required. Mr.
Sibal is a man of principles. You see, he opposes it on republican
principles, brings this law on the principles of preserving national
sovereignty. In any case, he stands by those principles and he will
justify his principles at all stages. I think in that event with all these

provisions had to be brought back. If all these provisions had to
be brought back, there was no need why India should be made
so vulnerable for four years and seven months. ...(Interruptions)...
For four years and seven months you made this country vulner-
able and then you decided to bring the same law back. ....(Inter-
ruptions)... Then, Sir, the said, well, there is a remand period
mentioned in the old law, we will have a discretion for larger re-
mand period. Well enough, because if the investigation does not
conclude in 90 days, you may require 180 days and therefore,
you may require to get evidences internationally, you may  have to
send letter rogatories across the globe to get evidences, you may
have to get people extradited other countries, therefore, longer
period of investigation will be required Therefore, they put a pro-
vision of giving some element of flexibility, yes, longer remand is
required. It is a correct provision in law, I have no difficulty with
that. On dozens of occasions we have been told in this House that
you turned the law upside down by shifting the onus of proof.
There are no presumptions, which are available. Now the pre-
sumptions available in POTA have been exactly brought back.
And what are those presumptions? The Evidence Act has those
presumptions. There is a chapter on presumptions in the Evidence
Law that if a weapon is found in your possession, the presump-
tion is there unless you disprove the fact it is not yours. The finger-
prints found in a vehicle, on the steering wheel of a vehicle, which
is used for terrorist offence, the presumption is you have used that
vehicle, the onus is on you that you have not used that vehicle.
Section number has been altered, Sir, that presumption now is
back.

Confiscation of passport, setting of review committees, in fact,
POTA had a very interesting safeguard with regard to intercepts.

 Obviously, a large part of criminal law investigation these days
are done on the strength of taking telephonic conversation and
intercepts. Now, doubt arose whether these are admissible evi-
dence. But POTA provided a safeguard. The safeguard under
POTA was, if a police officer wants to intercept, then, from the
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competent authority he must take sanction and every fortnight the
Review Committee headed by a judge will certainly get the total
record of people whose intercepts have been made and these
intercepts will be admissible evidence in a court. You went a step
a further. You said no sanctions are required. The intercepts from
wherever you get are admissible evidence. Well, the police was
facing a difficulty. If you want to go that far I have no difficulty, we
will support you even on that. But don't be apologetic on the fact
that India didn't need a strong anti-terror law. It is an admission of
the fact that you made this country vulnerable for four years and
seven months and now you come back to say, 'well, India does
need a special law. You cannot fight terror with ordinary laws.'
Sir, there were two vital provisions left out and the two vital pro-
visions are one with regard to special bail provisions and the sec-
ond with regard to confessions. Sir, as far as bail provisions were
concerned, under your normal criminal law you have the bailable
offences, the non-bailable offences where the discretion is with
the court. There are special laws in which the discretion of the
court in granting bail is further reduced. The court can't grant bail
till a public prosecutor has been noticed and if the court comes to
an opinion at the stage of bail, that prima facie the case is true or
prima facie the case is not false, just a prima facie view, the court
will not grant bail. Now, we had been repeatedly saying you re-
quire a stronger provision because once a terrorist gets bail and if
he is an international Jihadi, after getting bail he is not going to
come back and say, 'well, I am coming back for the purposes of
getting executed in India.' So, he is certainly going to jump bail.
Therefore, why do you not have special provisions with regard to
bail? Now, the present law has brought that provision back.

But, then, the UPA is not NDA, so you have to be different.
The earlier law said prima facie the case against him is not true.
The judge will not grant bail. You said he would not grant bail if he
were proved that prima facie the case against him is true. So, one
had a direct mention and the other alternative as double nega-
tives. The two mean exactly the same. You said, 'well, we have a

different bail provision now and you brought back and there is
nothing wrong in this bail provision. Sir, I have just prepared a list.
TADA had this bail provision. POTA had this. But, besides an
anti terrorism law there are at least 12 laws in India which have
the same bail provisions. The MACOCA has the same bail provi-
sion, the Andhra Pradesh and the Karnataka Organised Crime
Laws have the same provision but the Government said we are
against these organised crime laws so we are not allowing some
BJP ruled Governments to have those laws. But, your Narcotics
Act has the identical bail provision. Not only the Narcotics Act, I
have copies, Sir, you have similar bail provisions besides the Nar-
cotics, Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act, Scheduled castes
and Scheduled Tribes Prevention of Atrocities Act, Anti Hijack-
ing Act, Prevention of Damage to Public Property Act, Preven-
tion of Money Laundering Act and, then, even Suppression of
Unlawful Acts against Safety of Maritime Navigations. You have
the same bail provisions which are the extraordinary hard bail
provisions,  Suppression of Unlawful Acts against Safety of Civil
Aviation, Terrorist Affected Areas Special Courts Act and, finally,
even the Wild Life Protection Act.

So, those who commit these offences against the wildlife would
not get bail. But, those who committed these crimes against hu-
manity, terrorist offences, were entitled, under this Government,
for four-years-and-seven-months, to a lighter bail provisions. They
say, 'No. We would not have it.' Finally, I think, where all our
logic and rationality failed, you have those ten evil men who came
on 26/11 convincing the whole country and then pressurising this
Government to, reluctantly, come up and strengthen the bail pro-
visions.

Sir, even confessions, on the face of it, looks a little alarmist. I
concede to this that, ordinarily, in a law, confession to a police
officer is not admissible evidence. It should not be. That is the
normal law. In all our laws this should be the general principle.
But, we, in India, have exceptions. We, in India, even today, have
exceptions. Sir, TADA and POTA were exceptions. The MCOCA



27 28

is an exception. The Karnataka Organised Crime Law is an ex-
ception. The Andhra Organised Crime Law is an exception. The
Narcotics Law is an exception. You make a statement to an of-
ficer investigating a narcotics offence, your statement is admis-
sible evidence. You make a statement to a customs officer, it is
admissible evidence. You have in foreign jurisdictions in liberal
democracies these statements become admissible evidence, pro-
vided Judge is satisfied with regard to the voluntariness of the
nature of confession. And, the Supreme Court said -- it is ex-
tremely important.

