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This is a reversal of policy. It has 
also been pointed out by the Planning 
Commission. Why can’t they re-exa­
mine this? Till such time ask him 
to withhold the order that has been 
issued. Once it is issued, it becomes 
a public order. So, ask him to with­
hold it. You have got the power to 
do that.

fa**
$ sfarf |t? rfr tot yrfaTg V
fjfrnY, ffr % 1

MR. SPEAKER: The order has al­
ready been issued.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: He is
.laying it on the Table.

MR. SPEAKER: He will examine
it.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: It should 
not be laid on the Table.

MR. SPEAKER: That is a different 
matter. The order has been issued. 
That is why it has been brought to 
our notice. I shall certainly look 
into the matter.

SHRI VASANT SATHE: It becomes 
a public document once it is laid on 
the Table. Ask him to withhold it. 
Mr. Minister, why can’t you agree to 
that?

MR, SPEAKER: Mr. Zulfiquarulia.

Notifications under Central Excise 
Rules and Customs A ct

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE (SHRI 
ZULFIQUARULLAH): I beg to Jay 
«n the Table:—

A copy each of the Notifica­
tions Nos. G.S.R 248(E) and 240(E) 
(Hindi and English versions) pub- 
lished in Gazette of India dated 

17th April, 1979 regarding ex­
tension of concession of excise re-
uef to paper produced from elephant 
grass and mesta (Kenaf) also, issued 
****  the Central Excise Rules,

1944 together with an. explanatory 
memorandum. [Placed in Library. 
See No. LT-4351/79].

(2) A copy each of the following 
Notifications (Hindi and English 
versions) under section 159 of the 
Customs Act, 1962: —

(i) G.S.R. 241(E) and 242(E) 
published in Gazette of India 
dated the 12th April, 1979 re­
fresh and chilled pancreas toge-

fresh and chilled pancreas toge­
ther with an explanatory memo­
randum.

(ii) G.S.R. 243(E) published 
in Gazette of India dated the 
12th April, 1979 containing am­
endment to Notification No. 64 - 
Customs dated the 6th March, 
1979, together with an explana­
tory memorandum. [Placed in 
Library. See No. LT-4352/79].

12.18 hrs.
COMMITTEE ON PAPERS LAID 

ON THE TABLE
M inutes

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA 
(Delhi Sadar): I lay on the Table 
Minutes of the sittings of the Com­
mittee on Papers laid on the Table 
relating to their Ninth to Fifteenth 
Reports.

12.19 hrs.
CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER 
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Fast undertaken by A charya V inoba 
Bhave to press his demand for total 

ban on cow slaughter in  the
COUNTRY

Tfmft ffcf (inwyc) : %nm
f  ^ ffar*

faflrcr tit tin
vnsfiRr v m  i  iftr #  srrtar **srr
£  far ** i s  fWr f ;
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[«|p ]
# jffarsr <rc srforii srr# 

^  irq?ft *rt*r $ snrf* f  «fr foffcrr in#
3TTT v n m  H W T  WTCWT V T #  % ^TcW
ftqfa i”

SHRI VASANT SATHE (Akola): 
Once it is laid on the table, it becomes 
a public document. Till you re­
examine, let him not lay it on the 
table.

MR. SPEAKER: The question is
that it does not make any difference. 
But, if there is any policy difference,
I shall get it axamined; I shall ask 
my office to examine to see whether 
there is any departure from the policy 
statement in which case I would 
request them to study the matter.

Now, Call Attention. Dr. Ramji 
Singh.

SHRI JYOTIRMAY BOSU (Dia­
mond Harbour): Sir, I have
given a notice to you.........

MR. SPEAKER:.........Don’t record.
I have not selected the notices.

(Interruption)**

THE MINISTER OF HOME 
AFFAIRS (SHRI H. M. PATEL): 
Sir, We deeply regret that Acharya 
Vinoba Bhave has commenced his 
indefinite fast. As the House is aware, 
all possible efforts were made to per­
suade the Acharya not to undertake 
such a fast and to give all of us more 
time to bring about adequate changes 
in the position obtaining in 
West Bengal and Kerala, Leaders 
for all parties and groups in the House 
accompained me to meet the Acharya. 
He agreed to reconsider his decision 
if the Governments of West Bengal 
and Kerala would accept the princi­
ples in the judgement of the Supreme 
Court on the question. The Prime 
Minister spoke to the concerned two 
Chief Ministers. As a result, they met 
the Acharya on 18th April, and ex­

plained their points of view. But these 
efforts have not been of any avail 
till now.

