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The MlDlster of Food, Aerlealtare, 
Community Development and Co-
operatloa (Shrt C. Sabramaalam): 
There were two committees--one to 
consider appointments to gazetted 
posts and another to consider appoint-
ments to non-gazetted posts. I ao 
not think these pulls and stresses 
were there in making these appoint-
ments. 

iii\" I"" ... ~ : It 1ft: ;;rr;;.rr 
~~flt;;;it~mrtl"m 
..-.rR ttit ~ ~;r it ~ m~ it~ m ~ 
f~~t~itf~'fIIT"fT 
1fT f.r;r q;: '11ft ~ ..-.rR ttit it ? 
~~<itit~~~~~ 
~'It. f~ m 'liT 'lIfT 'Iil\UT ~ ? 

IIICIRI" ~"It1I" : !I!T'r '11) ~ ~ f1f; 
~mf<;ritttit~? 

iii\" I"" ... ~ : i\'t 'mI" lfIIT1I1' 
t. q: W ~T '3<n: ~ I 

IIICIRI" ~ : Ill: ~ nr.r ~ I 
om M~ ~ ..-.mr ~ V'l'lt t ? 
Among those recruited are there any 
who previously were charged or con-
~cted of corruption? 

Bhrl C. Bab .............. : Not to my 
knowledge. 

DIIIlCUI 8traUoa " Co. 

+ 
08M. Bhrl Madha Llmay.: 

8hrl Klaben Pattaayak: 

Will the Minister of La.... be pleased 
to refer to the reply given to Starred 
Question No. "" on the 4th November, 
1965, and stste: 

Ca) whether the Company La .... 
Board have completed the inve&t\p-
tion into the affairs of Duncan Strat-
ton &. Co.; 

(b) if 10, the result thereof; and 

(c) the stepa .... hlch the Company 
Law Department propose to take to 
protect the shareholders and the pub.. 

lie trom interference by Shri 
Mundhray 

The M1DiBter of State Ia the MiDIs-
try of Law (Shrl C. R. Pattabhl 
Raman): Ca) Not yet tully completed. 

(b) noes not arlBe. 

(c) The alTairs of Mis. Duncan 
Stratton & Co. were being examined 
under section 209(4) of the Companies 
Act and that so far has not revealed 
any irregularity suggesting immediate 
action on the part of the Department 
of Company Affairs. Further exami-
nation is. however, necessary, speci-
ally in so far as the accounts of cer-
Nin other companies which have busi-
ness dealings with this company are 
concerned. before a tull picture can 
emerge. Such further examination i. 
now being undertaken. 

iii\" '11\ ftoId: IIICIRI" q:mr. It 
~~q \IITif'IT"~i f1f; 'lIfT 
~'Ii'T'Rff;r~m'l1tIl'li\'l"'I1t ... n: 
'lIfT ~. f.r;r ~t it I(~ it; mr {;r 

~ it; IfT1'Iir it ~ ~~ ~;J() 
~ fiI;qy ;;rrm "fT ~ 1f;T ~ 
mm ~? ~a' it; m: q;: I!;1f; tl" ~ 
tt """" i : 

''We have today paid to Com-
mercial Combine. Limited, Cal-
cutta, a sum of RI. 10,000 in cash 
under instructions from Mr. 
H.D.M .... 

""tit 
Ill: onr finRr URI tf.t 'fT1f it; If I 
\T-lrT"fT I ~~I!;1f;.n~~t 

IIICIRI" ~ : I!;1f; fll'm1l" ~) '11ft. 
"'" ""' ~ I 

''Kindly also advise me what 
action I should take, for my future 
guidance, as such transactions are 
becoming a repler feature." 
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f~ 1P'ft (en ""'"' ~ qmr) : 
'6't'ffl'f~T~~,'&'TtllT~~t, 
m ~, ~ ~iI' omit 'liT, or) f~ ;1~ 
'RI'T if fom ~ ~, """ 'Ii"~T ~ I 
'P omit '!!l' ~ ~ ~ if, !W '!!l' 'Rh: 
~ I It rn", <m: ~ <r.fT it; ;rrq' 

~ 'l!T'f 'Iii <it il'iIT ~ ~, If'l'\ 
~iI'~ifT~ ... 

