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Highlights of Press Briefing 13 January, 2021

Dr. Abhishek M. Singhvi, MP & Spokesperson AICC addressed the media
via video conferencing, today.

ST, AT " et 7 gl foF § oI 9067 UF d9gd of T IIGL0 AT ATl
%, 3 Al &, AT FIAT T, 397 I AT 39T 6 L AR I AT 3T T
FT 3T THH ATAAIT IFAH ATITAT KT AT = qG1 AT, T TR F T FICATHT
H T ZH Feg LRI A 63T § 3T ST 29 Feg LR A 6347 8, a1 91 I g, av
g sy g o foaT ara=ia &, fomr et AatEer & s & T =7 7,

qfeetsh TMHA § ATATATT T f6FT Igad == § TF Uihsae, Th gl wmd Tl
wed TR g & gae s-arfreatfea Faeeas & avg @ T gae fargmtaeT & #1aa
& qgo =T & AEE-TaE BT, FEm-emet B, s & aga 197 @, 1o 5l

H THE AT IT-ATT IITZLOT HET | AT AT8dT gl

ue T g T 11 faeaw, 2020 F7 seEiems F @y ATi=et &7 T2 ¥ U gLl AT
T W2, 15 fawaw, 2020 Fr AT TR &G aTE T AT AT H T A TAd
FAT 6 AT | St 7 T & aareu & s e ReEme-Emd R,
TR, I &7 IEATaST ST, AT AT FAT AT T ATehl H T Fa gs, FM1h
AT T 8, AT ST F g ST FHIAA FIqa< A7 g IT T ST & T8 Hdl (hdT
T AEE-IEE AT A7 e & a2 Fa a2 7 vy @1 A9 et aE |9, &
- AT 51T, 11 fagaw 3w 15 fagaw &n a=t & sa 22 fagaw
TARHAT ATHT F o T § ATH FIE T 3, S H 919 g — “this CPIO does
not hold any record in this matter.” Tt S ot = w%ﬁ:ﬁmﬁrﬁm, i
o, 8 T, 19 |1 ST g, FF 97 Titeq 9T, Fa e, w0 fifew g, e
FBl §, Hls (h(E Aal g, Pl ZEATasl dgl g, Hls TH dgl gl 6 dra9g 11
AL, AT | &l AT T8, A 13 qady g, SPAW AT 9T 96T § US
AT fo=T ST 8, e 5-6 977 UTE 8, S FEd © % 29 9 gARATH AT T
T | THCIT I9T T Tg 8, T g9 a7 TAqhHgHl, ST FeATs M5 & T gad e of
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AEE-EW Y FEm-Fwmd 98 T, 7 92 81 g9 FFar g feEe-Ewd &7 2w
AT ZAFATHT TS T 2
T ATThT IFAH ~ATATAT F gARATHT o T27 2, 3, 10, 12, 13 < 14 | oo T 7y

AT T Ao 7Y q1e § g1 Tehr v o qia 10 e % sfew S8 9¥ e s,
aft Ter TgT 2R § s Y AT 8 gATe a7 & sraehr A faa sy

=Y 97 U1, ST gAwAAT 2, T oft ey B S fAEe-Em @ srem-ee i
TH 979 T T 8, TN qa¥ A U g oaeht T, T T g, T WATRRAT 1 T ST TAAT
TANAYOT A5l grar af AT AT gl

TF 97 | FEd & & gA9 a9 2000 § [® FHET FATS, AT AT Egriaewr &
FHLYT gl UH | Fgd g (o gAd Higd UFe a1 2003 ¥ 3w 2017 H| &g gt
g, HISHd TaFe aa™T ¥ Si-Fdeeed grar g 2020 F sAifedd & aua #| § 781 aw=ra71
o e &1 # A &1 a7 FaAert &1 Gt ot T F=E &7 ar 9o uae
ST 2003 3% 2017 %, AT T =IST ST THTOT HTd gl a7 THIOT F:2d g 1o U =6

T I AT &L T AH HTAA g g1 20 Q0T G Tl (6dT ST qha Tl ITH
I TR & Tal ©, SAAT HISA FIA § Fal A7 T JTefered v o ¥ fAdwea

g, T &Afeerd g T a7 978 A7 7 9Te, UH HIIA &l SqAT9T| A1 38 d1<, ST d 4 HIA
fam aru €, 5aw vEr wrg oft fAser A sitver 721 R )

