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MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
may contillue his speech tomorrow. Now 
we sh~di take up the Half-'dn-hour Dis-
cussion. 

17.30 hn. 

HALF-AN-HOI)R DISCUSSION 
DJFFUSJON OF OWNEtr.S~l11' or NEW~-

papers 
SHRI C. K. CHANDRAPPAN (Telli-

cherry): At the very outset, I would like 
to make a request to the hon. Minister 
that he should not give a very formal 
anu an evasive reply to this. Why J 
8m saying this is because I have been 
going through the records and perhaps 
he will remember that this is the 20th 
year after the Pres5 Commission had re-
commended that there should be certain 
basic reforms in the field of Press. 

ments, but, as you know, today w. are 
beina made to buy the bundle of 'ad-
vertisements printed and not the Dews in 
the new_ers. That i_ the lituation 
today. ThCY also laid that News Alen-
cies like PTI UNI should be made a 
corporation. These 'are some of the im-
portant recommendations maqc by the 

Press Commission. They alao aaid that 
a watchful eye should be kept to see 
how the monopoly is bringing the Pres.~ 

under their grip. These were the main 
features of their recommendations. 

After th'at, ao many statements were 
made and particularly, after the 1971 
Elections in which We., all came here, 
the Prime Minister assured that the di-
ffusion of ownership and the delinkinl of 
the press from the industrial houses will 
be made. The Law Minister, Shri Gok-
hale, said that the Press in India sbould 
forthwith cease to be the mouth-ieee of a 
few and should reflect the crosa-currenls 

It was in 1954 that people like Dr. C. of the public opinion of this country. 
P. R'amaswamy Iyer, Dr. Zakir Husain, Shri Raghunatha Reddy, the Minister. 
Shri Chalapati Rau and others-they wer~ who was in charge of Comp'aay Affairs 
th~ members of the Press Commission- at that time. said that havinl delin1ced 
made their recommendations. Nobody the commercial banks from the induatrial 
will say that they were big revolutiona- houses, it is time to free newapaper, aJao 
rics or even left-minded people. But from their grip and that the ending of 
even they could not believe what was ha- Ibe monopolistic hold over all waIks of 
ppening in the field of nesp'opers, in the - life should begin at the newspapers' end. 
world of newlpapers. 

One of them. Dr. C. P. Ramaswamy 
Tycr, after the enquiry stated: 

"I went in as a great frieo;! of news-
papers. I came out thoroughly 
disillusioned." 

That was the 'kind of picture 'a person 
like Dr. C. P. R.amaswamy Tyer depict-
ed before the country. 

The Press Commialion recommended 
that there should be diffusion of owner-
ship and control of the lIewspapers ahoa1d 
be with the journalists &lid witb the em-
ployees and the shares should be distri-
buted in such a muaer. A pricc-paae 
echeme should be iatroduced to avoid un-
fair competition between Ilia BIId lIDan 

. .Dewapapen. ODIy.to per cent of the 
__ ............. tor ........ 

I am saying all these to imrre8~ upon 
the House that tbis was the declared 
policy. This had the general approval 
from the ruling party side, from the jour-
nalists, the Federation of Working 10ur-
ualOO and the newspAper employetl and 
every one in the country wanted the 
dDfusion of ownership and the delinking 
of the press from the industrial hou_ to 
be made. But what happened is IDOre 
illtereltiaa. I haft some old 1I1I1Ires, 
New fisures are Dot avaIlable. If poai-
ble, I bope tbe Minister will give us these· 
Ipres. In 1952 the monopoly press con-· 
trolled 50 per cent of Ibe jonmalJ. After 
18 yean. in 1970 It became 70 per eeat 
control and iu bil cities It fa 80 per cent 
they ftre contl'OIlina. ADd thiI II the 
kind of picture wblch n •. Sir. When 
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we speak of the freedom of the press, 
generally, a big hue and cry is being 
made by the monopoly praa in thia 
country. When Nandini Satpathi first 
,declared that who would bring forward 
a Bill for the diffusion of ownership of 
the newspapers all the big papers in the 
country-the Hindustan" Times, the 
Times of India, the Statesman, etc.-all 
made a hue and cry saying freedom of 
opinion is in trouble. Some of these jour-
uals even said that freedom is in peril, 
take arms and fight. They all thought 
that it is an attempt on the part of the 
Government to intervene and to dictate 
'what the Press should write or what the 
Press should not write, What we mean is 
this. When we speak of diffusion of 

,ownership and delinking of the Press 
from the industrial houses, what We mean 
is that there should be a free press in 
'the country and free pres~ does not mean 
a press which is owned by just two or 
'three per cent of the people, the big busi-
ness people, because they are, in the 
name of public opinion, in the name of 

"freedom of opinion, etc, voice their in-
terests only and they ar~ really emitting 
their old outmoded 18th century ideas 
--in the name ()f the freedom of the Press. 
'We 'don't want this to happen. When we 
'say diffusion of owne"hip and de linking 
of the Press from the grip of the indus-

'trial houses what we mean is that the 
journalists should have a say. The 
workers in the Press must hav= their say. 

