
3S Ora; lIn.rwrr DECEMBER is, 1\168 Oral 11_3 

Lastly. with your permission. I would like 
to say that the question of resettlement on 
new colonised land is an important matter. 
But we cannot repeat what the Britisbers 
did 70 or 80 years back because the pressure 
on land was not 80 great at that time. All 
these factors should be kept in mind before 
any concrete suggestions are made. 

SHOIlT NOTICE QUEBIlON 

Wlth-boldlng of Telegrama _t by School 
Teachers In U. P. 

+ SNQ. 14. SHRI S. KUNDU: 
SHRI S. S. KOTHARI: 
SHRI RABI RAY: 
SHRI N. K. SOMANI: 

Will the Minister of COMMUNI-
CAnONS be pleased to state: 

(a) whether the telegrams sent by the 
school teachers through Lucknow Telegraph 
Officc were with-held by the Post and Tele-
graph authorities in U.P.; 

(b) if so, how many such telegrams were 
with-held; and 

(c) tbe reasons for with-holding the same? 

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS AND COMMUNICA-
TIONS (DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH): 
(a) Yes, Sir. Fifty identical telegrams booked 
by the Action Committee of the Seconda ry 
Teachers' Association were not transmitted 
to destination. 

(b) It is not a fact that the telegraph office 
refused to book the telegrams; after book-
iDa they were found to be objectionable and 
hence with-held. 

~""'~: ~~~ 
~~~~?ri~~~ t. . . (/lIll1ml/lllons) 

MR. SPBAJC.BR.: Ordcc, order. WW you 
IdDdIy ait down , 

SOMB HON. MEMBERS: What is 
objIIalkIaable 7 IIIIm/lfl'ItNu) 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, order. You 
want to know what is objectionable. It is 
so simple a thing. The names of four Mem-
bers are here. Mr. Kundu's name is on the 
top. He can ask that. It is a simple thinll. 
The Minister says, it is objectionable, IlDd 
you do not agree with him. (Interruptions) 

IIft.-nr ~.: ~ ~ 'If 
~ ~ mIlT l!ft f.mr \iT1'IIm a IRI' ? 

MR. SPEAKER: It is out of the ques-
tion now. I will have to expunge everything. 
Order, order. It is such a simple thing. He 
says, it is objectionable and you do not agree 
with it. There are four names here. Mr. 
Kundu can get up and ask how it is objec-
tionable. It is so simple a thina. But so many 
of you begin to shout. Mr. Kundu will get 
a chance immediately and he can uk about 
it. 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: (c) All 
these telegrams being of an objectionable 
nature were with-held under section 5 (1) 
(b) of Indian Telegraph Act on the advice 
of the competent authority. 

SHRI S. KUNDU: Sir, it is a matter of 
great shame and also tragedy, as we live in 
a democracy, thousands of U. P. school 
teachers when wanted to communicate with 
the authorities here, they were not allowed 
because the hon. Minister says, the telegram 
they sent was objectionable. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Shame, 
shame! 

SHRI S. KUNDU: This is just what a 
dictator would fear not to do, what to speak 
of this hon. Ministor. Thouaands of teachers 
are behind the bars. Everyday, they an: 
requestinl lIS to speak to the Government. 
But they are not allowed the access to the 
Education Mioiatcr. My first qUCltioD is, 
what i. objoctioaablc in the ~ JlDd 
let him place it oD the Table of the Hollie. 

SHRJ GEOR.Oll FERNANDIlS: Read 
the text of the telearam. (/1Il.",.uptlMu) 
~I 

DR.. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: The boa. 
Mombor, Mr. KUAd"" lila liliiii 10 IDIII)' 
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adjectives. I welcome all those adjectives. 
I pity his intelliaence that he did not care to 
ICl that rule changed. Had he been not 
having a mind of a dictator, he would have 
cared to get that rule change democratically. 
He is teachina us a lesson that we are living 
in a democracy. But neither Mr. Oeorsc 
Fernandes nor Mr. Kundu ·has cared to 
act that rule chanJCd. (lnt~"uptions). You 
are only having a drama here. Vour action 
is shameful that you are dramatising the 
whole affair. . . (Into,uptions) 

'" 'IR mm·: III W"I" ~ 
~t ... (1qQA) ... 

'" *inmf ~: fcrqr ~ 
. . (amnif) ... 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDV: 
11te other part of the question has not been 
answered. What was the telqram 1 What 
were the contents of the telegram? Will he 
place it on the Table of the House? 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: I will 
place the contents of the telegram on the 
Table of the HOII*!. 

SHRI UMANATH: What was the tele-
gram 7 Why was it objectionable? He has 
not answered that. • . (IntoNlptions) 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, order. I am on 
my lop. 

Iftm-~: m:, ~ ~~ 
f1I; q-p ~ .mm ~. 
MR. SPEAKER: You were very silent 

till now. 

1ft m- lfmIIIf: ~ m ~ 
~ ~it ? ~ ~ ;ffllft ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: What was the telegram? 
1bey want it to be read out. 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: 1bey 
IuM aIao lOt it. Mr. SomanI bu lOt. 

MR. SPEAKBIl: SollIe 01 tMm do not 
law It. 

DR.. RAM SUBHAO SINOH: It is this: 

'·CONORATULATIONS. STRIKE 
COMPLETE. GO AHEAD PEACE-
FULLy .... _ • (Int~"uptjons) 

MR. SPEAKER: Now I Will not allow 
anyone .•. 

SHRI UMANATH: What is objectioD-
able in that? 

MR. SPEAKER: I have not called Mr. 
Umanath. Mr. Kundu may put his second 
question. 

SHRI S. KUNDU: The Indian Tole-
graph Act was enacted by the Britishen in 
188S. Dr. Ram Subhaa Sinlh said ••. 
(lnte"uptions) 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, order. Ewn 
assuming that someone is mad, all of us n-s 
not be mad. The hon. Member should sit 
down. I have called Mr. Kundu. Mr. Kundu 
may continue. 

SHRI 8. KUNDU: MOlt reepectfuUy 
I would like to submit this. The hon. Mini .. 
ter said that by a government order th_ 
telegrams were withheld. Section 5 of the 
Indian Telegraph Act which was enacted by 
the British people says that on the occurrence 
of a public emergency, Ilovernment oflicen 
take the necessary steps to withhold, and for 
doinll that, they must act an order from tbe 
particular authority and a certificate to that 
effect from the Central, or as the cue mar 
be. the State Government. Was there a 
public emerpncy in U.P.7 What __ the 
matter in the telearam? It was a meu&II 
congratulatinl that the strike was sUCCCllful. 
Was there a public et"IICI'pIIcy 7 The British 
people did not use tbis provision capricioualy 
but this Government, after 21 yean, arc 
usinll this as they like. J would like to .. y 
that they have misused and abused section , 
of the Indian TeleJraph Act. 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: It wu 
done althe instange or the State Government. 
It was at the Instance or !be Homo MinIstry 
of the UP Government that It was dono. 

~ ~ ""': tn:Q ~I 
'I'9QI"~. ~~,"q~"," t 
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f1I; ~ Willllfr ~ ~ ~ ~ <Ifr 
1Ii11flIT{t if W fifimr ~ I 

sf\'~~: ~'4f\'~ 
~~~ q:~W'aOT~~ 
~\'I11r~~~ilift;ro:~~ I 