3q ¥ ulthefae Figar g T T g9+ agq udlse Foeeed &t & orr za fowg &g
T2 T, AT S T T gl T TSI &l a1 g FF11h S AT AT gAFATH | 3@ g 5| Thodh
ST ART g T8 8, a1 JHI0d gl AT & 39 AR F 3T F TATO 3l 1T 8 39
AETAS & ward | & A 919 UF FO & UF 9o H7 Uh TOUTE Tl g, o
fe@Tar g & var fA=Eme-fawst gam zaet qaaa g & e y=mw a7 srodht & i
Tol gl 39T, TF gloe, AW AEHI, S[AdT SATEH, AT IFad I Hl AT Tgl
GISd| ITH U FFGTAT ¢, T STFHTEAT 81 Ik AT ToAd T g, T
T g ST 297 3T oW aHY F q7er |7 Fgr a1 2

T Fa qTE AT A & [ S Afedd odr 7 ¥, v ey |, e 29 drnd=
FT AT 99d 8, T8l I U (9 & §f F=m-fEme & f5ar ann & 42 &, a0 &
ST ®, AT 67 SaTsTi 1 dIEd gu, hd gU, Ted HYd gu I 971 1 )

THF FATET § ATAT a7 FT T FHT UF aTqd AT EF T AT o0 FOa-F0

SHTIOTT T AT & 1o S8 T3 & @< Al el &l AIGH dal AT o T TH1L HT AT
FATHE S ATAT & ST H 3T ATE H FIA ah [&qa< § I Ao T 7 A7 918




H AT ST SATEHT S Tfecsh SIHT T F4T a7d F4d &, TR | AT 7ar g o et
AgTTE ¥ U T el el TLHTH o ST T TH 7 6 ST hl 916 T 24T
THHT THIT T gl 2003 @ &9+, 2017 @7 A+ i7 g a0 ff F9er e
afefaat it o S=@t oo, 9 3@ S A9 S 41 H FAT AT - T TF q9 off 5
ATEHTT &1 TG Feg ALHIL FT HIU o ATAA H TH T H AT AT T
FTIA TTE FEA T FALTIE ATHRTT &5 g Tal gl THITOT are-ame 2003 #, 2017 &
AATAT gT Aied UFed yeqrad 0 Tu, Sest §9 fFEer a7 oo Jie 7 &7
T TAT AITGF & F| =T Aled U A T 3297 AT [ T T Tl T&=qrad F:7
T2 gl AT FTHF T 8, AT =0 o oW T TH Ao FiedAT AT &8, qal HLAT
ATRd &, Aol HU| T AT T &, ITH1 AT UET fawed fa=am w47 71 7 g2 a1 2019
EZEAl

2020 § HT TF AT O ®AT F U ATAT AT & FADI 6 UH FIAT 6 997 F| TH
S| aTar g 15 @%, 2020 FNl SF § AT A 8 TeATILr 3 TAT AT, Afeal Th
AT AT Hohd Aol & [ S0 TR & AT ATLATT g TLHTL o AT A AT a1
2 o g oty Sft 7 =7 FoReft sfie & |iesr Uee a910 9 2017 AT, a7 J8l o ¥ 8 a7
SHHI ZH A TTE, Fgl AT T Hohl qF Aal gl AATHE SHUT TIHIL & 33T AT IaAT
B =E arg g, Sradr avw & argel oAt e Foecas ¥ ST T 3gaw
ATATAT & 3t 180 =Y foradia g w8 €1 S99 SATET AeiAT TR Heae i gl qeha T
g?

Dr. Abhishek Manu Singhvi said- Friends, This is a serious example of the

Central government misleading the Hon’ble Apex Court and misrepresenting
to the people of India. The passage of legislations is an act of deception,
dupery, and defrauding.

1. On 11.12.2020, Ms Anjali Bhardawaj applied for RTI seeking the
information at Pg 1 of her application, as follows:

“1. As per the decision taken in the meeting of the committee of
secretaries (CoS) held on 10t January, 2014 regarding the
prelegislative Consultation Policy (PLCP), every
Department/Ministry is required to proactively place in the
domain all proposed legislations for a minimum period of 30
days. Kindly provide information (indicating the exact website
address) where the following were proactively made available as
per the PLCP.



a)Farmers Produce Trade and Commerce (Promotion and
Facilitation) Ordinance, 2020 the farmers (empowernment and
Protection) agreement on price Assurance and Farm services
Ordinance, 2020 and the essential commodities (Amendment)
Ordinance, 2020.

b) Farmers Produce Trade and Commerce (Promotion and
Facilitation) Act, 2020 the farmers (empowernment and
Protection) agreement on price Assurance and Farm services Act,
2020 and the essential commodities (Amendment) Act, 2020.