If, obviously, the confession is involuntary or appears to be
involuntary, it should be disregarded. But, they say, how do you
then ensure that there is no misuse? Sir, four guidelines were sug-
gested. The first one is, the officer recording the confession must
be a Superintendent of Police or above. The second one is, it
must preferably be video recorded or audio recorded. The third
one is, within 24 hours or 48 hours, as the Government decides,
the accused must go before a judge after making the confession.
The Judge will ask him if it is voluntary. If he says that it is involun-
tarily, he will be examined medically. All these factors will be con-
sidered in order to determine the voluntary nature of that confes-
sion. Now, on the one hand, you have an extraordinary crime and
that extraordinary crime is a crime against the State, a crime
planned in secrecy where there will never be an eye witness. I
repeat, those who conspired in secret meetings to assassinate Late
Shri Rajiv Gandhi, no investigation could ever produce eye wit-
ness of that. One of them had to speak. And, if his statement was
not evidence, then, there would be no evidence. If Kasab's state-
ment is not evidence, then it is extremely difficult for India to prove
what happened in Karachi or the Pakistan's limb in this conspiracy.
When you have gone so far, why do you stop half way? When
you want to create a National Investigation Agency, why don't
you give teeth that it needs in order to investigate a crime and
produce him before the world and the Indian courts evidence
required in relation to these crimes? Sir, if these essentials are not

there, then, I am afraid, even though, we move half a step further,
there will be cases and cases where we still fall short. There are
enough people waiting really to find holes in the Indian case. I am
not referring this to as a police case. At times, we are in the habit
of discussing, well so many attacks took place when you were in
power, or, I was in power or somebody else was in power. This is
the Indian case. There are enough people waiting. You have ar-
ticles and books written which says that attack on Parliament was
organised by the RAW and the IB.

You have Indians authoring such books. Articles in newspa-
pers suggest this. We may all be magnanimous and willing to pass
out yesterday's statement of Mr. Antulay merely as an irrespon-
sible act or something where he, perhaps, did not adequately ex-
press himself.

But, then, his statement is a huge fuel for the country which
has been extending facilities to the terrorists in action against In-
dia. Read the blogs in Pakistan today. (Interruptions)

 Sir, I think, Mr. Sibal is right. I really should not have named
him. The Government itself should have named him today morn-
ing. But this is something that has embarrassed this country. This
has weakened our case internationally. This is something that de-
fies the collective responsibility of the Cabinet; something that pro-
vides ammunition to our enemies and opponents. And, therefore,
I should not name him, the substance should be the Government
itself should have come up and shrugged off its relationship with a
person who makes this kind of a statement. (Interruptions)

Sir, therefore, today, on a strong anti-terror law, where are
we? The whole country was misled that we did not need a law.
The law was repealed. Then, sentence after sentence, clause after
clause of that law was brought back. But, then, you also wanted
to have that one upmanship and say, "Well, we are different be-
cause this one provision was not there. And, this one provision is
a significant provision." Unless that provision is there with safe-
guards, in case after case, you will be weakening India's case.
And, I reiterate and say if that provision had not been there in the
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TADA, the accused in Rajiv Gandhi's case would have benefited.
If it had not been in the POTA, the accused in the Parliament case
would have benefited. Fortunately, Mumbai has the MCOCA
which has that provision. But for some reasons, I am told, the
MCOCA has still not been pressed into action in the 26/11 case.

Unless that statement is a statement under the MCOCA, which
becomes evidence, the Karachi and the Pakistan limb of the con-
spiracy may be difficult to establish in law. Therefore, we require
to do that. So, please re-consider, when you have travelled all this
distance and wisdom has dawned on you in the last five months of
your Government, and please don't make it an incomplete state-
ment. The Home Minister was candid enough to say that he had
consultations with the Opposition. We made it very clear to him
that we will, come what may, support it even if it is half-a-step.
We have our own nationalist credentials, therefore, we don't want
to stop even half-a-step. But, then, please make India a strong
State. This law per se will not abolish terrorism. Merely because
we have an Indian Penal Code, crime has not ended; because we
have section 302 that provides for death penalty or life penalty
murders have not stopped. Murders are still taking place, but the
law provides a deterrent in a civilized society. It provides an ex-
peditious methodology of investigation and punishment. There-
fore, please give this law more teeth than what exist today.

Sir, the second part of the amendment in the second Bill is the
setting up of a National Investigation Agency. And, I have said, as
far as the first law is concerned, we have supported it because it is
half-astep. We have reservations about what has not been done
and we will continue to campaign for that. But as far as the Na-
tional Investigation Agency is concerned, I have no hesitation in
saying that we fully support the proposal as has been mooted by
the Government. And, this is for two good reasons. First, some
doubts are, at times, raised whether the Central Government pos-
sesses the power to take over what appears to be a power within
the State jurisdiction. The constitutional entries make it very clear
that the defence of India, in List 1, entry 1, is the exclusive pri-

mary domain of the Central Government; and, it is the public or-
der, which includes the law and order, which is in the domain of
the State Government. Where does terrorism fit in? Terrorism is
not merely law and order. Terrorism is something which attacks
the sovereignty of India and it attacks the unity of India. There-
fore, if there is cross border terrorism of this kind, it has some-
thing directly to do with the defence of India. Therefore, even in
the Supreme Court, when TADA was first enacted and POTA
was first enacted, an objection was taken with regard to the leg-
islative competence of the Centre to enact an anti-terror law on
the ground that law and order is a State subject. But the Supreme
Court also said that there is no entry called terrorism in the Con-
stitution. Therefore, this could, perhaps, come within the defence
of India and not public order. If it doesn't fall in either, then, it
comes within the residuary entry, List I, Entry 97. Therefore, this
is, exclusively, within the central domain. Protecting the sover-
eignty of India is the responsibility of the Central Government.
Therefore, against terrorism, if a law is brought, it is within the
Central domain. If an agency is created to investigate that of-
fence, then, obviously, those who have the competence to enact a
law also have the competence to create an agency of that kind.

Therefore, we fully support the Government's proposal that
the Central Government is fully competent to enact this law. Even
otherwise, Sir, an offence of terrorism in some cases may not
adequately be investigated by State police. There may be offences
which have inter-State ramifications. You may require sharing of
intelligence between several States. You may require coordina-
tion of intelligence of all those States. You may have different limbs
of the conspiracy in different States. You may even have, -- as this
law has extra-territorial application; some parts of the conspiracy
taking place outside India -- some intelligence required from out-
side India. Now, there may be offences where all this is not present
and the Central agency itself may feel the State police can do it.
But in extraordinary cases like the one in Mumbai, or, the Parlia-
ment attack, these may be cases, where State police itself may be
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inadequate to investigate the offence. And, by the very nature of
the offence, a Central agency would be more competent in order
to investigate that offence. Therefore, we fully support the pro-
posal of the Central Government as far as creation of a central
agency is concerned with a discretion that some extraordinary
offences of this kind, when they take place, the central agency
itself will investigate those offences.

