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LOK SABHA

Thursday. the 6th April, 1861/Chaitra
16, 1883 (Saka)

The Lok Sabha met at Eleven of
the Clock.

[Mr, SPEAKER in the Chair]

ORAIL. ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

Queen's visit to India

+

[ Shri P. G. Deb:

| Shri Arjun Singh Bhadauria:
Shri S. A. Mehdi:

Shri Sampath.
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri:
Shri S, M. Banerjee:

| Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shri Raghunath Singh.
Shri Bibhuti Mishra:
Shrimati Mafida Ahmed:
Shri Hem Raj:

*135; jsm A. K. Gopalan.

Shri P, K. Deo:

Shri Sadhan Gupta:

Shri A. M. Tariq:

Shri Shree Narayan Das.
Shri Radha Raman:

Shri Ayyakannn:

Shri P. C. Borooah:

Shri Asmar.

Shri Vajpayee:

Shri Phadia:

Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi:

' | Shri Dharmalingam.

Will the Prime Minister be pleased
to state the total amount spent in con-
nections with the recent visit of Queen
Elizabeth to India®

The Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of External Affairs (Bhri
Sadath Ali Khan): The Government
of India have so far issued expendi-
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ture sanctions for a total amount of
Rs 6,55,039'96 nP in connection with
the hospitality extended to Her
Majesty Queen Elizabeth II and His
Royal Highness the Duke of Edin-
burgh during their visit to India this
year.

Shri P, G. Deb: May I know whe-
ther in view of the Queen's visit and
her long stay in India, the old Com-
monwealth tie has grown in strength
between us and England?

Mr. Speaker: How does it arise out
of this question?

ot yonw fag - O ghwr ot
qfraffy A% wem * feg
T4 ¥y ¥ wiwe f mfgw § N o
Tt & weeefY nfaomde & emm
7 as f5r § ot vy o9 # @ gher f
e # M fe afdtr grafam oy aewi
¥ qafafor a1 378 arvwm wnfx o7 e

gz ¥ 7

ot wrew aeft of -t ¥ wE wie
A1 orrfeer AfY & Ty Trom v @
wft zart v wivd aft T ¥, fAs
a7 T wrerT A qx Ko g #
ner3z aft qamR ¥ o7 fee qn
oft #
Shri Badhan Gupta: May 1  know
what is the total foreign exchange in-

volved in the expenses and how much
of it has been sanclioned up to date?

Shri Sadath All Khan: [ would like
to have notice of that question

S8hri 8. M Banerjee: Mav | know
whether the amount spent in Jaipur
for the entertainment of the  Queen
was solely borne by the Maharaja of
Jasipur and whether the durbar ar-
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ranged there was with the concurrence
of the Government and, if not, what
right had the Maharaja to call the
durbar?

Mr, Speaker: How can the Parlia-
mentary Secretary say that?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan; We have
nothing to do with that, We did not
ask the Maharaja to hold the durbar.
It was a private party.

Bhri 8. M. Banerjee rose—

Mr Speaker: Very well, he has
answered that question.

Shri Chintamoni Panigrahi: May I
know the expenses which have been
borne by the Central Government
itself that ig without taking into con-
sideration the expenses borne by the
State Governments in respect of
which the accounts have not yei come?

Shri Sadath Alji Khan: If the hon.
Member means the expenditure in-
curred in Delhi, it is Rs. 4,44,731'44
nP.

ot g feg o amTw, ITAGE

W wagT ¥ qaEi 4 §g T2 A
agraar Wy qrn oy I I ATE AV Y
FRO A TZE 16 57 TSFT T ATIIATH
IATAT Q1, IAF! FATT NG F4T FFA
TaAEz & §g gavg-afeT fear g
waEY avag A € 7 ar gy m
oY oy S waq "9 491 fAay 9 T4
wreard &T &

Mr. Speaker: The question relates
only to expenses. Whether the Cen-
tral Government or the State Govern-

ments gave any amount to these Rajas
is another point.

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: 1 do not
know. I will make enquiries about
this. But the programmes were ar-
ranged after mutual consultations
with the various hosts and.....

