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those cases are brought to our notice, 
We shall examine them. 

Sbrl K. N. Pande: Is it a fact that 
these management councils have not 
.ucceeded to the extent it was expect-
ed, because of the fact that the 
managements arc not tnking the 
workers into confidence Bnd also 
because there afe so m~my unions In 
one factory and the question o~ 
representation comes in? 

Shri D. Sanjivayya: No. So far 
as the latter part of the question is 
concerned, the rC'presentativc union 
alone will be asked to send ils 
representatives to the Joint Managc~ 
ment Council. With regard to the 
other thing, I have already said that 
th€" managclllL-nts have been resisl-
Ing it. 

Dr. Ranen Sen: The idea of Joint 
ManaKement Councils was first moot-
ed in IY57 in the Tripartite Labour 
Conference. Then it was decided that 
only workers' representatives will be 
laken in these Joint Management 
Councils irrespective of union affilia-
tion. May I know what is the reason 
to change that decision into taking 
~epresentatives from only the most 
~cpl'l$('ntative unions in the Joint 
Management Councils? 

Shrl D. Sanjlvayya: I am not 
sure whether such a decision was 
taken in the Indian Labour Confer-
ence. But looking into the paper. 
which are with me I find that onlY 
the most representative union will 
be given representation. 

·1114. 

Indo-Ceyl.... Pad 

+ 
( Shrimati Renuka Barkatakl: 
i Shrl Ram Barkh Tadav: 
I 8hrl Vishwa Nath PandeY: I Shrl Murll Manoha" 

Shri Madhu Llmaye: I Sbrl K1shen Pattnayak: 
Shrl R. S. PlUlde,: 
Shrl Rameshwar Tanlla: I Sbrl Taabpal Slncb: 
8hrl ~at Jha ADd: 

-< Shrl Koya: 

I 8hri Kindar Lal': I Shrl Brlj Basi LaI: 
. Shrl Shree Narayan Das: 
I Shrl Kanakasabai: 
I Sho'l Prakash Vir Shastri: 
I Shri Bukam Chand lUeh-
I bavalya: l Shrl Bade: 

;;"rl D. C. Sharma: 

Will th,· Mmister of Ex!"rnal' 
AlTairs ho plea~"d to state: 

(a) whf.,ther it is a fact that l'ertain 
proposa', to modify the Indo-Ceylon. 
Pact 011 staLcle.s." persuns I)f Inri inn 
origin are noW being considered by 
Government; and 

(b) it so, the nalure of these pro-
posals and when a decision is likely 
to be taken On them? 

The Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of EJ:temal Aftalrs (Shrl D1nesh 
Singh): (a) No, Sir. 

(b) Does not arise. 

ShrlmaU Renuka Barkataki: May I 
know whether the Government of 
Ceylon has made any proposal sug-
gesting that the 15-year period for 
repatriation Of 5,25,000 persons of 
Indian origin accepted at the time of· 
the Indo-Ceylon Agreement should 
be scaled down and the phases of 
repatriation made more rapid than 
original1y agreed upon; if so, what Is 
the new time limit proposed? 

Shrl Dlnesb SInrh: No, Sir; they 
have not made any such proposal. 

8mt Vld,. Charan Sbukla: Has 
the attention of the Government 
been invited to the Press report that 
the Prime Ministe~ of Ceylon is 
seeking a meeting on summit with 
the Indian Prime Minister to further 
discuss the agreement with Ceylon 
Indians and may I know whether 
they have received any formal com-
munication from the Prime Ministel' 
of Ceylon in that respect? 