Finally, Sir, let us realise one thing. While we are debating this
law, this country has paid a huge cost of terrorism. We have lost
individuals, we have lost human lives, and we have lost lives of
security personnel. A large part of our national resource gets spent
on it. Where there is terrorism, investment is not forthcoming. The
economic resources are diverted to fight terrorism. You may even
have a diversion as far as your defence preparedness is concerned,
where instead of looking at your borders, you are looking at your
interiors where terrorist activities are taking place. Anti-insurgency
steps, anti-terror steps, at times, are strong. Mr. Chidambaram
was right when he says that we have to do a balancing act be-
tween human rights and fighting terror. Therefore, there may be
some erosion, at some stage, of individual rights. Harsh combing
operations, at times, lead to alienation of local population. These
are all costs we have to pay because of fighting terrorism. There-
fore, when this is the kind of cost this country has to pay, I think,
we need not be -- while we should be concerned about human
rights and balance them in our fight against terror -- apologetic in
a state whose sovereignty is threatened in taking strong anti-ter-
ror steps. This Government has decided that they have a change
of heart. Though what they failed to do for four years and seven
months, those ten men who came from across the borders have
persuaded them in doing so, and they have brought this law. But,
then, let it be an adequate exercise. It can't be an incomplete
exercise. As I said, we, on this side, support these measures as
one of national necessity and the Government should not be apolo-
getic about having brought in any of these measures.

Thank you very much, Sir. (Ends)

Lok Sabha

Public anger made UPA act
]

Kharabela Swain

Sir, like the hon. Leader of the Opposition, I support both the
Bills. The fCne is the National Investigation Agency Bill, 2008,
and the second one is the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Amend-
ment Bill, 2008. During the course of the debate, most of the hon.
Members from the Ruling Party made a point, very ably led by
one of the most eminent lawyers of this country, Mr. Kapil Sibal.
I am happy that he is here to listen to my replies to what he has
said.

Generally he does not do that. But after making the speech he
always vanishes. So, I am happy that he is present today.

The entire House knows as to who stays and who goes. So,
I need not elaborate upon it.

He said, and he was ably supported by Devendraji and oth-
ers, that everybody should be united in the fight against the scourge
of terrorism. What do they mean by that? Do they mean that in
order to show our solidarity we will simply go by whatever the
Ruling Party says and we will not oppose this Bill? Is this the
meaning of unity and integrity? In that case, what is the Opposi-
tion here for? If we do not point out the lacunae that are present in
the Bill, what are we here for? So, when we say that we support
the Bill we also say that if the people of this country bring us to
power after some time, we will replace the lacunae contained in
this Bill. But, for the time being, we support this Bill.

Hon. Kapil Sibal made a very pertinent point at the fag end of
his speech. It was repeated by Devendra Prasadji. They said that
terrorism will not end with the passage of these Bills; it requires
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will power. Very good! Will power! The UPA Government has
been in power for the last four and a half years. There have been
terrorist attacks on this country twenty five times in that period. I
put some simple questions to the Government. How many terror-
ists have been apprehended by now? How many of them have
been prosecuted? How many of them have been tried in the court
of law and how many of them have been convicted? If there is will
on the part of the Government, in these last four and a half years
how many terrorists have been caught?

Now, all of a sudden, the Government says that they have
brought in this Bill because they have got the political will. Why
has this Bill come all of a sudden just three-four months before
election? That is because firstly the election is very near, and sec-
ondly because the entire nation is bubbling in impotent anger. I
deliberately use these words 'impotent anger’. Their anger is im-
potent because they find that the Government has failed to pro-
tect them; the Government has failed to protect their lives; the
Government has failed to provide them safety. This is the basic
reason which has hit them. Because election is round the corner,
the Government has all of a sudden brought this Bill.

Mr. M.K. Narayanan is the National Security Advisor. How
many times has he said that this country needs a special law to
counter terrorism? Will they answer that question? They have sum-
moned all the Directors-General of Police several times. The DGs
have demanded that there should be a special law to fight terror.
It had fallen on the deaf ears of this Government.

Now, they referred to Mr. Veerappa Moily, Chairman of the
Administrative Reforms Commission.

What has he mentioned?  He has said in the Report that the
anti-terror laws in this country have become toothless.  Because
they are toothless, terrorists are finding many loopholes and they
are getting away. This is what the Administrative Reforms Com-
mission have recommended. The DG, Police, the National Secu-
rity Advisor, the Administrative Reforms Tribunal – all of them
which belong to this Government  - have recommended, not one

month or two months before, since years.  And they did not listen
to it. Now, Shri Kapil Sibal says that they are learning with expe-
rience. Even they say and the people say  ideologies – you go
through his records.

During the course of his debate, Shri Sibal, along with Shri
Devendra Prasad, and Lalu ji was also sitting there in front of him,
many times they repeated.  Not only today, they have also been
repeating it several times that the NDA Government had let off
the terrorists at Kandhahar. Yes, we did it. Several times, I have
asked Shri Sibal, that by telling these things do you mean to say
that we had committed a mistake and we should not have let them
off. We should have retained them in the Indian jails; we should
not have allowed them to go in exchange of the people who were
hijacked.  Then, what is the meaning?  The meaning is, if we do
not leave them, there are only one alternative – to let 150 or 160
passengers who were hijacked to get them killed.   I told them
several times. Yes, Mr. Minister do you want some such thing?

 I did not say anything. These hon. Members told. You can
go.  I will be happy. I am  not preventing you.  It is not mandatory
for you to listen to me.

I am putting this question.  If they are so adamant in repeating
the same thing again and again that the NDA Government had
committed a grave injustice and mistake by just letting off those
terrorists at Kandhahar, then, let them say make a simple state-
ment on this floor of the House that we should have allowed these
160 people get killed and we should not have allowed these three
terrorists to go off.  Will they do it?  I have posed this question
several times.  No answer was given.

They had learnt a very good lesson from their Left friends
because in the 'red book’ it is written that a lie repeated 10 times,
it  becomes the truth. They go on just repeating because they
were with them for a pretty long time.

So, they just go on repeating the same thing again and again,
thinking that it would automatically become the truth.

But any number of times, you raise this question, I will again



35 36

put the same question to you –you declare on the floor of this
House that it would have been better to have all those people
killed.

As regards me or many of the persons in my Party, we do not
find any third alternative. When Md. Salim becomes the Defence
Minister or the Foreign Minister or the Home Minister of this
country, he would find out a third alternative. At that time, we
would listen to him.

One of his colleagues, Shri Gurudas Dasgupta asked as to
why 180 days. Why did you keep it for 180 days? Are these the
canons of democracy? He is a great votary of democracy and a
great votary of Nandigram. They are talking about democracy,
providing the benefits of democracy, but to whom? Is it to pro-
vide values and benefits of democracy to the terrorists, who want
to kill the process of democracy?