sf\'" .. ..n: q<r~~ 
ft;ro: ~ ri'if <Ifr ~ qr.ft ~ ~ 
~illlf!lT~~~ ~~~f.!;~ 
~~iIi~? 

sf\'~~~: ~<Ifr~ 
mfr~~~~I~~~ 
~,~ill~l(Til>'T~~ 
~1Ifr~t? 

sf\' m. ~ : ~ \'I11r ~ 
IIfr ~ ~, ~ ~'fi<: 00 rn 1fi'tt 
If!IT W? 'lfT ~ ~ ~a- ~ f.!; 
III 'l'~ IIfr m<m ~ ~ ~ 00 
rn If!IT ~ ? 

MR. SPEAKER: Will you kindly sit 
down please? I will see what has been said. 
If there is anything objecliollable I will 
expunge it. I will read the record. If some-
thing is wrong it will be ",punged. It won't 
be published also • 

Now, may I appeal to both sides to keep 
on peace? 

sf\' '""It snm: ~ ~ "" 
ill filM .. I,tt 'l'nT iii. 

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should not get up like this. I cannot answer 
hi. question. I am not a Minister. My only 
point is, you have got ample opportunity to 
about outside from the 71st onwards. Why 
do you do It here? 

SHRI UMANATH: Opportunity here 
U· coming to an end. That Ia why we are 
abouliDg. 

MR. SPEAKER: Shri S. S. Kothari. 