2.The central Informatio n ~ Commission in its decision
(CIC/SG/C/2010/0003450004000/8440) dated 7.07.2010, directed
that a credible mechanism be put in place for proactive and
timely disclosure of draft legislations in the public domain, as
required under Section 4(1)(c) of the RTI Act, during the process
of their formulation and before finalization. Kindly provide
information on procedure adopted to proactively disclose the
drafts of the following”

2. The response to the above on 22.12.2020 was “this CPIO does not hold
any record in this matter.”

3. Another RTI was filed by the same person on 15.12.2020 seeking the
information listed at Pg 1 of her application, as follows:

“1.Dates of all consultations held to discuss the proposed laws
prior to the promulgation of the Ordinances in June, 2020.

2. Copy of Minutes of all meetings/Consultations held to discuss
the proposed laws prior ro the promulgation of the Ordinances in
june, 2020.

3.List of persons who attended each of the
meetings/consultations held to discuss the proposed laws prior
to the promulgation of the ordinances in june, 2020

4.List of experts and farmer groups with whom consultations
were held on the proposed laws prior to the promulgation of the
ordinances in june, 2020

5.names of States with whom Consultations were held on the
proposed laws prior to the promulgation of the Ordinances in
june, 2020.

6.copy of comments/communications sent by the states with
whom consultations were held on the proposed laws prior to the
promulgation of the Ordinances in june, 2020.”

4. On 22.12.2020 this was also disposed of in the same words

4



“this CPIO does not hold any record in this matter.”
5. An affidavit verified on 11.01.2021 and attested by the Secretary in the
Govt of India in the Ministry of Agriculture and Farmer welfare was
filed in the Hon’ble Supreme Court. .
6. In Para 2 of this Affidavit, the Modi Government stated that the
Affidavit is being filed “for the purpose of dispelling the erroneous
notion that the protestors have peddled that the Central Government
and the Parliament never had any consultative process or examination
of issues by any Committee before passing of the laws in question”
7. A similar statement is repeated in Para 3.
8. The only details given in this regard in the same government affidavit
are
a. In Para 10, reference is made to setting up of the so called Guru
Committee in Dec, 2000.

b. Reference is made in para 12 to the Model APMC Act in 2003 and
Rules thereafter.

c. Reference is made again in para 12 to the Report of Empowered
Committee of some state ministers in 2013.

d. Reference is made in para 13 to the Working Group on agricultural
production in 2010.

e. Reference is made in para 14 to the Draft Model Act of 2017
circulated to all states for adoption titled “The State Agricultural and
Livestock Marketing (Facility and Development) Act, 2017”

9. Thereafter the Affidavit straight away jumps to the following quoted
conclusions in Para’s 17 and 20 as quoted below:

“17. It is submitted that Government of India has been, thus,
actively and intensively with the States for about two decades to
achieve objectives of reforms to provide accessible and barrier
free market system for better price realization but states either
showed reluctance to adopt the reforms in true spirit or made
partial or cosmetic reforms.”

“20. The above referred would show that there had been an
elaborate consultative process and procurement of views of
various programs faces by the farmers through the committee
and no harried decision is taken.”

10.No other information or details are given in the affidavit regarding pre-
legislative consultations.

11. The following averments in Para’s 38, 39 and 40 (i) are also relevant:



“38. That the facts stated in this affidavit are true and correct to
my knowledge based on record maintained by the office of the
deponent.

39. The above referred Affidavit is filed only to remove a
deliberate wrong perception created systematically by non-
farmer elements present at the protest site and using
media/social media and to apprise this Hon’ble Court with true
facts.

“40 (i) The legislations are not hurriedly made but is a
result of two decades of deliberations.”

12.It is thus clear that there are serious attempts at prevarication,
distortion, misrepresentation and misleading of the nation, the Hon’ble
Apex court and all relevant stakeholders, apart from indulging in
blatantly contumacious conduct. Not even perfunctory, much less any
meaningful pre legislative consultation was attempted, much less done
by the Modi government.

