TeeviT Taure war
GHTUTT T2
§TauTay ©F sy ArgaT ¥ dfun GTHT=g OTSw Tl
SUSTR, b4 #TE, | 996/9T57 23 | | 9| 84T}

qEYT @ 275

| WTE, 1996 @1 LY TTaTT TéE fassT ¥ faow e ®
A ST vEd T @ETAT ¥ Foas T ot 4T achiRerg ate st
GTAETT 9Ta¥ & &Y & aaTofad amareats arouT ¥ o7ew wad v
W1 BTT 978 Y ¢TTT FalTRmTe & oF GuAT & ag d are ¥
ATFTIT ITET o | &6 quAT & &TT & OT7RTT segy metan ¥ arfew
a1 ESTITT ¥R gy frerfafan oy fear @ -

(W

AT & 9T gy oY wET 4T 2 s audd ¥ wed a7 eTdaTeT
Fgf g T 4&¥ 7TaT T 2, Im: Y oTOPeEm alt ov

BT ®TOTT 3¢9 a9y 4¢Y 2 | aTeaa ¥ foa fofy o1 war
GET AT 2, @ -7 quAT § a2 aarur T 2 )

i | | . &5, JoaT
wfaa



DELHZI LEGISLAT IVE ASSEMBLY
| BULLETIN PART~IT
(GENERAL INFORMATION RELATING TO LEGISLATIVE AND OT'IZR MATT RS )
Wednesday, August 14, 1996/shravan 23, 1913 (saka)

#0276« .

On Ist August, 1996, shri Ramvir Singih Bidhuri
nad desired to know that rate Of nis notice of Breaciy of
Privilege under Rule 64 given by him and shri Deep Chand
Bandhu against Shri Madan Lal ihurana gqp allegledly

‘making Maseless charges against Shri P.V. Narsimha Rao anda

Smt. Tajdar Babar, On this notice the Hon'ble Speaker
has given the' following order : '
"The notice is inadinissible ab initio, since
there is nothing in the House proceedings to
substantiate what has been stated in the
notice. "It does not also state as to what
~actually has been said and on which date",

' P.N. GUPTA
SLECRETARY
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