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ORDER

This complaint has been filed against the Prime
Minister of India and a Member of Parliament belonging to
a national party (Congress Party). It pivots around a speech
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given by the Prime Minister during the election campaign
on 08.05.2024, at Karim Nagar (Telangana). It would be
apposite to reproduce the transcript of the contents of the
viral video provided by the Complainant; and submitted for

our consideration. The same reads thus:

"SR (@ A i 8/5/2024 B vy s g 116
& UTUYT B g difed) Bl eiafpme

310 ST BRI b 1o o Wgols el Ui Ire @ gag Sod &) |l SuH]
Y& DA Y| BT T IH1 A arel e UF=S 8 11, 99 & IoH Uh
TS T SO < a1, Ui OTel U &) Hiew wiue 3, Uig S, o
IR, i IEnmafal e 4Ry Hed o srari-erel, e
3FSTUR, SrarTI-fSTof, Ui A1 91 A o ¥ ge it o & Se
SMST1-37ST0ft 1 el &AT dg B feam §1 & 1T qefi i o erdt & g
ared § b OR1 59 Rge Uitd o fr 39 g9 & O s sreml A
e |1 FoTa1 82 BT 87 & fohd IR 1R & =00 AR &1 T SH HY R
ic B0 & forg ugi € o 90 WieT G 82 3Ta I l-Id ST areoh
ST T ST §ig R o, SR alel & o el §1 Ui WTel o ar-
TR b TMTelt & SR Il-31d M g S T | Helerd BIE T HIS TR Bl
HIE SRL AR-HR & MO UTT § | T STaTS &1 g7 S &l |

2. Onthe very next day (i.e. 09.05.2024) after the video clip
became viral, the Complainant rushed in a letter addressed to
the Lokpal, online. The same reads thus:

&1 8 WS 2024 BT HITTR, TS H YRA & g7 gyt ff g
HIE = 4 ST H 5RO 1 el T WIvor 30 gU e 3 ey Ienufl
MW SO, GBI SAEFT I BRI B TP Jar ) Tge Tieht o= SiRig e
& 5 7 S SevTufaE) A S urdf &) srige ¥ A1 F R AR aR
crgedl # firerary § 1 SafRie 37 e  wigd e 3 s eremoft &t eh
o1 ¢ PR foam 81 39 vy &7 difgdl STwR # 9eRe gen g, #4 )
T HiEl @1 g HINoT el (A=) B S s g e 59
difsar ot U7 grga a gt giafohp ay Yaw 81 50 oy 8 39 9uit e
FHER U T § oo UH1RId et &) it ged Sow & | gurrE
gt g HIdl fories sref fthar TRt € ok 5 gfthur woiRRid & g
WS RI TIYE & YR TR & Teaa A 7 $8d MR SRy @ ¢
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U iR O S I A Ty e S S ra e e e S
feber a &, a1 SrefrerT o7 g for-fp Egaf § & oren o Hel-wel
agarar | R ol wereEt 4 s TE A HaU g S o e B Bt
<l g3 Y & o STl s, Srsuft a Sy Aar ot wge it &
e 381, didlend ot O 1 sEee Ry fbar & wife andt
JEITUfa sraT-3r8Toft Sifds St auFwEt 4t g A1 & wmu fiE § ok
2 o=l R O gemEt Aid) 3R o 9y & o €1 ol Ry anft a9
DI BRAS T61 B! To| e off Uge e 3 e 7 vk SRgt &) S
HIaTarme d 5o! 9 HIdA &I A FraeHe dR R M i & g

CRIBTWRES AN T dley g & 10 F 377 R 3Rt A g8 o difa,
316 9 fifeid g fob 9 avg 9 3 oot Uoiiufar oie gndl = ey simoy &
fOIohe BT Y1 W I B Tahel, IUYA I TR H TA R IR T o7
Y <R & diha d AT aRIT B YU B I8 8, Hivlel T9ey g’y
1 U Holoh d ShITa 91 39 31 81 37 g1at & Sevuiadl & =9
DIe ¢ 8 elicbard §31 TRE I IR 81111 Sufore wumEE 8 i O,
S Tl SrSTol, YHR oreF @ HRE P IF Jar o Tga Meh,
3T SHy AT o fEes gudty, T+ aifeT ude, YrR FRIv® ®r g
IR 420/467/468/469/120 &, S H 2R geem o a3
B PRAT B oY | A = F Apdd B GR&M 8 Gob, Bl ¢ W Ab
1 9 4R Y TUYAT P & & Uyl

3. We have carefully analysed the complaint and the

accompanying documents including the transcript of the speech
under consideration. The transcript seems to be an accurate

reproduction of the relevant extract of the subject speech.

4.  First, we need to dissect the transcribed speech recorded
in the video clip — as being the fulcrum of this complaint. More
importantly because, no other source or material has been

referred to in the complaint.