It was suggested that it would help 
matters if States other than West 
Bengal and Kerala were to suitably 
amend their laws to prevent trans­
port of cows and other cattle to slau­
ghter houses outiside their States. 
Such a provision exists in Karna­
taka. I accordingly requested all the 
other concerned Chief Ministers that 
they may consider immediate amend­
ments to laws in force in their States, 
The response so far from the States 
is encouraging. If the inter-State 
movement of cows and other cattle 
is strictly enforced, the number of 
cows available for slaughter above 
the age of 14 in West Bengal and 10 
in Kerala would get automatically 
reduced.

It has also been suggested that 
voluntary agencies should be encou­
raged, particularly in West Bengal 
and Kerala, to make appropriate ar­
rangements for looking after old ani­
mals so that the slaughter of cows 
could be prevented. We would cer­
tainly extend all our co-operation in 
such endeavours.

We sincerely believe that West 
Bengal and Kerala would take due 
note of the Acharya's feelings as well 
as the feelings of large sections of 
people in the country on the sub­
ject. Our efforts to persuade them 
to fall in line with the rest of the 
States would also continue. I would 
once again make an earnest appeal to 
the Acharya to reconsider the matter 
and give all of us more time.

sto vm\ : mm  
sr«prc *pt mrore ^  f ir  <fo tw  w  ^
S to r  crTfft jfmW *
vfa 313* $ «rffr?nr fM t

1 f  wmnnpN ^rf tro’ftfa*
fa  ITT *  fatr *rrf £
ifap ^  f  !! 
T̂ Vnr m*r w jt  # <mrr «rr t

••Not recorded.
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srmrcrfcf Twtt

$ wm srraff fct’armt trmrr

#nr r̂firf wvrc II

T*>IT *TWT 5TfT ̂ *r$T  «TT fa VTVl
3T*f  Twnff $ smr ®r*rr̂ $  fatr

«pr sm»r¥ *?t arnft «nrr  *t fc—?*r wmrr

*nrwrc:  ; i *rra f«rct*T ifr  vnr
aptf sqf̂rnw ft ft 11  3f̂r 3 qrtft
vrf  wrvtsrr jt Ht ^ I i ?*r 3̂  f̂TTTf
*rf»r?r $ «rr * ii ?rfa?r «rnr 

*m srToff *t srnft 5f*TT st t i  ^

f?TC* ?TR «Tf fâcTT 3FT fa«r* | I (WWR)

h, forW *rt  |  f ̂   *rff?rr
£ #fa?r A  q-frsrc kn tft âsarr
*F* *PPrTT i I 5T3T  ’RrTT ft' iTS# T̂
*rc*rro?r w m mat srt * vrsrnr Wm
 ̂sr«m *re*rro,{t sftfarr f̂ n «rr ssrfsn* 

%w *rfatr «fh: fâr <tr  *rf#*Ft 
■wnrrow ^ | i

%9 farat 3 r̂ fa srnsr ira £«r 
* ?rfwff  swtf  T?t £', *rw*fafa)f 
vt gema $t Tfi f i...(www) wn ** 
m  # fa vr*r4 fa*ft*r *t frfr̂ft * 
fanj <r«rr v̂ wsqrvf $ firtr tot fa*rr i 
jtptV  <ft€t ̂ art ̂rtn *r?i is $ t srenqffi
:fa  * ̂rt  f*rr «rr 3*w ntsY
3  Sfrarcli  *  srfr?r  srt?r $  fan*  f̂fWr