Mr. Speaker: We are concerned with
the expenditure.

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: 1 do not
know about that. I will find out
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Shri Raghunath Singh: The Parliz-
mentary Secretary hag said that so
much money has been spent by the
Central Government I want to
know how much they have spent for
the three Rajas.

Shri Sadath Al Khan: The State
Governments spent their own money.
We have got the figures, for instance,
from Madras, Maharashtra, and others.
Some other information is still due.

st wo qo mfew : wa afwwr
FASSTAT $1 SR T F ArAvar W
qr A ¥T TR EHIEA & (% JAYT &
s 3FH fae ad) a1 97 e #
FTGT F WA 7 T & @
ANwaraT F7 &% IT F qg A X
Tm ) arfag w7ar faar g e
17 & §, A gHAa fegea #) 3w
¥ wy gAY af § 7

iy € aBae e (o)
wlgia LS g 0 ef LW e 2yt
ele e el b K e S 2
S oma oo 2yl W ey
Y B o eyd MRS 0 talylee
2 e 5 gl o) el
Somgkanys A ey &g o8 gl W) ]S
¥ W e b S egaie
-2
weTw AT © TAF AT A §F ALY
qal s JrfE

Order, order. We are concerned here
with the Central Government. It
some foreigner comes and some private
person makes a present out of his own
income, the Centre js not respoasible
for that.

Bhri A M. Tariq: Not present. I
wanted to know whether it is a fact
that when the first programme was
made Jaipur was not included in the
programme and the Maharaja direct-
1y, without informing the Government
of India, arranged this with Her
Majesty.
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Mr. SBpeaker: We are not concerned
with it here. The question is about
the expenses “incurred.

8hri D C. Sharma: May I know if
the Government has any  break-up
with regard to the films and documen-
taries that were produced in India
with regard tho the Queen’s visit, and
if the Governmeny has earned some
criticism  on these films from  the
papers?

Shri Sadath Ali Khan: 1 have not
got the break.up of these figures about
films and documentaries, and I am not
aware of any criticism made in regard
to these things.

ot wo ®yo fyR@ : 7 FrwAT ATFAT
F & qage & o cTare g, L

werw WEa . IEE Ak § oW
e & sEaTwE T AW E ¥ 7@
T e QA ® A HEE

ot ®o wio fgAd : I w4
Wt guilea X gER A wew @
Tl & UKW i F A wY
wargdy w7 &Y ok oY ?

Mr. Speaker: That does not arise
out of this question.

Shri M. L. Dwivedi: 1t was in con-
nection with the Queen's visit.

Mr. Speaker: Everything is in con-
nection with the Queen's visit. Here
it is a question of the expenses

Shri Ansar Harvani: May I know
whether the Maharaja of Jaipur and
the Maharaja of Banaras have ap-
proached the Government of India
to exempt the expenses incurred by
them in connection with the Queen's
visit from the Expenditure Tax?

Shri Sadath All Khan: [ do not
know about that.

Shri Achar. Large amounts seem
to have been spent on making roads,
putting up arches etc. in connection
with the Queen’s visit by municipali-
ties and State Governments. May I
know whether the amount mentioned
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by ahe Parliamentary Secretary  in-
cludes that also; if not, what is the
amount spent by them?

Shri Sadath Ali Ehan: The Prime
Minister said the other day in this
House that most of the expenditure
incurred on roads wasg in connection
with the Republic Day arrangements;
the roads had to be widened and so
on.

Mr. Speaker: After all the items of
expenditure have come and the whole
account is received, I would request
the hon. Parliamentary Secretary to
place it on the Table of the House,
under all heads.

Shri Ramanathan Chettiar:
know .

Mr Speaker: Order, order. The hon.
Member is not one of the sponsors of
the question. I am allowing him in-
dulgence though he has not tabled
even one question. I am allowing him
an oppotrunity to put supplementar-
ies on every question. But he cannot
force me to do so by rising and start.
ing to put a question.