SHRI S. S. KOTHARI: Some over-
enthusiastic officer there wanted to show his 
authority and he acted in a hurry. I would 
like to say, Sir, that this code is somewhat 
outdated. Will the Minister and the Govern-
ment give attention to this matter, to bave 
the code revised and come before tbe House 
for necessary revision, to sct risht any 
lacunae that may be found in tliis code? 
Also, I would like to ask the hon. Minister 
whether he would try to lilt certain specific 
criteria for determining the ground on which 
an officer may refuse a telegram given by 
the public, because, it is the basic right of a 
citizen, to transmit messages. 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: We will 
keep this suggestion in view. 

sf\' m-~: w-ft ~ ~ 
~~l!iTm~~ ~~ 
~~I ~.~~~f.t; 

~~~iIi~~~ 
it ~ IIfr rn ;;IT fit; ~ 'ifui l!iT 
~~f.!;W{ 1950if~iIi 

<iflJ: ~ iii ~ ~ iii m l!iT 
~ ~ iT'fR!fiT ~ ~ IflfT ~ 
ill~~ ~~If!IT~ 
~f<!; ~ l!iT ~ rn rn 
~~rnili ft;ro: ~ ~ 
;nrc ~ if ~ ~ ft;ro; "'f"'~M 
~? f.m~it~~ifiTm 
~ ~ fit; ~ ~ f.tilIT ~ ~ 
~ <rmt !fiT ~ f.tilIT ~ rn If!IT 
~ ~ ~ iii ~ lfI't( m-
~rn? 

'ITo 'mf 111"'1' ~: 'lfT ~ 
ilisrorili~if ~~rnr 

'3OTIfT tpft qnft ~!fiT ~ l{ ~ tt 
t ~ i I ~ ~ it '!iTt m;r(ft ~ 
~t~~~~~~m 
~ if ~.~ ~ ~!fiT!fiT( 

eshrl Oeorae Pemandos later withdrew tho words uecI bJ him. (rIdr col. No. Ml~') . 
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~iI1l~ I n~~~tofnm; 
~it~ii;~~~­
~ ~it;mit ~ ~if 
'fiJT~ffill"mmit ~~~ 
lI>'t~~iI1l~~i I 

lIftm.~: ~~~~ 
~~~I 

SHR! N. K. SOMANI: It appears that 
the hon. Minister is standing on prestige in 
regard to an act of indiscretion committed 
by one of his officers. I would therefore like 
to appeal to him that in addition to Govern-
ment's re-examining this whole question of 
codification of the grounds on which mes-
sages, whether obscene or extremely objection-
able or seditious or antinational etc. should 
be banned, and in addition to clearly demar-
cating these areas, he should also take action 
against the officer concerned, so that this 
particular right of people to transmit mes-
sages is upheld. 

DR. RAM SUB HAG SINGH: Actually. 
I had replied to this question when Shri 
Rabi Ray had put a similar question before. 
I do not contemplete any action being taken 
against the officer. As regards the reviewing 
and codification of the Act. I do not make 
any promise, but Parliament is intended to 
review all the statutes that are th-. 

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: I do 
not know how and why the contents of tho 
telesram were found to be objectionable; 
the reasons may be best known to tbc officer 
concerned. But we feci that it is somethina 
more than that. May I know whether when 
the tclearams were withheld, the reasoaa were 
conwyecj to the teachen 10 that !hey could 
rewrite it and send another telegram? 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: We had 
not only given the reasons but we had also 
requested the loint Action Committee to take 
baclc the money that they had deposited 
while bookina the telegram. 

lift Wo ~o "'"" : qqaf ~, 
'~~ ftNr 1RT lIlT m ~ 

~ 'lit ~ ~ ~ fiI;'Qt .n- I ~ 
~tmlllT fiI;~ ~t 

~~~~~~(t~ 
<it~ lfl:~mll>'tqyt~'If 
.n- I qrq;l m ~ fiI; m m it 
't.~!)F(q(,(l ~ it; ~ t m 
(flfJ1f <I",.,"ifdifi 00 if ~ lI>'t qyt 
~tfil;mrJl'iliT"(~~ ~ 