Shri Kapil Sibal is talking about human rights, but human rights
to whom? Is it to the terrorists? He is talking about the human
rights to terrorists. Why these things happen in this country? If
you want to listen, please listen from me because this is our point
of view. The reason why terrorist attacks are taking place in India
again and again is this. What crime have we committed?

They say that there are softer laws in the USA and the UK.
But why did only once the terrorist attack take place in the US? A
country like the USA has totally finished two Muslim countries
and there is no second attack! What crime have we committed?
What mistake have we committed, to have the terrorist attacks
again and again?

I will just read from The Times of India. It is dated 14th De-
cember, just 2-3 days back. It is written by Indrani Bagchi has
written:

“What is the strategy of LeT? If you look at the LeT strategy,
it is to weaken India and to help establish Khalifat which is a part
of their ideological programme.”

This is not a communal paper. This is 100 per cent a secular
paper. It is not Pioneer. It is The Times of India.

Shri D.P. Yadav is present here. What was his argument? He
said that there was no distinction between communalism and ter-
rorism. What is its meaning?

He meant to say that because of Parties like BJP, Bajrang
Dal, Vishwa Hindu Parishad and Sangh Parivar, the Muslims or
Islamic terrorists are attacking India.  There is a meaning in this.
Now, he has also said that there is no distinction between the
people of India and the people of Pakistan.  The people of Paki-
stan are one with the people of India.

There was a coup in 1999 when Shri Pervez Musharraf drove
out the then Prime Minister Shri Nawaz Sharief from power.  When
he drove him out he was broadly supported by the people of
Pakistan.  He was democratically elected Leader and was driven
out but the people of Pakistan did not support him.  It is only
because it was Nawaz Sharief who brought back the Army from
Kargil.  It was Shri Pervez Musharraf, who was a hero.Give me
some more time.  I am the only speaker.  This is the mind set of
the people.

I would like to quote from Times of India of 14th December a
report by Ayesha Tammy Haq, a Pakistani.   “Social worker Anila
Shah says India should address issues raised in the Sachchar
Commission Report.  We need to deal with our problems at home”.
What does this mean?  Is it that the Muslims are being tortured in
India?  The Government of India had set up the Sachchar Com-
mission which reported that the condition of Muslims is very poor
in India and that is the reason why they are in favour of terrorists.
This is what the people of Pakistan say.

The major point that I would like to point out is, even though
this Bill has been brought in, my apprehension is that this will not
be implemented.  It will not be implemented because the Govern-
ment does not have the will power.  The Government does not
have the will power because for the last many years it thinks that
if it investigates against the terrorists, apprehend them and put
them behind the bar then the Muslims of this country will be an-
noyed and they would not vote for it.  This is the only reason why



37 38

the Government has not tried to apprehend any of the terrorists.
Just because the election is coming, all of a sudden the Govern-
ment has brought in this Bill.

There is always a sense of persecution mentality.   Most of the
Muslim intellectuals in this country are of the view that there is a
perceived sense of persecution, very ably supported by all these
secular members.  They think that because of Bajrang Dal and
Vishwa Hindu Parishad the Muslims of this country are being per-
secuted.  You have said the Muslims of this country are not terror-
ists.  We also say this. We did not say that every Muslim can be
condemned as a terrorist.  When there was Batala House inci-
dent, where two of the terrorists were killed, most of the Muslim
leaders including the Congress Party said it was wrong.  They
said that the police encounter was false. They even said that Mohan
Chand Sharma, the Police Inspector who was killed, was not
killed by the terrorists but by his own colleagues.  What are you
going to achieve by this?  Are you not raising the false sense of
persecution mentality among the Muslims in this country?

Are you not inciting it?  Mr. N.K. Narayanan, your own Na-
tional Security Adviser said that the Police encounter was cor-
rect.

Now the hon. Minister of State for Home Affairs, Shri Jaiswalji
is sitting here.  He first made a statement in the Rajya Sabha that
50 lakh Bangladeshis have infiltrated and then he withdrew his
statement.

Now everybody knows Huji and ISI.  It is mostly entering
into India through the porous border of Bangladesh.  Everybody
is saying that this is happening.  Again I would say that the Mus-
lims are not to be branded as terrorists but just one day before
when Prof. Kader Mohideen who is an hon. Member of this House
from Tamil Nadu was speaking, he said that there is no Bangladeshi
infiltration.  An hon. Member from Assam who was sitting at the
back bench was telling that all the Muslims in Assam have come
to Assam prior to Independence or 100 years back and there is
no infiltration. So, when you are making a statement like this, are

you not inciting false sense of discrimination against Muslims?  Why
should an Indian Muslim allow a Bangladeshi Muslim?  If you say
that the Muslims and Muslims should enjoin, then why there are
separate countries like Pakistan and Afghanistan.  Why do they
just not join together?

When a prominent Member of the Muslim community like
Mr. Salim says like this, in a very subtle way he is justifying the
terrorists.

Sir, the terrorists are very cunning.  Deliberately they have not
attacked West Bengal because they know that....

 Sir, they are the facilitators of the Bangladeshi ISI agents and
HUJI agents. They have made them their voters and because of
their votes they are winning elections for the last 30 years.

Sir, the hon. Minister, Shri Kapil said as to why should there
be a confession.  Why confession made in front of the police
should be accepted as an evidence?   What does he mean by
that? Does he mean that the terrorists will come and given evi-
dence against them?  Will they confess it?  If you just go on telling
goody-goody words, will they confess what they have done?  It is
very natural that for confession, they will have to be put behind
the bars.  It is very natural.   And the Government did the right
thing by doing this. How can you say, why 180 days, why not 90
days and so on?  It should have been more like three years. Don’t
we have value for our lives? They speak like this because West
Bengal has not been attacked at any time and because Kerala has
not been attacked.  They speak as though other people do not
have any value for their lives.

I will just come to my last point.  We are going to have an
institution called the National Investigation Agency.  We are going
to form the National Investigation Agency.   It is a very good
thing.

We are having an agency called the CBI.  It is a highly re-
spected agency in this country.  Whenever there is some trouble,
everybody says “Let the CBI investigate it”.   But when the UPA
Government has come to power, to what level have they brought
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it down?   Take the case of Taj Corridor and the disproportionate
assets case.  I am not taking names.  CBI said something when
the Bahujan Samaj Party was with them and they wanted that the
Taj Corridor case should not be investigated.  Now, when an-
other party has come to their support, that is, the Samajwadi Party,
the CBI goes to court and says that the Government of India has
asked them to go slow.   They have entirely denigrated the pres-
tige and integrity of CBI.

I have a very strong doubt that if this Government remains in
power, they will behave in the same manner with this Agency also
and they will denigrate the National Investigation Agency and they
will make it the agent of the Government.

People of this country are listening to us and to them also.  Let
them decide who is for the nation, who is for the country, and who
is for the people.