13.Subsequently, these evil laws were rammed down the throat of
Parliament and all discussion, analysis and interaction was guillotined
in the temple of democracy.

14.1t is thus clear that the government has attempted to fool all the people
of India all the time by practising falsehoods on stilts. Unfortunately,
they have not even spared the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

15.These developments show that there is no coherence in what the
government says and what it does.

16. Furthermore, the following illustrates how there was in-fact a volte-face
and somersault by the government in suddenly proposing the three evil
farm laws, without any pre consultation whatsoever and in complete
and stark variance from the intention of the government itself prior to
the sudden presentation of these bills in Parliament.

17.Well aware of the serious lack of legislative competence in the Central
Government in passing uniform all India Acts like the three evil Acts
presently under discussion, the government, both in 2003 and on
December, 23, 2017 was content in proposing Model Acts, leaving it to
the respective state governments to choose or not to choose to adopt
such model law. The content of such model laws was also different



from the current three enactments as passed without discussion in
Parliament.

18.The Hon'ble Finance Minister’s press conferences on 15.05.2020 and
other Government statements thereafter, also gave no indication or
suggestion of the content and contours of the three evil laws introduced
in Lok Sabha in September 14, 2020, passed in Lok Sabha on September
17, 2020, passed in Rajya Sabha on September 20, 2020 with presidential
assent accorded on September 24, 2020.

19.1t is thus clear that the three evil laws were a surprise to all, both within
and outside the government and there could be no possible pre
legislative consultation in this regard.

20.The Acts highlight the government’'s mastery in flimflam, fabrication
and fraudulence.

TF T 9 T a9 g1 7 59 79 § SGHET H7 JTHaAT St 9q7 8, F97 Ihi a9rar
g T 59 T3 % g 9 =9 HTS T TH FIE § 7o i 1 gt g2 =f. Fear
gl [ ST, ga9 T=T THH F1E §, FAGL ST FHIE TATI FHT| Tgf I qIaLer gl
g, STal UT o ATSHIT AT &, qgl ¥ a1q [T gidl g <97 il qT gHA qT 386 FTHA

AT 6T, a7 T AT &, 3Tk ST 39 SAATR9T T2 H29g T ATMg0, TMee qa7
cCl

e Ja¥ &, AT faogd Tal g T8 & [ I AIdrars s § &gl {4 9% 99 1 dal
g, TTohel ATTeh TTR A7 STTERTE & AT Toh ST 3T gARATHT HIHATE &l Bl 7 13 8,
S 9T T I ATT| gl T qT HIHTTEAr Tq A5l g ahdTl F(h qa G0 7,
qa G &l IHHI a7 T AAard g, AT W T g TAT gidl, 3T TS
T AT af 39 gARATH 7, et §9 frawor a7 7 927 a1 71, 399 UF 9 ar
foraT Zrar & S & T sredreer 9T gor 15 6 &I, o THA & A7 T I ATl
FUHI o AT T HITT g2l R ameh, F@TT 9% Fd & 2000 &, 20 T T2l i< 2
A FT=AT €, 2003 =T 2017 99| Fa< i+, |2 & 7 v 919+ g, 37 7 T

T WIH TSIAT GHILT TH AT 0 9 ATl & a9 o ¥ IR0 T 38 | ATTHT &
¢ T a7 33T T & =9 a1d &l T T 97d ¢ [ SEAH AT F =7 a6 U 97
A & g UH AT T2 AT T qT agd THIT T 97 & A1 A1 g T 3gad
ATATAT o g1 o qorreR | ar [Aisra & ¥ #ir2 ft 979 8, 9gf 9 S qrieay g, 5w

FT TET & TATA, ST 33T THAT B




TF AT 1T I T AT a3 g @l g 14 g7 qa=id HL g & A THH &l 7
ft FAET T F7 T AT, TitF A @ e agt ST & a8l Agd, ar $9
FHET AT AN 3T TR dfaedr fraet @ SJrwr? <t ey & #g1 & § sgaw
ATATAT & AT % ATT | FgAT MF9AF Tl THAT, FAIh AT ATST AT g, AT BT TAT
gl ® fOrh sraeht A18 RemET |Tear § FRE & I T F, ST gHA drasiaa w9 7
T@T g AT qHE T FIA T ST AT a7 § Y Sied U ST gral gl HA
T ST AT BIAT g AT AT &9 & Tal gl Hie HIg, TH TN 3T gral gl §
TH A T a7 (oot T2 % 2T g, § U IAgA0 & T § ATTHT, FE HTAT I G
T &, AT STELT Aol T ST ® gil Jerar agad a2 ot 9% w2t 81 F:2 Fre
AL BT Tl §, FI1%h FIAT H T ¥g AT 2l, q(c I8 e &, AT al Sfgd A &l
A | TT TGl a1d ar & T FgdT ATedT o T |1 Aiol HFT gl gt A0