 ̂ «tt i gfr̂pff  ̂m«r *rfarr 3T%»r

4  wit # art srfR famrr m wft vr 
r̂nr | ff; fWt-rr ait ar̂t  »nr i 
WnT«PT *V$V( >̂JTT  3T*
t̂rcTiTR ?»rr swt «n aft ?rf̂ **rf «f> 
w?rnrr «n i  (wwwr) fwvt 
I fa tnro 5r̂ f̂nrrfU % ?r?nrer ?t #f«R 
 ̂   r̂??rr ̂  % *rr̂r  *r 
®rpRr vnnrr  ̂f*F r?r fararrr 9ftr1*t?t 
Ŝrr»ft t̂ TWT t̂sft T̂Tf|[̂ I »Tft *rR°T 

t fa *ita*rws 3TO5fvnr t̂  t̂ 
w f̂*rr <r <rf  ?fr trrof 5?r:«rjfta 
fa*ri | fa f̂ftwr aft  iwlf Vr im 

frr#’ %ftx r̂ v srpff ift xm *&\ 
(nwm)

f® ?fnr aft vrt vr wfav #f̂rr 
t r̂wft  ?n̂*r ft*n *Tf?rq; fa iw 

%=|̂tr «pt wfaaR snr  «rr ?rt 
148) fm$ ittt tfnro <tt srfwa *ntm 
»nrr   ̂ ®rra r«tt *t crk

mft m& n  tt

“My own submission to this House 
is that it is better to come forward 
and incorporate a clause in the Fun- 
damental Eights that cow slaughter

is henceforth prohibited rather than 
to leave it vogue in the Directive 
Principles.”

Iff  tffaaH t
gsftiT vti *  ̂VTTT f^ ̂  
ixwfrrr fairr | i fa?fmT ̂  x% f
% itmt «tr% *n*re *r̂f w t| {

f̂r w   ̂ tfk
fm  rfm  vti  %  *nrfa fa*n l 
?e- spt wpt «rrf«r̂ «Fnwf % ̂  *'
$ WtTT I  m> T̂T'R  *̂r̂t
stpt fsr#vr?T vn imrzx m  I i
W% wt &  fwr 11 #   ̂*rra
55TT?rr  ̂:

The existing  legislation  against 

slaughter is proving moire or  less 

ineffective in cities because the legis­

lation is applicable only to a few area* 

and not to the whole country.

art frf*rf?r t,  ̂*rrT?r tottt ft 
jtWH | i w  ̂«rm̂T «nT forte ?rn» 
f̂e?r sftww*r croy  y'r $€,

fspsr̂  »t̂to  ̂ w  5Tmr 1%̂, htttt 

W?TT|T wux
wk $<>  hsw %* m 

er̂rf # we  | :

Slaughter of cattle should be pro­

hibited totally as early as possible.

A 0%  ̂fa «rnr f® ?ft»r
f fa  ̂ «Tft|

wk ttjpt  «rtr  #»rT5r *ft
 ̂f b- fa?tT# ft J ̂fa?r «rt ̂fto tpro 

5R5t?r  r̂r tiv qT̂ nf̂ |# f̂t *Rf fiwff 
i  “cr̂fTTfHTJ %m TT3» atSŵT,
#  JT|  I :

‘The enclosed note on the econo­
mics of cow protection brings out 
the fact that it is essentially an eco­
nomic problem affecting all classes 
of people in the country irrespec­
tive of religion. It establishes the 
fact that if the problem is viewed 
dispassionately from all points of 
view, it will be realised that the 
cow is a course of gain, alive or 
dead, to the people of the country 
and never a loss. It is to be hoped 
that all concerned thus realise the 
importance of the cow as the most 
important basic factor in the eco­
nomy of the country.'.

729 LS-0
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m  Tr*nrt fin?]
WBW JT̂ fCT, ?RRT1TTar $ «FTTOT t

*rgf vfrr ^rpT #ftnr $ tr$ *r$?n 
g fa f » sft»r f  fa jt?
n spt sot | i ^  ^
Mfar vr̂ fT ûMnT fa # sfafjro *t fcS 
fa srr # ’pt «^<n*r 5rf» fasft # 

fa*rr «rr,  ̂ »tona
fwr«rr «rr iftr mm  # fw  «nr i 
Vrfm, *  ?fm *rt t  fa **W ^ fT ‘
fW snsr # uf Nf fv $th srtta 

tfn ra  h  ^  ?Tff fsrarr |  f a  *fM m r  
«trt wftrtftfhrft t i ’ wre «fr fcff fa
*ftT W  mipT # *ft afT̂  *f f*TT