          Thank you very much.

vkradokfn;ksa ds lkFk
ÿwjrk fn[kkuh iM+sxh

dyjkt feJ

ekuuh; milHkkË;{k th] vkt jk"V™h; vUos"k.k vfHkdj.k foËks;d]
2008 vkSj fofËk fo:º fÿ;kdyki (fuokj.k) la'kksËku foËks;d] 2008
ij O;kid :i ls ppkZ gks jgh gSA lcls izlUurk dh ckr gS fd vkradokn
ds fo:º la?k"kZ djus ds fy, iwjk ns'k ,d gS] laln ,d gS] laln esa
ftrus ny gSa] lc ,d gSa vkSj ,dtqV gksdj ,sls dkuwu cuk,a] ftu dkuwuksa
ds ekË;e ls vkradokn dks] tks Hkh ;gka dkuwuh fglkc ls mldk fuLrkj.k
djus esa lg;ksx izkIr gksxk] mldks ge djsaxs] bl ,d cM+h vPNh ekufldrk
ls izsfjr gksdj ;g foËks;d vk;k gSA blesa ;g ckr Hkh dgh xbZ Fkh fd
blh l= esa ;k fdlh l= esa tc Hkh fcy ykrs gSa] rks ekU;oj] vki tkurs
gSa fd mls LVSafMax desVh dks Hkstk tkrk gS] ysfdu 'kklu us] ljdkj us
vis{kk dh fd LVSafMx desVh esa Hksts cxSj] D;ksafd ;g l= NksVk gS] bl
foËks;d dks ikl dj nsuk pkfg,] bldks dkuwuh Lo:i iznku dj nsuk
pkfg,A lcus cM+s ln~Hkko ls bldks fy;k vkSj ml ln~Hkko ds vkËkkj ij
bl foËks;d ij vkt ppkZ gks jgh gSA Bhd gS fd foËks;d dh ppkZ ds
nkSjku fofHkUu izdkj ds fopkj yksxksa ds vk,axs] fopkjksa eas er&fHkUurk Hkh
gksxh vkSj 'kk;n leh{kk djrs le; fdafpr~ vkykspuk Hkh gks ldrh gS]
ysfdu mldks cM+h ldkjkRed fn'kk esa ysuk pkfg,] D;ksafd lcdh ea'kk
,d gS fd ,slk dkuwu cuuk pkfg,] ftlds izfr lcdh lgefr gks vkSj
og dkuwu izHkkoh rkSj ij ykxw gks] rkfd vkraoknh ?kVukvksa dks jksd ldus
esa ge l{ke gks ldsaA blfy, ;g tks jk"V™h; vUos"k.k vHkdj.k foËks;d]
2008 ;gka vk;k gS] mldks tc rd dkuwuh Lo:i iznku ugha fd;k tk,xk]
rc rd mldk dksbZ egRo ugha gksxk vkSj blfy, mldks dkuwuh Lo:i

jkT;lHkk
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iznku djus ds fy,] mlds izHkko dks vkSj izcyrj cukus ds fy, ;g
fofËkfo:º fÿ;kdyki (fuokj.k) la'kksËku foËks;d] 2008 yk;k x;k
gSA blesa ;g dgk x;k gS] tSls mn~ns';ksa vkSj dkj.kksa dk dFku esa bUgksaus
lkQ rkSj ij dgk gS&

^^mlh jhfr ds ckjs esa] ftlesa vkradokn fuokj.k vfËkfu;e] 2002
ds micaËkksa dks ykxw fd;k x;k Fkk] O;Dr dh xbZ fparkvksa vkSj f'kdk;rksa
dks] ftuds vUrxZr mlds nq:i;ksx ds mnkgj.k Hkh gSa] Ë;ku esa j[krs gq,]
vfËkfu;e dks 2004 esa fujfLr dj fn;k x;k FkkA mlh le;] ml ckr dks
Ë;ku esa j[krs gq, fd Hkkjr vkradokn ds fo:º oSf'od yM+kbZ esa vxz.kh
jgk gS] la;qDr jk"V™ lqj{kk ifj"kn ladYi 1373] rkjh[k 28 flrEcj] 2001
ds fucaËkuksa ds vuqlkj vkradokn ds fo:º yM+kbZ esa dksbZ le>kSrk u
djus dh viuh izfrcºrk vkSj ladYi dks Ë;ku esa j[krs gq, fofofo:º
fÿ;kdyki (fuokj.k) vfËkfu;e] 1967 esa vkradokn vkSj vkradoknh
fÿ;kdykiksa ls fuiVus gsrq micaËk djus ds fy, la'kksËku fd;k x;k FkkA

rc ls jk"V™h; vkSj varjkZ"V™h; Lrj ij egRoiw.kZ izxfr;ka gqbZ gSaA Hkkjr
ds fofHkUu Hkkxksa esa vkSj vU;= lhek ikj ls izk;ksftr vkradoknh ?kVuk,a
vkSj fÿ;kdyki fpark c<+krs jgs gSa vr% ,sls fÿ;kdykiksa ls] ftlds
varxZr vkradokn dk foŸkiks"k.k djus ls lacafËkr lkËku Hkh gSa] fuiVus ds
sfy, fofËkr <kaps dk vkSj iqfoZyksdu fd;k x;k gS**A iz'kklfud lqËkkj
vk;ksx dk Hkh bUgksaus jsQjsal fn;k gSA ^^iz'kklfud lqËkkj vk;ksx us viuh
fjiksVZ* vkradokn dk lkeuk djuk ËkeZijk;.krk }kjk laj{k.k djuk* esa
bl lacaËk eas vusd flQkfj'ksa Hkh dh gSaA bl lacaËk esa fofHkUu vU; lzksrksa
ls Hkh lq>kko izkIr gq, gSaA** ;s mn~ns'; ds varxZr gS vkSj mUgksaus ;g ea'kk
tkfgj dh gS fd izHkkoh dkuwu cuuk pkfg,A ysfdu tks 2001 dk mYys[k
fd;k gS fd la;qDr jk"V™ lqj{kk ifj"kn us 28 flracj dks 1373 ladYi fy,
vkSj mlesa mUgksaus eglwl fd;k fd lkjs ns'k dks vkt tks vkradokn dk
[krjk iSnk gqvk gS] lkekU; vkijkfËkd dkuwu ds ekË;e ls ml [krjs ls
ge fuiV ldrs gSa blfy, dksbZ Lis'ky dkuwu cukuk pkfg,] ,d ,slk
fo'ks"k cuuk pkfg, ftlls ge vkradokn dk MVdj fojksËk dj ldsaA
blds fy, 2001 esa la;qDr jk"V™ lqj{kk ifj"kn us bl ladYi ds ekË;e ls