~~~lI>'t~tlqt 
CI'ti fit; ~ mlpt~ if 1ft ~ t fiI; 
~ if ~ tlf ~ ~ fiI;lrr t 
~H>'f~~rtt I >iIT~ 
W'fT~~itqrtmt m~ 
~ oft111lfi1 ~ tlf ~ ~ ~ 
'1< ~ ~~ If{ ~~1l'~tfiri 
~ ~o '(l11' ~ ~ si'I"na' ~ 
~~f~~~ofm« 
~ ~ ;:ffiT If M ~ 'fiJ"IT ~ i 
Ai lfllT ~ ~ ~ lI>'t iII1 fiI; ~ 
t:""hilfe" lIlT m mm ~ ~ lI>'t 
~~ ~mTT~IIIT ~~­
~ ~ lfllT \1f;m lIlT? ~ ~ ~ 
~fit;~~~~~vl 
m~, 1fm'i'I'l1'«l' mfmTrl1'«l' 
~ ~ omr <it lfilfmr if>"( ~ vl fit; ~ 
~ <it~~~~m~ wm, ~ ~ '1< ~ ~~ l.,=t 
~~ rn 'liT ~ ~ ~ lIlT 
;rn it'fTf'<it ifiT ifT1f ~ 'IIllf I 

WTo mf~fq: 4'~~ 

.(t~,.-rrfil;~mii;~ 
~ .. ~it;~ '1<~~ 
tml 

SHRl S. M. BANERJEE: The fitIt pari 
of my qumtion can be ana_red. May' 
know wbetber u a national leader. he fed-
thai tbla _ wrona? 

MR. SPI!AJCER: That II DOl a q-uon 
t'orllll_. 
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"" Wo ,"0 ""1ft: ~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ q:. ~ fit; ~ ri"Il 
~~~~~ittll!;~~ 
~~~mflt~~ ... ~t 
~ ri~ t 1ITfur ~ ~ il' q: Illi' ~ 
~~ ... 

MR. SPEAKER: Hei s a national leader. 
There Is no doubt about it. The hon. Minis-
ter need not answer this question. 