5. Indisputably, the stated public speech came to be delivered
whilst addressing a public gathering (rally), during an election
campaign. The tenor of the speech is to surmise that - earlier the

Congress Prince for five years had been unsuccessfully raising
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the issue of Rafale and when the same got grounded, for last five
years he first started chanting a new rosary of Government
favouring five industrialists and gradually named only two of
them. However, after the announcement of the Parliamentary
elections, he (Rahul Gandhi) has remained completely silent
about it and stopped abusing them (two named industrialists).
For this, the speaker (Prime Minister) then goes on to pose a
question to Rahul Gandhi; and has asked him to declare as to
how much amount has been collected by him from the two
named industrialists for the elections? How many gunny bags of
black money have been collected? Whether tempos filled with
notes have reached Congress? Whether any deal has been
done? As you (Rahul Gandhi) have suddenly stopped abusing
the two named industrialists, surely there is something amiss.
The speaker then goes on to state that for five years, he (Rahul
Gandhi) had been continually abusing the two named
industrialists and suddenly stopped that, which means he must
have received tempos filled with money. This, he (Rahul

Gandhi), will have to answer it to the country.

6. This is the free translation of the speech delivered in hindi,
as recorded in the video clip in question. Taking these utterances
as it is, there is no tittle of doubt that the speaker had merely
made hypothetical or a spebulative observation. In that, the
speaker has posed series of questions based on the evolving

narrative set forth by Rahul Gandhi. He has not stated it as a
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fact within his (speaker’s) knowledge or could be regarded as he
having disclosed any information regarding commission of an
actionable offence of corruption. This statement may be akin to
having indulged in shadow boxing. By no standards, however,
such a suppositional questionnaire can be regarded as having
revealed any information - replete with verifiable allegations of
corruption against another public functionary - warranting

intervention by the Lokpal.

7. Reverting to the Compiaint under consideration, the
Complainant has named the Prime Minister as the public
functionary against whom complaint is being made. It is
unfathomable as to how a person unravelling an illegal
transaction or about an act of corruption, could be regarded as
an accused. He may, at best, be reckoned as an informant or a
witness, but certainly not a collaborator or an accused involved

in the commission of alleged crime of corruption.

8. Therefore, the Complainant has advisedly further alleged
about the inaction or failure of the Prime Minister to inquire into
the matters known to him (based on information gathered by him
from the intelligence wing of the Government) including to take
the inquiry to its logical end. This allegation is ex facie farfetched.
For, there is no such reference in the text of the subject speech

- that the speaker had received or gathered such factual
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information from the intelligence sources either formally or
informally. In our opinion, even this allegation cannot take the
matter any further, considering the text of the speech — being
entirely an expression of surmise and conjecture or hypothetical

questionnaire.

9. Suffice it to mention that the allegation regarding the
inaction and failure of the Prime Minister to cause an inquiry into
the matter, does not take the matter any further. For, it could be
anything else but certainly not a disclosure of information
regarding commission of an offence of corruption as such: or for
that matter a revelation regarding the involvement of the Prime
Minister in commission of an offence of corruption in any manner,
only whence we could exercise jurisdiction under the 2013 Act.
As aforementioned, the tenor of the speech borders on surmising
and conjecturing; and is purely an election propaganda for
cornering the opponent by posing a questionnaire to him based

on assumed or so to say fictional facts.

10. Furthermore, the relief in the complaint under consideration
reproduced above is essentially for initiating an inquiry or
investigation regarding an offence of corruption. Indeed, it is the
bounden (statutory) duty of the Lokpal to thoroughly inquire into
the allegations of corruption against public servants covered

under section 14 of the 2013 Act: and unearth the involvement
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of all concerned in the commission of the offence of corruption.
The Lokpal without being fixated by technicalities, would not
hesitate to proceed against all such person(s) who are prima
facie involved in commission of an offence of corruption, being
public servant and high functionaries referred to in section 14 of
the 2013 Act - placed howsoever high; and even against any
person (who is a non-public servant) being an abettor, bribe
giver, bribe taker or party to a conspiracy relating to any offence

of corruption, by virtue of section 14(3) of the Act of 2013.

11. As noted earlier, the allegations in the complaint in no way
disclose commission of an offence of corruption by the Prime
Minister himself. A fortiori, the complaint cannot proceed further
against the Prime Minister - based on the contents of the subject
video clip. Hence, this Complaint against the Prime Minister must

fail at the threshold, being untenable.

12. Coming to the complaint against Rahul Gandhi, unknown
tempo owners and two named industrialists’, the same fully rests
on the contents of a public speech reproduced hitherto. We have
bestowed our serious consideration upon the transcript of the
speech in question as exposited, inter alia in paragraphs 5 and
6, above. For the view we have taken in that regard, no further
discussion is needed except to observe that the case made out

in the complaint against these persons (Rahul Gandhi, unknown
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tempo owners and the named industrialists) is founded on unreal
and unverifiable facts about their complicity in commission of an

offence of corruption. Hence, no further elaboration is needed.

13. Accordingly, the complaint under consideration is being
disposed of at the threshold - as it is devoid of merit and based
on unverifiable facts or .lack of tangible material disclosing

commission of an offence of corruption.

14. Copy of this order may be uploaded on the official website
of the Lokpal as per norms, without redacting whilst ensuring

that the name/identity of the complainant is not revealed in any

manner.
Sd/-
(Justice A.M. Khanwilkar)
Chairperson
Sd/- Sd/-

(Justice L Narayana Swamy) (Justice Sanjay Yadav)
Judicial Member Judicial Member

Sd/- Sd/-
(Sushil Chandra) (Justice Ritu Raj Awasthi)
Member Judicial Member

Sd/- Sd/-
(Pankaj Kumar) (Ajay Tirkey)
Member Member

(Court Master)
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