;g funsZf'kr fd;kA tc 2001 eas funsZf'kr fd;k rks ml le; dh ljdkj
us ,d dkuwu cuk;k] iksVk dkuwu cuk;k vkSj iksVk dkuwu cukus ds ckn ;g
vis{kk dh Fkh fd ;g izHkkoh dkuwu gS vkSj bl izHkkoh dkuwu ds ekË;e ls
vkradokn dks ge fdafpr jksdus dh fn'kk esa iz;Ru'khy gksaxsA izkjEHk esa
dbZ oDrkvkas us dgk] gekjs cgqr ls fo}ku fe=ksa us vius fopkj O;Dr fd,
vkSj ;g ckr lgh Hkh gS fd vkradokn dkuwu ls :d tkrk& ,slk ugha gS
D;ksafd ftl vkradokn dk ge lkeuk dj jgs gSa og vkradokn dgha u
dgha ls lqfu;ksftr rkSj ij gekj ;gka izkDlh okj ds :i esa dke dj jgk
gSA vkradokn yM+kbZ dk ,d ekË;e gS vkSj mls ge izkDlh okj ds :i esa
ns[krs gSaA lcus ;g Lohdkj fd;k gS] iwjs lnu us ;g Lohdkj fd;k gS]
lŸkk i{k ls gekj x`g ea=h th us] izËkkuea=h th us] fons'k ea=h th us] lcus
bl ckr dks Lohdkj fd;k gS fd ikfdLrku fdlh u fdlh :i esa
vkradokn ds ekË;e ls gekjs ≈ij geyk dj jg gSA tc geyk dj jgk
gS rks mldk Lo:i dSlk Fkk\ igys rks mldk Lo:i ,slk Fkk fd cxSj
izR;{k :i ls mifLFkfr fn[kkdj tc og geyk djrk rks foLQksV ds
ekË;e ls geyk djrk Fkk] vusd izdkj dh ;kstuk,a cukdj geyk
djrkFkk] rRdky yksx idM+ esa ugha vkrs FksA fQj mldks yxk fd ge
vkSj vkxs c<+dj dqN dj ldrs gSa] tgka gesa geyk djuk gS] ml LFkku ij
bruh dfe;ka fn[kkbZ iM+ jgh gSa fd mu dfe;ksa dk ge ykHk mBk ldrs gSaA
mlh dk ;g ifj.kke gqvk fd 26 uoEcj dks leqnzh ekË;e ls geyk fd;k
x;k] gekjh lkjh xqIrpj ,tsafl;ksa dks Bsaxk fn[kkdj] fd rqe gekjk dqN
ugha dj ldrsA gekjh lkjh leqnzh vkSj rVh; lqj{kk O;oLFkk foQy gks
x;h] gekjk eqEcbZ dk lkjk LFkkuh; iqfyl iz'kklu& pkgs og xqIrpj
foHkkx jgk gks] pkgs iqfyl iz'kklu jgk gks& foQy gks x;kA eSa ;g blfy,
dg jgk gwa fd dbZ eghuksa ls mudh ;kstuk py jgh Fkh vkSj os lQy gks
x,A tc lQy gks x, rks ;g iwjs nsk ds fy, pqukSrh FkhA bleas ikVhZ vkSj
jktuhfr dk iz'u [kM+k ugha gksrk gS] bleas fdlh etgc dk iz'u ugha [kM+k
gksrk gSA gekjs ns'k eas lHkh etgcksa ds yksx jgrs gSa] gekjs ns'k esa lHkh
ikfVZ;ka gSa] ijLij fojksËkh fopkjksa dh ikfVZ;ka gSa ysfdu bl ekeys ij lcus
;g eglwl fd;k fd ;g gekjs fy, pqukSrh gSA tc lcus eglwl fd;k
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fd ;g gekjs fy, pqukSrh gS rks lcus MVdj dgk fd blds fy, dqN u
dqN gksuk pkfg,A eSa ;g dgwaxk fd bl ifjfLFkfr dk vkdyu djds yksxksa
dks yxk] lŸkk:<+ ny dks yxk& ge fojksËkh ny esa gSa& fojksËkh ny dks
yxk] lcdks yxkA

rc ,d lkFk tqVdj bldk eqdkcyk djus ds fy, gesa vkxs c<+uk
pkfg,A mlus izsfjr fd;k ;g dkuwu cukus ds fy,] lgh ckr rks ;g FkhA
iksVk vkius fujLr dj fn;k] pfy,] ge eku x,] vki lŸkk esa vk x,]
mldks fujLr dj fn;kA ge mlds ckjs es ugah dgsaxs fd og cgqr vPNk
Fkk ;k vkidk cgqr [kjkc gS

,slk ge bl ij dqN dgus ugha tk jgs gSa] ugha rks flCcy lkgc mB
djds viuk dqN fn[kkuk 'kq: dj nsaxsA ge ml ij ugha tk jgs gSaA ysfdu
vkius mldks fujLr dj fn;k vkSj mldks fujLr dj nsus ds ckn vkidk
tks LVsVesaV vk;k] eSA mldks fn[kkuk ugha pkgrk gwa ysfdu eSaus i<+k gS]
blfy, dg jgk gwaA izËkkuea=h th dks Hkh LVsVesaV vk;k] vkSj Hkh dbZ yksxkas
ds LVsVeasV vk, fd tks vijkËk ds fo:º fo|eku dkuwu gS] lkekU;
dkuwu gS] blesa gh dkQh rkdr gS] tks vkradokn dk eqdkcyk dj ldrh
gSA blh ds ekË;e ls ge bldks jksd ldrs gSaA rFkk bleas iksVk tSls dkuwu
dh t:jr ugha gSA ;g ifj.kke bl rjg dk blus iSnk fd;k ftlus vke
vkradoknh ds eukscy dks blus c<+k;k] pkgs izR;{k :i ls gks] pkgs ijks{k
:i ls gksA blls mudks izksRlkgu feykA bldks bZekunkjh ls Lohdkj
djuk pkfg,A ;fn bldks bZekunkjh ls Lohdkj ugha djrs gSa rks viuh
psruk ls] vius pSrU; ls fo'okl?kkr djrs gSaA eSa vkSj dksbZ ckr ugha
dguk pkgrk gwaA ysfdu bruk dguk pkgrk gwa fd bldks Lohdkj djuk
pkfg, fd blds dkj.k gh vkradokfn;ksa dks izksRlkgu feykA mUgksaus ;g
Hkh ns[kk fd blls igys yksxkas us dqN phtsa r; dh Fkha] xzqi vkWQ fefuLVlZ
us dqN phtsa ,izwo dh Fkha vkSj izËkku ea=h th ls iwNk Hkh x;k Fkk fd D;k
QsMjy ,tsalh cusxhA eq>s irk gS fd 2004 esa izËkkuea=h th us dgk Fkk fd
ge cuk,axsA ysfdu ugha cuhA esjs ikl x`g ea=ky; }kjk fn;k x;k
vkadM+k gS] bl chp eas brus tcnZLr rjhds ls iwjs ns'k ds vanj vkradokn
dk izdksi c<+rk x;k] LFkkuh; vkËkkj ij yksxksa dks lkFk ysdj mUgkassus viuk