"'The readership in the country must have 
'their say. This is the kind of formula 
which was what the Government had 
promised which should be evolved. And 
a Bill moo be immediately brought for-
ward in this regard and there is no point 

.. in jult saying: 'We will bring, we will 
'bring'. We have been hearing this for the 
'Iast so mBllY yean. We have been hear-
ing thie for the last, four yean :centinu-

'Ol1Ily. For'the lut 20 years this has betn 
a ltied of Ilogan. We had to wait for 22 
years afte r the ,congress baving adopted 
'the R.eIohltion for the Nationa1isaticm of 
Banb and only after 22 yein they In-
troduc:ed a Bill in the House to natiaa-

,atile the bilJ banb in thiI coUDtry. That 
ill the wB"I ,thlnga are movingl 

Sir, certain matters have got to be 
taken into account when we look at the 
situation of the Press in India today. 
What is the view of the Editor'l What i8 
the real editorial freedom? What is the 
freedom of the journalists in assessing a 
situation and writing a story? They have 
been saying this very recently. If you 
had gone through the monopoly p,esses 
In the country, you would have seen that 
the monopoly presses had written: Con-
~ress party had heen wiped out in UP, 
in Orissa and everywhere, Editorials were 
written, what will happen to th~ country 
after this. I am sure the journal ists who 
went there would not have liked to write 
like that. But it was the dictates of the 
Tatas and Birlas and the big industrial 
houses who are asking th~ newspapers 
what they should write, 

There is an interesting thing about these 
editors and this was .aid by Mr, G, N. 
Acharya, a Journalist. About editorial 
freedom. when he was "peaking or the 
editors. he said: Most of the editors par-
ticularly those of the big ;'lapcr~ are in the 
position of the character in the Elezabe-
than play who said, 'you ~annol ravish 
me; I am so willing', That kind of atti-
tude has heen created by these very in-
dustrial houses on the editor's activity 
and initiative and free thinking and 
their free assessments have been killed 
by these monopoly houses. There are 
various examples if you take the Con-
gress split, the Presidential election, the 
Bank Nationalisation. the legislation re-
garding the Privy Purses. and very re-
cently, regarding the recent elections. If 
you take all these things Y9U can see 
very clearly that the monopoly press in 
the country had presented the mOlt 
vulgar and distorted type of picture ~bout 
the whole developmentl, Th~,t was not 
the objective situation as they were try-
·ing to depict. Thete big industrial housel-
were only malting the press the mouth-
piece of reaction, of obscursntist idees 
and they are taking them to the lap of 
imperialism. This ill what is happening 
in the world of pret18 In the name of preaa 
freedit:lm. A few IndUltrial houses wbo 
"'-~dwnilll' it>- 'bilotrtlllhig'eYen tile 
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thinking of the people now and the think-
.ing of the people to come. 

Regarding the PTI and the UNI, I 
would like to know specifically from the 
bon. Minister whether ht has made up 
his mind to make these two neW!! agen-
cies corporations which could then be 
brought under the scm tiny of this Par-
liament so that to that extent the people 
will have a say about the func: 'oning of 
lhese bodies. 

Regarding the diffusion of ownership 
and the delinking of the neWSDapers 
from the industrial houses, I would like 
to ask a specific question of the hon. 
Minister. If he has nol made up his 
mind to bring forward a comprehensive 
Bill, an all-pervasive DiJI. I would like 
to know whether he will take the inter-
mediary step of delinking the press from 
the industrial houses. That is an im-
l'Ortant step forward to reach the desired 
goal. 

So, I would like the hon. Minister to 
give specific answers to the following 
points which I have raised. firstly. imme-
diate delinking of the press from the in-
dustrial houses, secondly, taking steps to 
make . the PTI and the UNI into corpo-
ratio,!s,. and lastly the bringing forward 
of a Bill. For Heaven's sake, the hon. 
Minister ' should not say that he is dis-
cussing and seriously thinking and he 
will come forward with a Bill. We have 
been hearing this for the last five years, 
and in this House itself at least 20 times 
thi. BDlwer has been repeated. We do 
not want to hear it for the twenty-first 
lime ...• 

MR. CHAIRMAN: Then, what does he 
want him to say? 

'SHU C. K.. CHANDRAPPAN: He 
1ibou1cJ say that he would come forward 
with the Bill durin, thi. session itself. 
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