I *ftr T̂TT tfWTTfacT *T?t
** t$ gt* |, vmfh: *t tfrsnr sti|^t stfct 
t, *r$t tt «fr sW* $ sfa Vt
fntm | sw r 10 ?rer vt *rsrr £t w?rt
t  i t

STrT 4  «fta ^ J T T  *TTf m  |  I *TTOT-
an5 *  *? ?  »5*rm  t f t r  $ t ?t 3  srt m r c fr  s*rf
*F<t f l X V R  *T vf^PF ?TT*pr H T  F 3PT9TT p I 
A' f^hllWT *fi?t 5TF1T | rrf%*T A

* f r r  W f r r  j  f t ;  £  s tf t  Tn*rlr
*r *r f  t ,  spr flfarcrR
fa £ *i |  srtr ^ r p t  'tmnfvnr *rt w  t t  
faofa | sito *m?rcs?r *t tft f,
?ft *rt v r ^ t n n m  ^ ife q .. (w rr o r a )

# rĵ  *ftar tfh *F*pTT 5̂ 5
f̂tn, srrf ®rr«r tfr f f̂mi f̂t ^

 ̂ i___ (war?0H )____m  ?T| f^rK
% , frm i  xfr* *n% ^«p f r̂rrt

f f  HT *r f f ,  f^ ft-rr  ^  ^vr
t& fsrafrf | ?fk t  ^  ^  ^

i r f w r  ? r«m  t  i f ®  arm ^  # f v  »TtaV 
aft ?rc$ $  ^ r » r % ? R  ^  f95nq> ^  i

,wpr | f t   ̂ t fw r”» 7 
aj*rrf, 1927 ^ »rm ^  ^ “ jpra
V f  ^ = w t i snarer * $ * * * ,  wr»r

!̂»Tfe<P % 3fT# |  I “ qpT3» ?fr ^
^5T «it ’

‘The cow in Mysore: I have
received letters from Cow Protec­
tion Societies in Mysore, protesting 
against my letter to the 
Mysore Cow Protection Committee 
appointed by the State. My letter 
was in answer to the questionnaise 
issued by that committee. Extracts 
from that letter published in the

Madras Press led the Cow Protection 
Societies to think that I was totally 
against legal prohibition of cow 
slaughter under any circumstances- 
whatsoever. I am surprised to re- 
ceiv these letters and I wondered 
whether, in a moment of forgetful­
ness or inadvertence, 1 had ever said’, 
that there should never be any" 
legislation against cow slaughter.

MR. SPEAKER; You have taken lot 
of time. Piease conclude.

¥fo Tmaft %  : tfssrar ^ t^ r, #
wr*r nft srT̂ rrr i jjs t  far tt«??

*rrt #rrr, t  WV «fV *p ?t,
^Tf ?ftr •ttjr % fsr̂ frarr
3ft #  r̂m t « t  3ft fcrfr̂ r % i *rm ^
r?r w g  H irrr «mr ift jwr  ̂ i 
m t  ?T5ft sft % sr̂ rT in^srr^^F *pg?n 
n̂|nT pp  ̂ fi f̂tsn sm  ĉ«rr *  f̂ n?

*r»rm ^t ?r^tt ?r «ftr *rr w^ftt 
% ^§j ^ w o r  *n?s«T  ̂ ?rfm tftr
f̂ TTB'r 5T9T W- %?TT *ift F?T̂ vT ^ «ft ?T#T

^n?t *4r qT?f | ftp
firftarr sTRf rerr ?t,
* ttsjt ?rn»Rf ?r «rft̂ r #
f% rrr in ^ r m  5pt ___

MR. SPEAKER.: I think, you must 
follow the orders. I have given you 
a lot more time than is ordinarily 
being done. I would net allow any 
more recording.

Do not record.

DR. RAMJI SINGH:**

SHRI H. M. PATEL: The hon. Mem­
ber has given expression to the reasons; 
Why Acharya Vinoba Bhave has pro­
ceeded on his ^st. I do not think, he 
has asked any question. The otvly 
question that has been asfced by him i  ̂
whether we would make further efforts- 
to persuade these two State Govern­
ments to ban the cow slaughter. I 
have already said that we would con­
tinue to do that.