>,ft If,,! f<'l1lil' : iI'~ mr ~, ft it f~ 
it I 'l!T'1' 'liT ,.;;rr;;TiI''' .;~) ~<f~ 'I'Cof 

'" \lI' ~iIT ~ I 

"'TIT~~qmr :ftit~fi!> 

~ ~) '~T ~, !I§ 'liT ori'!' l!) 'PiT ~ 
q't>: iI"6'TlIT ori'!' 'liT orr "1\'T ~, ~)" 
;tm il'iITlIT ~ t, Oft" 'Ii,,," ~ 'fi: or~T 
t f~ ~'t>: fil'Of;f~ <nr.fi it; f~miI' ~T 'oTT 
~ '!1\' onit 'f":'IT 'fiIT ~ifT ,,;;r ~iIT Ii!> 
'tlIT ~'l!T ~ .~ I 

"'T If,! f"""iI : o.:rq~ Ifl!~, <fT~ 
m;:r ~) 'Tit ftot 'fir 1I'~ ~ '1T, <fR l:1IiT 

.. ~ '1'>:1I~'I'~~ ~ I Itorr~ 'I~r~ ~ 
~,<mr 'l'm it; or) om;;rlr ,.'if ~ "<'I' 
T~ ~, iI'~ '1'rn ~'IT t Ii!> 1 0 \Wi' 
~f.rtr ~'liT il'1<rT it; ;rrq' ~ f~ it 
1ft ~ ~, 1(\'1 <l''l! it; 'liTlf or iI'l1Ol'>: 'Ii~ 
~ ~ I ~, 'liT Oft" <1m mil' ~ 
"<'I' ~T ~, If!! 'iiii' <f'Ii ~T l!Fft m 
'Iii!' <r'Ii 'lift ~M 'IiTIi~ ~Fft ? 
~ 1T)mr ~ qmr : It ~ 

iI'm'IT 'ITl!ffi ~ fir. q'lm, 1 965 II 
~lI'Ii1I' m fnti1R: it fomi w 
If,~'l''I'T'liT~~ll'li>:;:fiwff I 

.'1' ~iIT;fi '!!l' ~ ~T 'It oft I or~ <l'li 
~~'l!T~f'li<lTil'~ifi'i'IrorT'Ii)~ 
~ g( ~ 'Rh: ~ 'Rh: iI'~ '!!l' 
~I 

Slui Da.lI: Has it come to the notice 
,f Government that In the £ 1 millioD 
sterling deposit in England in the 

name of his wife some money belong-
ing to this very company also ligures; 
if so, why is the enquiry being delay-
ed so much? 

Shrl G. S. Pathak: This question of 
sterling does not arise out of th~ 
question which I am answering be-
cause the question which I am 
nnswcring relates to a particular 
company and not \0 Hari Das 
Mundhrn. 

Shrl Daji: I am referring to this 
company. This company comes in. 

Mr. Speaker: He connects it by 
asking whether in that someone of 
this company is also connected. 

Shrl G. S. Pathak: The questio. of 
foreign exchange and any contraven-
tion of foreign exchange regulations 
does not apperlain to my Ministry. 

SlIrl S. M. Banerjee: Sir, I rise on 
a point of order. 

Mr. Speaker: He might ask his 
question. 

Shrl S. M. Banerjee: It is about the 
reply to this particular question. 

Mr. Speaker: There is no point of 
order. He might ask his question. 
That will be better. 