11" ~ ~: tf'ror ifitfit-
~~ il' ~ ~ futR';r 11ft ~ 
~flr.t~~crt'4"w~~ 
~ ~ i f.t; IftIT lI&: J:if ~ 
~« 11ft fifw m? tt'fU i't !1m: 
iof'llrnr m-r crt ~ ~ 'tiT om ~ 
'IT ~ !1m: ~ ~ ron- ~ crt 
mm~¥~? lftIT~m­
~ i\' ~ UlIi ~ ~ fufur;r t 1IiwT-
li"z<;t ~ i!il ~ ~ ~ ~ IftIT ~ 
~~~~~wm 
il'~~~? 

",0U1f~~: ~~ 
o,ft ~ ;:m:(1I'Vf i't ~ ~ lITof 

~m tim mr ~ m '4"' 'lI'l'irnT i 
f1r; if;n1 ~ ftfQ; m fu:r il' flI;CRT « 
t ~ flI;CRT ~ SI'U1"I' 1hft ~ men 
1hft ~ IlIof ~ ~ ~ lft111 i!il ~­
~ ~ ftfQ; ~ fiI;1n t I ;it ~ fu:r 

""~'~~~~1Wf 
~I ~'~ifil;~~~ 
~ if >fl ... )c I VI tI'If'i Ifi1ft if(f qm 'I 

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY: 
From· the _teatI nf the teJearam read out 
Juat now, It appean that there is nothinl 
objectionable. May t kDow wbether when the 
bOD. MInIater bad nceMId this quostion, and 
aot thIa Infonutlon form the concerned 
authorities he -.Ie IDqulries ud whelhor 
It struck him that u..wu notblDa ~ 

able and whether he found out why it was 
withheld? Was it because some seneral 
instruction was issued to the postal authori-
ties that as lonl as the strike continued, 
they would not permit any telcaram or 
message to be transmitted to the Central 
authorities or to Delhi by any agency what-
soever? 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: It all 
happened at Lucknow, and it was with a 
view to giving precise details that I had 
IIQ;Cpted this short notice question. 

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO: I find that 
there is nothing particularly objectionable 
at all, in the section as it stands, but the 
question is about the proper implementation 
of the provisions of the section. So far as 
this particular telegram is concerned, we 
have all read it and we find absolutely 
nothing wrong in this particular telegram 
nor is there anythinll objectionable in it. 
In this context, I would like to know whether 
the order lIiven by the concerned olticer is 
a general order prohibiting the sending of 
telegrams in connection with strikes as sueh 
or there was individual discretion with re-
ference to the merits of each telegram. In 
view of these things, will Government con-
sider the matter further and see that even if 
a I\Cneral order is issued. the merits and 
demerits of the order are also taken into 
consideration before it is accepted? 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: There Is 
no general order; whenever any officer feels 
anything, he does consult the appropriate 
State authority, and it was in pursuance or 
this that this had happened. Anyway,,, 
has been su_ted by the hon. Mombel', 
I shall examine the matter. 

SHRI S. KANDAPPAN: We have been 
all a1on. under the impression that the duty 
of the telc .... pbic department is to com-
municate messages. But. unfonunately here 
we are liven to undentand that they have 
been liven power to screen and proccsa 
mcua .... which are pven to them for trans-
lI\IIIIon. This is a very lCrious mauer. 
It will have far-reKhina coueq-. In 
the lil\ht or what has happened at Luctnow, 
I would like to know wbeth« ao-mnent 
are prepared 10 p .. a c:atesorical -noce 
that .. tar u the ~ DIputImal II 



IlOncornod, the duty of acreonin, or process-
in, will never be donc by them and whatever 
objection migbt be there to the contents or 
the toiep1un. it should not be withheld; 
probably they may have the power to inrorm 
the Home MiniJtry. but the Tclcll'llph 
Department should not take upon itselr the 
duty or screenin, the telcgrams. That is 
hishly objectionable. I would likc to Ir.now 
the reaction or Government to this. 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: I accept 
this. Our misrortune is that we are ,uided by 
the State authority. 

SHRI S. KANDAPPAN: My question 
baa Dot been answered. In this particular 
department. they Deed not be guided by the 
State authorities. because this is a Central 
Department .... 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: It was 
Dot screened by the booking clerk or the 
cro officer. but he consulted the appro-
priate authority and then only it was withheld 
and the preson. concerned were intimated. 

SHRI SHIVAJI RAO S. DESHMUKH: 
May I draw the attention or the hon. Minister 
to a reocnt judgment or the Supreme Court 
in this regard? Under the Bihar regulations, 
the Sugarcane Commissioner or Bihar was 
supposed to exercise a particular discretion 
in the mailer or imposing or Iirtin. a par-
ticular restriction. The Chier Ministcr ordered 
that the discretion should be exercised in 
a particular way, and the sugarcane Commis-
sioner issued the notifications accordingly. 
The Supreme Court has held that luch 
cxerciac of discretion at the dictation or a 
Chief Minister who is not the specified 
authority W>der the IlBtulC ia wrona. So. 
on the basis or that judamcnt. the action of 
the posIaI authorities who cxccciIcd their 
di8cretion on the recommendation of the UP 
Government was equally wrona. On the 
buis of thaI judpDCIIl. the action of \he 
pascal autboritiea who exarciacd tlIeir dis-
cretion on the recommendation 01 the UP 
OowmmeDt was equally wronl. On the 
ba •• of the _ judamenl do Government 
propoIC to lalr.e action apinIt the ofllcer for 
!he wrotII -a.e of dia:ntioa CODItruiDi 
jt ".1- U 811 .. of indiIcIpIiaI 7 

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH: Nol 
iDdiII:ipIiDf; but I will III iaIq IIaI _ter. 

~ m "'" ,. : ll'1j«t ~ 
~~~iA;~~~ 
~,~~~l!It~~ 
1ft t, ~ ~ ~ ~ Hta11r it qfiR 
~1Il\'~~tf\'? 

~-ror ~ iit--{flr 
~ qT lff lIi1f .m: ~ ~~ 
~ t\'ti \'t~2M ~ Ailff-
~ ~ ~ Ill\' ~ ~ ~, IIIffliI; 
~~~~,m ~~t,~ 
~ ~ tm.-~ m '11R-
~~..r~ mfiI;~~ 
rnf~~~~? 

.-.0 U1I' """ fq : ~ m 'If' 
~~'f'iT(1 ~~(t 

~~I 

SHRI KANWAR LALGUPTA: He baa 
not replied what i. the public emorpney 
involved. 

MR. SPEAKER: He baa repliDd. It II • 
repetition or the question. 

SHRl KANWAR LAL GUPTA: Arc 
you convinced about the public CIIleIFDCY 1 

MR_ SPEAKER: He hal IlJIIWllred. 

SHRI TENNETI VISWANATHAM: 
The hon. Minister ia relyin, upon the advice 
given by the Homo ~I to hll 
otliciaJ. As baa already been poinled out, 
it wu not the duty of the Home Dept. of UP 
to give any advice to the poIIlal dcpartmmt 
which ia OlIdusiwly under the _11'01 of the 
Centre. But before amcndinl the Act, could 
he p inltruclions to the poIIlaI 01lk:iaJa DOl 
to obItrucI tnlJ1llDillion of MY ~. 
unless it conIIlined poailively obJoI;\iauble 
or oblcenc IanlllJqD or wu • posiliw Incite-
ment to violalc:e 1 Of coune, It II wIthia bII 
po_ to giw inatnK:tIottI. Wo .. an 
Uluranc. (rom him that he wiD do 10. 

DR. RAM SUBHAO SINOH: AI tba 
han. Member knowI. 1 .. ., poww .., 
oaupuIousIy. and I hope tbat I tbaII _ 
_lllaa ..... WIIJ'-
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~ ~ {iwIJr: ~~, 
~ <'I1tr ~ 1fNT fR ~ ~ f, ~ 
~~~~I 1l'~R~ 
~ ~(fi!; ~ ~ ~ 1Iit 'Ifm 
if m;: ~ ~, ~ ~ ~ ~ 
~~~rn 'll1;mr~ ~~? 
1f1iffiI; ~~ ~ <'I1tr ~ 'Ifm ~ 
~~~,~~if~~ 
~ ~ fi!;1rr ~, ffifiI; ~ ~ 
~m~~;;rr~ ? 