•♦Not recorded.
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SHRI CHITTA BASU (Barasat): I 
atn really happy that the hon. Home 
Minister has said that he would once 
again make an earnest appeal----

wfcnrom wnft (fgqtY) : spfft
«rr fa w+fz fak * w  fwr tfr 

T»*i ? fan | i
MR. SPEAKER: <He said that he

would make every possible effort in 
this respect. , , , , ,

SHRI CHITTA BASU: With all
sincerity at my command, on behalf 
of myself and West Bengal Left-front 
express deep sense of concern and 
anxiety for the life of Vinobaji who 
has undertaken a fast. But with all 
humility, I beg to submit that the Gov­
ernments of West Bengal and Kerala 
have in detail explained the position 
to Shri Vinoba Bhave with regard to 
his demand of total ban on cow slaugh­
ter. I have something to point out to 
the hon. Members regarding the 
erroneous statement being made in this 
statement. The whole purpose of the 
statement has been to single out the 
West Bengal Government and the Gov­
ernment of Kerala as if these two 
State Governments are not falling in 
line with the decision of the Supreme 
Court. The fact is not that; the fact 
is otherwise. Would you kindly note 
that in. some other States like Bihar, 
Uttar Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, 
Orissa. Union Territory of Delhi, there 
is a ban on the slaughter of cow and 
calves, but no ban on the slaughter of 
the bullocks and bulls.

SHRI A. C. GEORGE (Mukanda- 
puram): Sexual discrimination.

SHRi CHITTA BASU: There is no 
legislation whatsoever on cow protec­
tion in Nagaland, in Meghalaya, Union 
Territories of Arunachal Pradesh, 
Mizoram, Goa, Daman and Dieu, 
^aksha dweep, and there is no ban in 
w»e North Cachar and Mihir districts 
of Assam. jn Tripura and Manipur 
als°» there is no such legislation about 
cow protection. Thus, the purpose of 

e statement has been only to stogie 
°ut these two States; where the Gov­
ernments enjoy the confidence of the
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people and the minority community as 
a whole. Therefore, if I am not in­
correct, there are certain forces who 
are out to create trouble in these two 
States on this unfortunate affair of 
Vijobaji’s fast.

I want some few minutes’ time to 
explain the difficulties of the Govern-* 
ments of West Bengal and Kerala. I 
hope, the hon. Members of this House 
will rise above the partisan attitude 
and approciate the feelings and diffi­
culties of these two Governments. The 
West Bengal Government has mention­
ed that there are no laws in several 
States concerning the subject, but in 
West Bengal there is a law. In West 
Bengal there is a law, West Bengal 
Animal Slaughter Control Act, 1950 
which was enacted by the state legis­
lature as far back as 1950, under which 
only those animals which are over 14 
years of age and unfit for work or 
breeding o r  have become permanently 
in capacitated for work or breeding 
due to age, injury, deformety or any 
incurable disease can be slaughtered. 
With regard t0 Kerala, there is provi­
sion in the rules of Kerala under which 
slaughter of animals under 10 years is 
banned in the panchayat area and the 
rules are now being modified to cover 
municipal areas also.

My friend mentioned the name of 
Mahatma Gandhi. I should only like 
to quote a passage from Shri P. C. 
Sen's letter addressed to Nandaji in 
1966 on this issue; Shri Sen, it will be 
acknowledged, has faith and belief in 
the principle of Gandhism;

“You would no doubt appreciate 
that the existing West Bengal Ani­
mal Slaughter Control Act, 1950, 
which practically bans the slaughter 
of all useful cattle in this state, safe­
guards the fundamental spirit of 
article 48 of the Constitution of India. 
In order to organise animal husban­
dry ‘on modern and scientific lines’ 
with a view to improving the breeds 
of milch and draught cattle, it is 
absolutely necessary to eliminate 
old, diseased and otherwise useless 
cattle, especially in view of the



[Shri Chitta Basu]
pathetic dearth of green fodder. 
Hence in our opinion, no further 
action in the direction is considered 
desirable so far as at least this state 
is concerned.”