deZ djuk 'kq: dj fn;kA vkadM+ksa ds vuqlkj 625 ftyksa esa 258 ftys
fdlh u fdlh :i esa vkradokn dh pisV eas gSA vkadM+k ljdkj dk gSA
blesa 16 jkT;ksa ds 192 ftys ekvksokfn;ksa ds dCts  esa gSaA vHkh gekj
lhrkjke th dg jgs Fks fd ys∂V dk uke D;ksa j[kk gSA ;s ekvksoknh gSa]
blfy, eSa dg jgk gwa] 16 jkT;ksa ds 192 ftys ekvksokfn;ksa ds dCts esa gSa]
20 ftys ikfdLrku ls lapkfyr etgch tsgkb ds dCts esa gSaA esjk ;g
dguk gS fd tc budks yxus yxk fd dgha u dgha ls f<ykbZ cjrh tk
jghgS] dgha us dgha ls bl izdkj dh fLFkfr dk fuekZ.k gksrk tk jgk gS]
ftlds dkj.k gekj ≈ij izHkkoh f'kdatk yxuk pkfg,] og ugha yx
ik,xkA vkSj blfy, l= foLrfjr gksrs jgsA mlh dk urhtk gqvk fd
eqEcbZ dh ?kVuk gqbZA eSa ;g ugha fxukuk pkgrk fd fdruh ?kVuk,a gqbZ gSa]
D;ksafd eSaus fiNyh ckj bldk mYys[k fd;k FkkA ysfdu eSa ;g t:j
dguk pkgrk gwa fd ijks{k :i ls izksDlh okj] izR;{k :i ls lhËks geyk
blckr us gedks izsfjr fd;k ;g dkuwu cukus ds fy, vkSj bl dkuwu ds
ekË;e ls ;g dksbZ :d tk,xk] ;gh eku dj pysa] eSa ,slk ugha le>rk
gwaA blesa fuf'pr :i ls gesa fopkj djus dh vko';drk gS fd tks Hkh
gekjk dkuwu cu jgk gS ftlesa cgqr ls yksxkasa us rFkk ;spqjh th us Hkh dbZ
ns'kksa dk mnkgj.k fn;k fd brus yksx tsy esa iM+s gq, gSaA dbZ yksxksa us dgk
fd iksVk dk nq:i;ksx gqvkA eSa dguk pkgwaxk] vknj.kh; fpnEcje th ;gka
cSBs gq, gSa] eSa mudk Ë;ku vkdf"kZr djuk pkgrk gwa fd vki gh us 1985 esa
VkMk is'k fd;k Fkk vkSj VkMk blfy, yk;k x;k Fkk fd ml le; iatkc esa
vkradokn dk izdksi FkkA mldks lanfHkZr djrs gq, VkMk dkuwu yk;k x;k
FkkA VkMk dkuwu esa igyh ckj vkradokn dks ifjHkkf"kr fd;k x;k vkSj
vkradokn dks ifjHkkf"kr djrs gq, ;g r; fd;k x;k fd vkradokn ds
fy, vxj dkuwu cukuk gS rks vkradokn tSlk dkuwu cuuk pkfg,A

eSa bl 'kCn dk tkucw>dj iz;ksx dj jgk gwa] rkfd vkradoknh ;g
le>s fd ;g bruk izcy dkuwu gS] ftl izcy dkuwu ds f'kdats ls og
cp ugha ldrk gSA blfy, VkMk dh tks dM+kbZ dh xbZ vkSj vktdy
yksx ppkZ djrs gSa fd brus yksx jgs vkSj yksxksa dks bruk d"V fn;k x;k] rks
og rks vkradokn dks Ë;ku esa j[kdj] mlds vuq:i dkuwu cuk FkkA ;g
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nqHkkZX; gS fd mldk nq:i;ksx gqvk gS] ugha rks og izHkkoh gksrkA mldk
nq:i;ksx] blfy, og Hkh x;k] fQj ckn esa iksVk dkuwu cukA og iksVk
dkuwu Hkh vkradokn dks Ë;ku eas j[kdj cuk Fkk] og vkradoknh nq'eu
dks Ë;ku esa j[kdj cuk FkkA og fdlh individual vijkËkh dks Ë;ku ea
j[kdj ugha cuk FkkA ;fn og fdlh individual vijkËkh dks Ë;ku esa
j[kdj curk] rks eSa vki lc yksxksa dk leFkZu djrkA ftUgksaus dgk fd
brus fnu D;ksa j[kk tk jgk gS] brus fnu dk D;ksa le; fn;k tk jgk gS] 180
fnu dk le; D;ksa fn;k tk jgk gS] rc 'kk;n eSa ;g dgrk fd ;g xyr
fd;k tk jgk gSA ysfdu vkradoknh dks Ë;ku esa j[kdj dkuwu cuk;k tk
jgk gS vkSj ,sls vkradoknh dks Ë;ku esa j[kdj dkuwu cu jgk gS] tks
vkradoknh gekjs ≈ij proxy war ds :i esa geyk dj jgk gSA ,d
nq'eu ns'k dk O;fDr gekjs ≈ij vkdj geyk dj jgk gS vkSj geyk
djds gesa destanilise djuk pkgrk gSA blds fy, ftruk dM+s ls dM+k
naM gks ldrk gS] mruk dM+s ls dM+k naM nsuk gekjk dŸkZO; Hkh curk gS]
vkSj ns'k ds fgr ds fy, curk gS] blhfy, rks iksVk dkuwu cuk FkkA iksVk
dkuwu dks ;g dgdj blfy, fujLr fd;k x;k fd ;g rks cM+k ÿwj
dkuwu gSA vjs! vkradokfn;ksa ds lkFk ÿwjrk ugha fn[kk,axs] rks vkSj D;k
fn[kk,axsA gesa muds lkFk ÿwjrk fn[kkuh iM+sxhA egksn;] gekjk iwjk le;
gSA eSa ;g dguk pkgrk Fkk fd ge vxj ;g Ë;ku esa j[kdj ppkZ djsaxs] rks
'kk;n er fHkUurk cgqr de gksxhA vxj ge ;g Ë;ku esa j[kdj ppkZ
djsaxs fd vkradoknh] vkradoknh gS] ml vkradoknh ds fy, dkuwu cu
jgk gSA ;fn vkradoknh ds fy, dkuwu cu jgk gS] rks gesa mlh ds vuqlkj
O;ogkj djuk pkfg,A bleas Hkh tks 90 fnu vkSj fQj 180 fnu dk fd;k
x;k gS fd mldh fgjklr esa j[kk tk ldrk gS] rks eSa le>rk gwa fd bldks
djuk pkfg, vkSj bleas dksbZ gtZ ugha gSA bl ij fdlh izdkj dh fj;klr
djus dh t:jr ugha gSA vkius tekur ds ckjs esa leniency cjrh gS]
ysfdu iksVk esa leniency ugha FkhA tc rd mldk vijkËk [kRe ugha gksrk
gS] tc rd vfËkdkjh ugha dg nsrk gS] rc rd tekur ugha nh tk,xh] ;g
ckr dgh xbZ gSA blfy, mldks bl rjhds ls ysus dh t:jr gS vkSj
bldks ml <ax ls djus dk iz;Ru fd;k x;kA ekU;oj] eSa ;g dguk