WT 0 ~ !J"" ~ : q-yq ~ ;mr 
~ ~ mfr m li;T ;;rr;:A if m 
~ ~ if ;;rA" 1Iit li;Tfmr ~ I 

'*~~: if~~­
~, ~ m ~ ~ ~ if lffuf.:rfs-
~ if ~, 1l' f'vrem if ~ ~ 
~mmi I flffi~~~­
t;.I' ~~, ~ m if ~ if 
m~li;T~~'lfmif~ 

;mr ~ "'" fir; lffi: 'FIft '1ft ~ ~ 
if~~~~~~, 
m ~ ~ w:r-l ~ li;T ~ 
",'(iffl' I ~~ (~m)~:;j't 

~ ~ .me-~ li;T m;: 
~iIi~~~~~~ 
~ ~ ~ f1nfT wIT fir; ~ 
~ IfiT ri nTRf ~ ~ ~­
~~IIfT~'Ilnnq~{l~t 
fir;~~ l!iToo '11m I ~ ~ 

~~IIiT~ ~ t, 
~~ t, m ~ ~1Iit'lll 
""" ~ IIiT ~ ~ ~~, 
~ 1IT'A m ~ if IIitt ~ III{1R'IfT 

~~~t fir;.m~~'If't 
~ ~ 11ft ~ \iri\' fir; IJ{ ~ 
,,",~:rn~if ~~qtt? 

WTo ~ "'" rq : q ~ t I 
~1IiTtwm~.qt~i I 

SHRI PILOO MODY: May I uk one 
question? 

MR. SPEAKER: If it is only one ques-
tion, I do nol mind. But Shri Hem Barua, 
Shri Nambiar, Bakshi Sahib, all want to 
ask queslions. I have already giYCIn half an 
hour to this. Therefore, it is not proper to 
spend more time on this. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

Interpreters In External Mairs MInIstry 

• 813. SHRI KAMESHWAR SINGH: 
WiIIlhe Minisler of EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
be pleased 10 stale: 

(a) the lolal number of 1. F. S. Officers 
who know foreign language other than 
English and are able to accompany the 
Heads of the Missions on lop diplomatic 
missions; and 

(b) the tolal amounl spenl annually on 
tbe Interpreters and their numbers? 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(SHRI B. R. BHAGAT): (a) Out of 294 
Indian Foreian Service oflicers 224 have 
qualified in a foreign language at the advanced 
level. Besides these 116 IFS{B) and 25 infor-
mation Officcr have a working knowledae of 
at leut one foreign lanlluage. Qualification 
in aUeut one foreign IanaU&ge, other than 
EnJIisb, at the advanced level is now compw-
sory for all direct recruits to the IFS selected 
as a reswt of competitive examinationa. 

(b) 103 persons are employed as inlCTpre-
ters cum-transalators in Indian Missions and 
Posts abroad. Government spends a sum 
of Rs. 18,26,425/- on them. In addition, 
there are 6 inlerpreters and translators 
empJoy.t in the Minislry or External Mairs. 
Tho annual expenditure on them is RI. 
53,13S/-. 

A.I. R • ....... _ •• 

• 817. SHRI S. C. SAMANTA: Will 
the NiDiater or INFORMATION AND 
BROADCASTING be pleased to alate: 

(a) the _ ror the All IDdia bdio 