This was written by an ex-Chief 
Minister, Shri P. C. Sen, now a Member 
of this House, who believes in the prin­
ciple of Gandhism.

Another Gandhian and ex-Chief Min­
ister of West Bengal, Mr. Ajoy 
Mukherji, in his letter says:

“In our opinion, the existing West 
Bengal Animal Slaughter Control 
Act, 1950 which practically bans the 
slaughter of all useful cattle in this 
State, and the West Bengal Livesr 
tock improvement Act, 1950 which 
provide for preservation and im­
provement of the cattle in this State- 
safeguards the fundamental spirit of 
article 48 of the Constitution of India. 
We may however in due course 
amend the West Bengal Animal 
Slaughter Control Act 1950 for the 
purpose of its more effective appli­
cation and the Act which at present 
applies to Calcutta and in other 
municipalities in the State, may 
gradually be extended to new 
areas,---- ”

1 only want to quote one Chief Min­
ister, another Chief Minister, Sid- 
dhartha Shankar Hay, who is a known 
lawyer and he has interpreted article 
48.

ME. SPEAKER: We are not on legal 
things.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: It is an im­
portant matter.

MR. SPEAKER; It is a call atten­
tion.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: I am just 
finishing. He said referring to the 
1950 Act of West Bengal:
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“This provision is in consonance 
with article 48 of the Constitution 
of India. This legislation, it appears, 
is also in line with the interpretation 
of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Md. Hanif Qureshi and others versus 
the State of Bihar and others (AIR 
1958 SC 731) to the effect that ‘the 
protection recommended by this part 
of the directive is confined only to 
cows and calves find to those animals 
which are presently or potentially 
capable of yielding milk or of doing 
•work as draught cattle but does not 
from the very nature of the purpose 
for which it is obviously recommend­
ed, extend tio cattle which at one 
time were milch or draught cattle 
but which have ceased to be such.’*

The position with regard to the 
Supreme Court decision has also been 
negated by the letter written by Shri 
Siddhartha Shankar Ray to the Gov­
ernment of India on the subject.

The present position of the West 
Bengal Government has been suc­
cinctly explained by the Chief Minis­
ter of West Bengal as follows:

“This Government shares the view 
that the West Bengal Slaughter 
Control Act, 1950 should be extend­
ed to the entire State. At present 
it is enforced in all the Municipali­
ties and Corporations and the State 
Government is making all efforts to 
ensure that the provisions of the 
Act are enforced. We would like to 
bring the entire State under the 
provisions of this Act as soon as we 
have built up the necessary infra­
structure for enforcing its provisions 
You will kindly appreciate that 
mere extension of the Act without 
the supporting machinery to enforce 
the provisions would not be correct.

Therefore, the stand of the Weflt 
Bengal Government is that the Act ** 
being enforced and further efforts 
have to be made for the stricter en' 
forcement of the Act. But it is n0* 
possible to impose a total ban.

APRIL 24, 1870



Gandhiji’s name has been mention­
ed. I quote.....

HR. SPEAKER; Please conclude 
now.

SHRI CHITTA BASU; Give one 
minute for Gandhiji.

MR. SPEAKER: Not lor Gandhiji, 
but for you.

SHRI CHITTA BASU: Gandhiji
said:

“The Hindu religion forbits cow 
slaughter for the Hindus but not for 
the whole world. The rel^ious pro- 
hibition comes from within. Any 
imposition from without means 
compulsion. Such compulsion is 
repugnant to religion.’’

Therefore, in all humility, I appeal 
to Vinoba Bhave to give up his fast. 
(Interruptions)' I also want to know1 
from the hon. Minister whether it is 
not a fact that there are some ele­
ments in this country who are out to 
take advantage of the fast of Vinoba 
Bhave and encourage forces of 
obscurantism, Hindu revlalism and 
Hindu rashtravad and embitter the 
relations between community and 
community and whether it is a fact 
that this has become a source of fear 
and insecurity to the minority com­
munity in the country? If that is so, 
will the Minister take adequate pre­
cautions to see that these forces which 
represent obscurantism, Hindu re­
vivalism and Hindu rashtravad are not 
encouraged? Also...

MR. SPEAKER; You must conclude 
now. Don’t record.