TET, AT I {EAT AT & & &3 7 =S U Sq=q &l 8, TF FU 8d 6l g, TF
AfeRar T g, A7 & FA 1 T gHT AT ATIATAT F A< o6 gl HI Fgl g i &

SEAT ZTET T

AT o, SEAH FTATAT % A9 H [T €7 § SHIET At gidl, 9 gram i UF
TATE BT 3T F iRl ATl Ga< gl 3re grdl o ST 972 479 2, § 19t 67 arq
T TZT g, AT T a1q A5l FT T@T g, AH af Uk ST =iof adl gl | =Af<h =™
&1 AT T TZT § AT ATHAL 61 a1 FT T2T gl 3T 3q Arasiieh &9 7, fSegi =T
AT @ [T g forfea &9 |, ST It 3 g6 Fgl o e 10 @ ST 984 |, ar

A2 =o & s7 afwia 1 S Afas T9Ta § 3% ST ISHET arediad TAd @, a1, T ar
FtAa & 7 fF F9 R0 2 F

FAT A, T T I g ot e &t aeTHhar A5l 8, Fith F o fh 39 91
T ZAIT 1o §H STUT 51 Agl 39 FHET o ATHAA| AT HUT STH ITEl g, AT FHAT IIet
T =TT g1 Afa e = 7 e Gl v of G 3 a9 ¥ o e a9
T TR, 3T SUT Awed graT g, Arcerd grar g oY et T #7107 &, 398 7 faega

T HTLOT T TET I, ST H SATTHT ATARAT T FHgll ST AT Agl ST ATgd (et
AT o T, T T IR ATHRL &7 gl T AL (6g ATTRT 79 Ta AT T 392 H|

On a question about a committee constituted by the Supreme Court, Dr.
Singhvi said- Let me just clarify that it is not necessary now for me to
comment on the Supreme Court orders which has already stands passed. I
only want to remind you of our stand taken publically from this forum, well,
prior to the Supreme Court order of Yesterday, which was that law and public
interest or law and morality can do operate in different spheres in many cases.
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A law may be valid, but, not necessarily in public interest, it may be legally
valid, it may be technically valid, it may be constitutionally valid, that does
not automatically become a proof of public interest. Indeed, I would go to the
extent of saying that a law, when become invalid on a technical ground, on a
lack of procedure, on a lack of competence, but, it may be usually in public
interest, there have been examples like that.

So, the second point we had made was and according to us from inception
tirstly, the way these laws were passed, secondly the way completely any
interaction with the nation was abdicated, which I have proved today again
and thirdly, the fact that there is no competence according to us in the Central
Government to take up this issue at all.

These three things from inception we have felt, were matters of both morality,
of public interest, of emotion, which is totally separate from law and an
addition to law.

Thirdly, coming now to the court order yesterday, there can be no doubt that
any efficacy, strength, effect of any court’s order including the Apex Court,
would be much higher and much stronger in comparison to the startling
revelation, which came yesterday itself, that the names of the individual
concerned appeared to have declared their pre-existing support in writing for
these laws. Nobody is saying that you are not entitled to have a view.
Certainly, I can have, you can have argued in favour of the view which can be
totally opposite. It is a free country, certainly the Supreme Court would have
a bona-fide thought of it, but, ultimately the bottom line is, if the individuals
concerned have pre stated, pre existing views on a sensitive subject like this,
then obviously the efficacy of the strength of those individual views, or the
stature of those individuals would be diminished in the context like this and
lastly, as far as attendance or participation is concerned, it is not for the
Congress to contest, it is not a party in these proceedings. The Congress only
wants to say that it is entirely open to those, who find lack of faith in the
committee, or lack of interest in their pre existing stands to join or not to join
and that is not something which I can either prohibit or compile.

Sd/-

(Dr. Vineet Punia)
Secretary
Communication Deptt,
AICC