Shrl Dlnesh Singh: We have seen 
Press report., but no formal com-
munication has been rec:eived. 
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'1ft 1;","11-.:!if!1n: ~r 'T~ "'T 
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1ft RIm fq : rit !tit q f.t;qr t 
f'li" ~ ~mTit m ~ f.!;;;f1f.T it" lI"iTTif 
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..... ~ : ..-.mr ~ R'1ff IfIrT t I 

8IorI Hem Baraa: May I kIIOW If 
the attention Of Government bas been 
drawn to newspapezo reports, parti-
cularly in Ceylonese newspapen, to 
the e1fec:t that 0\02' Prime Ministel' 
has ma~ an appeal to the new Ce,'-
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lonese Prime Minister to implement 
the Indo-Ceylon Pact On the ground 
that if he does not, then it would be 
difficult for our Prime Minister to 
convince the Indian Parliament? If 
so, may I know why instead of 
depending on the merit of the Pact 
itself, if those reports in the Cey-
loneSe papers are correct, our Prime 
Minister is trying to make the Indian 
Parliament a scapegoat? 

Shrl Dlnesh Sinch: The Prime 
Minister has not written anything in 
this connection, 

""~'" ~:;(filfi~~ 
~rwit « f"R ~'I\'!lit 'fiT ~!1 ~, 
m « ma-.mT 'fiT ~ « ~ m it 
it ~<1' lIilfi<!" t!T ~T ~ lII'h: "$"If ilfim:-
iflit if; W<Iii<1' c;m m if; o;rli]~71ij m-
OfT li'l'ffl ;to ... il"r.t qn;fT ofT ~'I'I1T 'fiTlii-
f.<r<r;"f.t if. f..1~, ~'!i ~ oTo'li ~\lT <T'Ii 
~1 il:T m ~, <1') ~ lTif -s;q ;mr 'fiT qf,-
~ 'lilT ~ f ... ~~ 'PHiflfT it W<!llT'!i 
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.n ~ '" ~: m;lT~ lIi!~, 
lTil: ;;r~ffioTiJfi'f;fl'~ I 'R'1T1:il:'f~qm 
it ~R mffi ~, >it mil ~ ~ fir. il:'f 
1i1'f-ilfim it~!f 'lim ~ I il:'f ~ 'fil:l 
"-r.n ~ ~, ilIf.!;'f 'R'1T1: 1!w:IT ~ :lTT 

~ lIi!~ ~ ~ «Il ~ 
~'fiT~~,<1'T;5A;~T,~hq ~ 

« fri il:'f 'liT ~ m iii f'ro: <I) 
<1m it fi:it.mt~, ~ ~ ~mr rn 
ilif'ro:~"~t I 

8brl BaIIp: May we be assured 
that In the U,ht of a1l the comments 
and reactions that have taken pI_ 
after the earlier agreement was 
reached, Goverranent would take note 
Of all that has happened In,thill COUD-

try and of the comments that have 
been made and try to keep in touch 
with leaders of public opinion, speci-
ally in the south from where large 
numbers of them had gone to Ceylon, 
before they have further diSCUSSIons 
with the Ceylonese Government or 
the CeyloneSe Prime Minister? 

Shrl Dine.h Sinch: The Govern-
ment certainly keep in view the 
opinions expressed in this HOUSe or 
elsewhere in the country. As you are 
aware, Sir, the Government has asso-
ciated in these talks representatives 
of the State Government of Madras 
and is aliVe to the public opinion. 
May I, with your permission, men .. 
tion something which the hon. Mem-
ber, Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad, had 
earlier mentioned? It is not our in-
tention to mislead hon. Members. I 
was only trying to correct his im-
pression by saying that talks had 
taken place and I had given the 
details. He had mentioned that no 
talks had taken place. 

Shrl Muthlah: Is it a fact that 
Mr. Thondaman, L<>adcr Of the Tamil 
""ttlcrs in Ceylon and Minister in the 
Ceylon Government now, wants re-
consideration of the ~do-Ceylon 
Pact as the present Pact, according 
to his opinion, is not quite favour .. 
able to the Indian settlers and that 
fresh consultations for the revision of 
the terms of the Pact should be held 
before implementation takes place? 

Shrl DIn .... h SInCh: Yes, Sir; Mr. 
Thondaman has given expression to 
such views. 

Mr. Speaker: Next questiolL 8brl 
Vishwa Nath Pandey. . . . Shri 
Rameshwar Tantla. 