As ] suggested, after he gets full
information the hon. Parliamentary
Secretary wil] instruct  his office to
send the full uccounts that are avail-
able under all the heads in connec-
tion with the Queen's visit, except
what has been spent in ths normal
course, and lay it on the Table

Shri A. M. Tarig: Another direc-
tion also may be given, Sir, that they
should place the accounts about the
hunting trip.

Shri Morarka: Since you are direct-
ing that the detailed accounts should
be placed on the Table of the House,
may | make a submission? The other
day the hon. the Prime Minisler gmid
that the expenditure incurred op the
visit of Mr. Khrushchev was much
more than what has been  incurred
on the visit of the Queen. Would you
kindly direct that detsils of the ex-
penditure incurred during 'he  vivit
of Mr. Khrushchev  and  Previient
Eisenhower may also be placed on the
Table?

May I
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Mr, Speaker: It does not arise out
of this question. I would not have
said thig but for the fact that the hon.
the Parliamentary Secretary had said
that so far as the accounts ‘rom the
various States are concerned, a few
have come and the others are coming.
So I said that if they are coming, let
them be placed on the Table of the
House, let the House be informed. If
they had come, the Parliamentary Sec-
retary would have given the details
even now. So I am only asking him
to lay on it on the Table when the
whole account is available.

woorfedt o gl

*pave. Wt wew wbw: F@T AW
®A 3o Agva7, ete F Avvifiea
95T §eqU Y&y ¥ IAT &F WrEy H
qz aTA ] AN w fE o

(&) =% 7 3T weEe =27 2
FTfaqt A TeET 7AavA w77 907,
A7 ¥ 9 7% fw37 [Ue w7 fw5q
woE o

(@) ¥ar fafws gammgt 4 39
sty A7 fowrgar ® ¥ R gvwoer
AMIAY AT 7€) 7@ § W IAX IAA
wfsarear ag o€ & ; wir

(m) zfz 7i, M ofem AN feafa
17 waar aqwre feafa & que s #
fad ¥ Awem @A G E?

The Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of External Affairs (8hri
Sadath Ali Khan): (a) to (c). The
messenger service is being run with
757 men short of the sanctioned
strength of peons according to pres-
cribed scales. It takes time to ailter a
practice of such long standing as this.
Scattered accommodation also is &
problem. These difficulties angd incon-
veniences are thrown up from time to
fime and attempts are made tp meet!
them to the extent feasible. There is
no question of abandoning the deci-
slon that the peon system will be
steadily replaced by the messenger
svatem.
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ot Ry T A o ¥ Y
Tt St & T AT W e § wr e
JTER W ¥ 9% ¥ gevAr A ww § o
¥R WX geran W §, @ W oJae
foq #Y€ g@t Yot A swaeqr of
Ny m A A

@t aw wetwi o S @, w0
e gerar A a4 § 97 7 faft w5
FEIR % YT § | A qqETfaay o ey
a1 9T A 37% 997 g9 §, IW FH
T %7 famy mar @ fF a8t @ e
w37 | 1§ g WU KE A AG
AT 2 /Y F FLTET AT

ot A A | T AT
& w7 § gg wran & % ota 7 serfaar
FY w5t a7 T =ard wd @ A« { farwrmy
T F1 wegy &, 7 AT AR & 75T
% gafau &Faz T E & A7 IAFT
FArA 3 7 gorfom ST Aft T w2
% a gA9T {657 wal 8t 7 Twd ¢ -
IH YFT WA A1 ATE qF AT T
ECICAR NI A (Ce e L
w7 £ g7 fa=ar7 fear q@m w7
F1 59 778 * wigw fzq waw fe
FH ¥ W EEfAeny AW 2 39T
YT § ®FrEZ F BT Wil ?
Shri Sadath Ali Khan:
suggestion for action

Occupation of Indian Territory by
Pakistan
+
( Shri Assar:
1360. .( Shri Ram Krishan Gupla:
|_ Shri Vajpayee:

Will the Prime Minister be pieased
to refer to the reply given to Starred
Question No. 792 on the 8th Decem-
ber, 1960 and state:

This is a

(a) whether Governmen: have en-
quired into the question of occupa-
tion of the area known as Jalaiya
area in Amarpur and Sabroom sub-
division of Tripura by Pakistan; and