Shrl S. M. Banerjee: I want to know 
whether in regard to the holdings 
worth £. 1 million in London in res-
pect of which an inquiry was held by 
the Company Law Administration, 
the company law administration 
deputed the Deputy Director and an 
Under Secretary of the Company Law 
Administration who stayed in England 
and spent about Rs. 5 lakhs in foreign 
exchange in collecting evidence In 
collecting evidence in collaboration 
with .the Scotland Yard and the Bri-
tillh Board of Trade; whether it is • 
faet that one particular inspector of 
the British Board of Trade submitted 
a report in May 1965 as to how Shri 
Hari Da. Mundhra was operating this 
throUih SP Industries, Duncan Strat-
ton and Company Limited, which my 
hon. friend has said is one of thes,! 
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Brahmaputra Tea Company and 
Hoare Miller and Company Limited. 
whether there is a report submitted 
by an inspector of the British Board 
of Trade, Mr. William, to the Gov-
emment of India in May 1965; if so, 
what action haR been taken and whe-
ther it is a faot. that an ex-Cabinet 
Minister . . . . 

Mr. Speaker: So many questions 
..,annot be jumbled together. 

Shrl S. M. Banerjee: That is why I 
wanted to raise 8 point of order. 

Shrl G. S. Pathak: I want notice 
'On this question whether any report 
has been received from any British 
-offtcial or not. I have no information. 
Ali soon 3S I eet the information. I 
.can supply it to the hall. Member or 
1 can place it on the Table of the 
House. 

Shrl ~. M. Banerjee: Sir, I rise on 
a point of order under rule 366 (2). 

Mr. Speaker: Yes; he might formu-
late his point of order. 

Shri loj. III. Banerjee: My point or 
'order b pertaining to the supplemen-
tary thet was put by Shti Homi Daji 
in whiclt he particularly mentioned 
Dunc'an Stratton and Company-this 
·question pertains to Duncan Stratton 
and Company. This question is a con-
tinuing one. It was flrst tabled on 

4th November. 1965 and this questioD 
I. arising out of lhe reply given to 
starred question No. 48 of 4th Nov-
..,mber. 1965. 

Mr. Speaker: Did he say rule 366? 

Shl'\ S. M. Banerjee: Rule 366(2) 
Te: point of orders relating to the 
business of the House. 

Mr. Speaker: I am reading rule 368. 
I! reads: 

IIA member shall not speak on 
a question ........ " 

Shrl S. M. BaaerJee: I am sorry, 
Sir. rule 376 (2). I am so sorry. 

Mr. Speaker: ...... after the Speaker 
has collected the voices both of the 
Ayes and of the Noes on that '!uel-
tion". 

Shrl 8. M. Baaerjee: There was a 
mistake. There may be .0 many mIs-
takes. You must appreciate my 
memory that the dillerenee was only 
of ten. I mean rule 376(2). 

Mr. Speaker: Yes. 

Shrl S. M. BaaerJee: My point of 
order is that this question came up 
in thi; House on the 4th November, 
1965 and this particular question 
tabled by Shri Madhu Limaye and 
Shri Kishen Pattnayak regarding the 
same company. Duncan Stratton and 
Company .... (Interruption), has been 
tabled arising out of the reply given 
to starred question No. 48 of 4th 
November. 1965. As such, we expect 
the Millister to be prepared with all 
the probable supplementaries arising 
out of it. So. my point of order i. 
whether on a Question which has 
loeen tabled in continuation of a pal'\l-
cu)ar Question can lhe Minister 
conceal the facts from us. I am afraid. 
because an ex-Cabinet Minilter is 
l'Oncerned with it, he is concealing the 
facts from us. 

Mr. Speaker: I am not concerned 
with al1 these things. If the ques-
tion i. put. ... 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: It i. a con-
tinuing question. 

Mr. Speaker: Whether it il COn-
tinuing or discontinuing, if a question 
is put and the Minister anawers that 
he wants time, then I have no further 
powers to just compel him at that 
very moment or to extract any answer 
from him at that very moment. Shrl 
Ram Sewak Yadav. (Interruption.). 

Shri Daji: About my quea!lon .... 