SHRI CHITTA BASU:** 

(Interruption) * *

SHRI H. M. PATEL*. Sir, the hon. 
Member spoke on the basig of the 
statement I read out and he thought 
that I sigled out West Bengal and
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Kerala as being out of line with the 
rest of the country. That is why he 
has asked this question, which to my 
mind is not relevant really to the 
Calling Attention, which refers to 
the situation arising out of the in­
definite fast of Shri Vinoba Bhave. 
He referred to the north-eastern States. 
Shri Vinoba Bhave has expressly 
said that he does not want that the 
ban may be made applicable to the 
North Eastern States. So, that does 
not arise. Therefore, the only States 
that remain were the three States 
at the time when he announced that 
he would go on fast, namely, West 
Bengal, Kerala, Goa, Diu and Daman.
Goa has agreed to fall in line.........
(Interruptions), If you listen, 1 can 
tel] you. Goa said that it will take 
action to fall in line with the Supreme 
Court judgement. If I may point out 
to my hon. friend the Supreme Court 
has emphasized these points and sum­
marised them, whatever Shri Siddha- 
rath Shankar Ray may say. They 
are:

“ (1) that a total ban on the 
slaughter of cows of all ages and 
calves of cows, the buffaloes, male 
and female, is Quite reasonablbe 
and is in consonance with the
Directive Principles laid down in 
article 48;

(2) that a total ban on the
slaughter of she-buffaloes or breed­
ing bulls or working bullocks as 
long as they are capable of being 
used as milch or draught cattle is 
also reasonable and valid; and

(3) that a total ban on the
slaughter of she-buffaloes, bulls and 
bullocks, if they cease to be cap­
able of yielding milk, or breeding, 
or working ag draught animals con- 
not be supported as reasonable in 
the interests of the general public 
and is invalid.”

When we talked to Shri Vinoba Bhave 
he said that if the States accept the 
position as set out in the Supreme
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Court judgement, he would be quite 
satisfied. Now this is what has been 
pat to thie two Governments. But, as 

I said in my statement, these two 
Governments, for reasons which they 
certainly consider to be adequate, do 
not find it possible to do so. I have 
said nothing more than that. I think 
this should answer the doubts of my 
hon. friend.

ri* «NroiW (toft
*R» ?ft MV

*5* em?f tit  iftftr ?r$r $ i trf tit
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facT# T n re ftftf «f?T t ' 3t£ VTR?r tit
*i’v  $ ^  arat # snrfcr f

faR cnfef? q?t m *nr?r $ crrfrr f
faftsr vr T̂ t f  i *r*ft tr* wra
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slaughter (CA)
I am quoting tlie resolution pascad 

by CPI(M). The heading is. “CPI (II) 
calls Bhave’s Fast ‘Religious 9$iia~ 
ticism* ” . I say it is the height of 
political fanaticism to call Shu 
Vinoba Bhave’g fast religious fana­
ticism. You want to have political 
blackmail, you want to arouse con** 
munal tension. You will not be allow­
ed t0 do it. These two Governments 
should not be allowed to fish, in 
trobuled waters.

»m q r̂r | fa #
5ft f?T I  ^ t

f^ir HTTf^R # <fft*
f T O  $  ^nq’it *JT ^  ?
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jrr srrqfogre it ^

*T 3TT^f sftTrT « f t r  af’ TTPT ?ft ,3^rfl‘ W  
^  t apn srsrrsrf̂ T f  ?

Sttt ?fhrrr hstt?t | m\ m  tw,
<T̂5Frrt€ $ft ap? r̂*t ?

SHRI H. M. PATEL: As far as I
know, there is already a ban on the 
export of beef. So far as the other 
question is concerned, constitutional 
amendments, etc., that is a long-term 
question which can be examined.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 
What is your attitude?

s s m  *f^ 7  & f o r  fap-
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It is nothing but political arrogance, 
and they want t0 indulge in a cheap 
type of r ommunalism.

SHRI H. M. PATEL: We will
examine it.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 
What is the reaction of other States 
to your direction about the export of 
cattle?

SHRI H. M. PATEL: I have already 
said in my statement that it is en­
couraging. I have seen all the replies 
I have received so far. Each reply 
is in favour of complying with what­
ever i  have asked.