pkgwaxk fd dkuwu mlh fglkc ls cuuk pkfg,A tks QSMjy ,tsalh dh ckr
dgh gS] ;g jk"V™h; vUos"k.k vfHkdj.k dh ckr dgh tk jgh gS] ;g eSa
blfy, dguk pkgrk gwa fd igys gh r; gks x;k Fkk fd QSMjy ,tsalh
cuuh pkfg,] ysfdu ;g ysV cuh gSA lHkh xqIrpj foHkkx vius&vius
rjhds ls dke dj jgs gSaA mlds fy, ;g ckr Hkh vkbZ Fkh fd Group of

ministers us tks igys r; fd;k Fkk fd ,d eYVh ,tsalh lSV&vi dh
tk,] mldh flQkfj'k djus dh ckr dh FkhA [kqfQ;k C;wjks ds rgr
,tsafl;ka cukbZ xbZ FkhaA igyh eYVh ,tsalh joint task force intelli-

gence xbZ Fkh] ysfdu bldks LVkQ u nsus ds dkj.k] ;g dk;kZfUor ugha gks
ikbZ bldk ;g ifj.kke gqvk fd gesa ;g lkjh nqnZ'kk ns[kuh iM+h] ;g ugha
fd;k x;k FkkA tc rd bleas lkeatL; LFkkfir djrs gq, dke ugah fd;k
tk,xk] rc rd ugha gksxkA dkuwu ds rgr tks yksx fxj∂rkj gksaxs] mldk
Rofjr :i ls fuLrkj.k gks lds] blds fy, tks vHkh jk"V™h; vUos"k.k
vfHkdj.k cuk;k x;k gS vkSj ftlesa lafoËkku dh igyh lwph dk gokyk
nsdj ;g ckr vk jgh gS fd jkT;ksa ls iwNk ugha x;k gS] ;g ckr lgh gS fd
ns'k dh ,drk vkSj v[kaMrk dks Ë;ku esa j[krs gq, dsUnz ljdkj vius
fglkc ls dke dj ldrh gS vkSj lkekU; rkSj ij igyh lwph ds varxZr
jkT;ksa dks viuh dkuwu O;oLFkk dks LFkkfir djus ds fy, iwjh Lok;Ÿkrk
gSA ysfdu tc jk"V™h; ,drk vkSj v[kaMrk dks [krjk iSnk gksrk gS] dsUnzh;
ljdkj] lSUV™y xouZesaV mlds vuq:i fu.kZ; ys ldrh gSA ysfdu
O;ogkfjdrk dk rdktk Fkk lHkh jkT;ksa ls vxj ,d ckj okrkZ gks xbZ gksrh]
rks T;knk vPNk gksrkA

,d feuV] mlds vuqlkj lkjh phtsa gks ldrh FkhaA vHkh ;g ckr
dgh tk jgh gS] ysfdu eSa x`gea=h th ls bruk t:j pkgwaxk fd lsaV™y dh
tks ,tsalht gSa] jkW gS] vkbZ-ch- gS] Mh-vkbZ-,- gS] ;s lHkh ,tsalht Lora= :i
ls dke dj jgh gSaA vkbZ-ch- ds phQ fe- fxjh'k lDlsuk dh ,d fjiksVZ
Fkh] ml fjiksVZ ds varxZr mUgksaus dgk Fkk fd geus viuh tks flQkfj'ksa nh
Fkh] muds fopkjkËkhu ykxw ugha fd;k x;kA mUgksaus flQkfj'k esa dgk Fkk fd
geas vkbZ-ch- esa de ls de rhl gtkj QhYM eas M~;wVh djus okys vkneh
pkfg,] dkaLVscy pkfg,] ysfdu iwjk LVkQ V~osUVh Qkbo FkkmtsaM dk gSA
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dsoy rhu gtkj ikap lkS yksx QhYM esa dke djus okys gSaA eSa pkgawxk fd
bls vkSj c<+kus dh vko';drk gSA blh rjhds ls mUgsa vkSj lqlfTtr djus
dh t:jr gSA vkËkqfudre gfFk;kjksa vkSj ckdh lkjh phtksa ls mUgsa O;ofLFkr
djus dh vko';drk gSA iqfyl dks fjQkWeZ djus dh t:jr gSA vxj
bls <ax ls djsaxs rks fuf'pr :i ls ge ftruk dk;Z djuk pkgrs gSa] mruk
dj ldsaxsA lc djus ds ckn ,d iz'u t:j [kM+k gksrk gS fd dkuwu curs
gSa] ysfdu dkuwu dk leqfpr rkSj ij fÿ;kUo;u ugha gksrk] bfEIyesaVs'ku
ugha gksrk gSA mls dSls bfEiyesaV djk;k tk,] ;fn bl ij T;knk Ë;ku nsaxs
rks T;knk vPNk gksxkA dfiy flCcy th us dbZ izdkj dh ckrsa dgha] os
dsoy mŸkj izR;qŸkj esa jg x, Fks] eSa muls vkSj vkids ekË;e ls x`g ea=h
ls vkxzg d:axk fd fel;wt rks phtksa dk gksrk gS] bldk Hkh fel;wt gksrk]
bldk fel;wt u gksus ik,] bldh fpark djsaA phtksa dks fÿ;kfUor djus
dk izHkkoh rkSj ij dk;Z djsaxs rks esjk iwjk fo'okl gS fd ftl ea'kk ds
vkËkkj ij ;g dkuwu cuk;k tk jgk gS] og dkuwu lQyhHkwr gksxk vkSj vkxs
pydj bl dkuwu dk iz;ksx djds vk, gq, vkradokfn;ksa dks tks idM+k
tk,xk] ge muds fo:º dk;Zokgh dj ldsaxsA