"" "'l ~ : ;mf\' ~ 111'1" ~ m it 
f.~~~fir.~'I")fhr_1 

Mr. Speaker: Much of the time of 
the House is consumed in the.e wran-
gle. and these dilpute. of point. of 
order and we cannot cover many 
Questions. 
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if; ~, ~r 'ff<r ;r ~Tif ~T 'fliT If.T'''T 
l!JT;m 

8bri Da!i: We want your protection, 
Sir. The Minister said that my ques-
tion does not pertain to his Ministry. 
But the fact of the matter is that the 
Deputy Secretary of his Ministry, of 
the Company Law Administration, 
wen I to England for making an 
inquiry about this very company. If 
this is so, my question is pertinent 
tu his Ministry. 

Shrl G. S. Pathak: At that time, the 
Company Law Administration was 
part of the Finance Ministry. It is 
true that sOme officer of this Depart.-
ment. that is, the Company Law 
Administration, was sent to England. 
What I said was that any breach of 
foreign exchange regulations does not 
pertain to my Ministry. That is what 
I said. 

Mr. Speaker: That is all right. Shri 
Ram Sewak Yadav. 

~~1I'm": 'llfSlf1lf~, 
'fIft ~ if 1IT;RTq-~ ilt ~ mY 
Mmit 10omf~,.;t~1JIT 
~~~rm~ I ~<miit, 
~, ~-f'lf~ it; ~>wfr ~r 
\ll"T ~-IIT"( 'm:'Jfur;r ~, ~ 'IT1!" 

it '" f~ '!JT orI!T tift ;;rr;;.n 'ifl1{<lT 
i ~ ~ ~T IPfT f~ {T ~ t-
it 1{.~ lIT1{.~ ;;jiit 'i~ lIT ~t 
w;r;r"l"fu'll; irnnrr ~r ;;rt;f 'IiWr it f;;r;rn 
f~ii~orI!Tt? ~~r 
~ 'IiWr ij; fOlit IPfT "" ~ t ? 

Mr _ Speaker: Next q uestlon. 

~l'fi~~ 

+ 
*685. ~~rf1ll'lfif" If: 

-ft "0 WTo fiQ\ : 
If/fT WIV, p, ~f~ q" ""I ~~ qr 'Ilf ~ ,.;1 'f"ll 

mfil;: 

(~) ~, ~ "'~ ~ ,\,,,-
",,"'I" Ifr.r;rr,.;t " ..... it ~ ~<"11~ 

(V) ~ 'q'ffU ii ~T"{ 'foT fqf'fw" 
q;<f"{~'" ~T ., f~'Tr "{if;lT firofi 
m ~«it it f~<f'Tr "I!ll" 'fT~'f it 
IIfIf rt ? 

The Minister 01 State lD the Minis-
try 01 Food, A,rlcu1ture, Community 
Development and Cooperation (Sbri 
GovlndB Menon): (a) The target ot 
production during the First Plan WIlS 
fu\1y achieved and there was a sillJ1i-
flcant rise in production during the· 
Second Plan period. There has been 
a further substantial rise in produc-
tion in '.he last two years of the Third 
Plan, but although the flnal position' 
is yet to be assessed the indicationa 
are that there will be a shortla\1 from· 
the targeted figure. The main reason. 
for the shortfalJ is the non-ava\1ability 
of an adequate number of mechanized: 
boats and sufficient quantities of nylon 
fishing twine. 

(b) During the first two Plan. 
periods, assistance received from 
international agencies amounted to· 
Rs. 172.02 lakhs and Rs. 117.13 lakhs. 
respectively and was fu\1y utilised. 
During the Third Five Year Plan, the· 
corresponding figure i. Rs. 239.11 lakhs. 
of which R •. 238.28 lakhs are likely to 
be utilised. 

Shrlmatl Savllrl NI,am: May l 
know how much investment has been. 
",ade on inland fisheries and how 
muC"h on sea fisheries during the-
Third Five Year Plan and what re-
sults have been achieved in respect or' 
both? 

Shrl GovfDda Menon: During the-
Third Plan period, on inland fisheri .... 
the expenditure was as follows:-

1961 
1962 
1963 
1964 
1965 

Rs. 
277 lakhs 
329 lakhs 
390 lakhs 
459 Iakhs 
453 lakhL 