.n fIQA ~: 'I'1m ~lT, 
~ lITof it im ~ ifT1I' t 'I'tt "'" 111! 
f\orIIit ",nit ifT1I' t I ""PlIl'!' il:'f 'liT 11ft 
~? 1flTT~\ff'IiT~~ 
mr IIlfT t ? 
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1IIUAt~:~~~ 
it; 'fIJf 'l! tro; ~, <IT ~ ~ m:ml ~ 
~~iffi'I"it~~~'Iil~<!'rr I 

Pak. Visas for Sikh Pllgrllllll 

+ 
[Shrt Rameshwar Tantia: 
I Shrl Vishwa Nath Pandey: I Shrl Bnleam Chand Kach-

hamya: 
OU25'i Shrl N. C. Chatterjee: 

Shrl Bade: . 
Shrl Bar! Vishnu Kamath: 
Shri Klshen Pattnayak: 

l Shrl Ram Sewat Yadav: 

Will the Minister of Ib,ternal 
MaIn be pleased to state: 

(a) whether it is a fact that the 
Pakistan Government had refused 
visas to 200 additional Sikh pilgrims 
to visit Punja Sahib near Rawalpindi 
on Baiskhi Day in 1965; and 

(b) if so, the reasons theretor and 
reaction of Goverrunent thereto? 

The Minister of state In the Minis-
try of External Mairs (ShrimaU 
Lak.hml Menon): (a) Yes, Sir. 

(b) The reasons given by the 
Pakistan Government were the short 
notice given and the fact that the 
names of the pilgrim party leaders 
and the individual pilgrims had not 
been furnished to them. These rea-
sons are unconvincing. The Pakis-
tan Government have refused to 
agree to pilgrimages in the past even 
where adequate notice had been 
given. They have also agreed on 
previous occasions to the visits of 
pilgrim parties even before the names 
of the party leaders and the pilgrims 
were furnished to them. 

Shri Jtameshwar TaBUa: What WBI 
the number of pilgrims coming to 
India and goin, to Pakistan ill 19641 

Shrlmatl LaksImd ~: For this 
J want leparate notice. 

Shrl Rameshwar Tantla: May J 
know it the Government feel that the 
reason. given by the Pakistan Gov-
ernment are not reasonable to give 
them visas tor pilgrimage ond to 
prohibit them, the Government of 
India will think that in thl> case of 
people coming from that side also 
they would consider that visas should 
not be given for this purpose? 

Shrimatl Lakshml MeDon: So tar 
We have not taken any action. We 
have been very liberal in granting 
permission to come even when they 
do not abide by three month.,' notice. 

.n-p" ...... ~:!flITIftl'~ 
~ ~ r", ~ \'Ilt1l 'l''mil fuol' ~~:full 
it; f<'w, ~ ~I orff, ~ "') 'IT1I' 
fl(if it ? fim\:r 'T.f.r-f,i mofl ijo ~I <R~ ijo 
~ <n: !flIT ~ orn:1 ~ """I ~I 
~ ? ~f.!;;r ~~ om: <nf~ '171 ~ 
vm >it, ~) 'lrof <n: ~'I"I 'I>VIT 
'IT '1" ~ ~~ .. { f'17 ~ m ~ ;;mliT 
<IT ~ if:T ~;fi 'R ~iT, ~,,
ft.m: T-ff.! ~')m ;;~I fGlfl 1f'fT,!flIT II{ 
~~I~? 

The Minister of External Mairs 
(Shrl Swaran Singh): This question 
relates to the visa for an additional 
number of pilgrims. I think more 
than a thousand pilgrims were allow-
etj to go and, I think, one of the hon. 
Members opposite also was in that 
party. 

Shrl liar! Vishnu Kamath: Is it not 
a tact that whereas Government 
has scrupulously honoured the Indo-
Pakistan agreement in re 'peet ot 
Muslim shrines and monuments 1ft 
India, the Pakistan Government has 
not done &0 in respect of Hindu and 
Sikh .hrines and monuments in 
Pakistan and, If 10, how otten hal 
the Pakistan Government's atfention 
been drawn to this matter and with 
what result? 

Shr\matl LaksImd Menoa: Under 
the Agreement, three montha' notice 
Is required .. . , • • 




