
12 hr*.
CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER OF 

URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

R e p o r t e d  w a r n i n g  b y  Bh a k r a  
M a n a g e m e n t  B c u r d  t o

DISCONTINUE POWBR
s u p p l y  To  D E S U

(^?TT) : 3TCTRT
*TftTO, *  arfJHTWFft* *Tfc* % fa*?T- 

fa<T*T T t aft* aft* fasETcT jfcft 

TT CTT-T fo^RT f  3ftr smr̂ T T7FTT g fa 3$ 
p r  ^  if  ^ R r^ r  % :—

' fc?tft fa^cT 5TSPT £RT ^FTT
Tlftf *T ^ T l f  3TT% % T R ^  STSRT

gRT T t  fC'jJ^y T t W*FT$ CFZ

fa r** t t  t̂ o r t r  i ”

fvrw rf s f t r  f o n j*  if  w f a f t

(* ft  w n « r  v f m )  : fo?*yt f a s n r  stc tjt 

?r?*rR, * iw s t sr^a- $ t£  & t ? r  % s r m  
% am rR  < r  a rfo  1955 <r f a s r ^  % st stt 

t $ t  1 1 a *  $  f t s t f t  s t s p t  *re*rr?r

a r tr  * th j s t  s r r a r  s i t s  % 5 *  tfsrsr if
<t * t f a ^ r  ^  an  T fr  |  far f e ^ t  f a ^ n r  

STfR T O T  facM 't mWT if  fa S R

^ t s r  I  a fR  ssitfsrer v x  f a s  

c n f t e  % *yf$ T t  arriV 1 1 T f  a n ro r

am» |  3 R  fa W t faarcr snrm  ^  % s r #  

w ffc  if  TsVat TT 3 fh  a w fr  cTTT srwitft ft 
f a s r j r  ^ R S > r f  ^  cR f ?r * m re r  t > 

Tt «ft 1 *n*r?T stsfst art? ?t 
fa^sr srern Sr 55*nr»r 6.5 t O s  
*?t Wptt Tiftr tH' arcm t t t  s r t  fanrr
t  I ^ W f  g t  T ^ ff  ?t q?JT5 f a f f  q ^ %  f % * I T f

aftr f*w 3 fa n s  t t  st^  tt% if 
t i  srsmw far^T f  1 fasnr 

T O T f T t **? TT?t * t  T t f  *ft Jftfetf te ? « t

Taremr s t a r R  t t  sr$r »Nit w  1 1 

^rar 5TV w  *rm% * t  H r^ rm  &  *nm, 
» rro ? r  ^  f a ^ t  v t  f t  f ^ s r ^  ^

T O rtf t o  *?$ 1
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*ft f ^ F ? r  : trrfpftir *rgft

3ft % 3ft ^eTsir fo*rr |  w » r  srgcr »ft srr? 
^ t ? r  ?r^t f. 1 *r?r « t ? t  f w f t  ^ t i

ffTTT 3ft s p  5T<T nrr |  f a g p ^  %  ? *T %  
WTTTOI fc T Jft arfEnp E R T lfa T  ^ ^ t  | f  |  I

^  *?mr spt t |  t  fa; ?% ERrrfw a ? ^  
fc e s t  fa^ fr  R3Tf*r ^ f t  ^Tffrr |

% fjr t t  fcm % 1 « f a : ;T  % ;?

^  s i t  ir  f a r ^ f ^  f a ^ i x  s ^ t  f m r  
3tJx 5T w  JT^fQ- ir T t#  '3'rT7' fa?TT I 4  

3 i T ^ r  ^ r r ^ r  g *  far 3 ? ^  fa?r1f
orerf »r q f r  farr |  tftx  %*ff ? r ^ r  ^?t 

f f t  ^ s r ifT  if  ar^r ?r^r 3BJT*T t  i t o t  ^  

3TcF w z l  t  far % ^ t « T  5 T I R  ^ T  %ft ??T 3TT?T 

?>T q?TT I  f +  ? } f r ^ s f t  ^ g fa f^ P T ^  ^ *T B t  «  

3TCT f to  f o  t>fTo %o ^ t  ^ i t  T^TT

^ r T ^ r r  ft a ft r  an? ?r^t & ?t\ 1 1  t o t

^ t  ^RfTT^t a r m t  3 fk  STf <r?n «ft 
arrq i

| r  ht«t f a ^  j t r c t  ^  ^T^srifft 
|  ^ X  ?ft*T f ^ T  n  dT^»T-3?^ fcr 

JTTfft ir 3T55»r t ?  I ,  ?rf fa ^ ? t  if

t  sfh: ?R^rT<t viw tsftsr 

3R?»T |  I eftfft ir 3FffT ^  I eft U?T ^  ?T*?R

^'t a n q  ^ itf  s^r^r ^  f  w r  ?

SFTIT % 3T3?TR 80 ir̂ TTfTc: fsR^ft W?T?T 

^  ^?ft «rt aft^: *  TgT 1 60  Ji»n5n? 1
* g  T T  aTT'T ?r * ^ T R  fa^TT |  far
^fcT fo f i  r̂ *lg ^PT^T ^5T T  q^T |3ri I  I 
?ft ^ t  HT| fasisft fn% ^T% farrr vft 

atrq TOr 7̂  & 1

t o t  sttct s i f t  t  7
^faz fsR^ft fa?^ %clT I  ?sfa?T fa??yt 
Kit 10,12 fa3f55t %?rr \
irfa  ^rm fT  f a ^  ^ r r  ^ t t

eft fc??5t v t  3̂?TTT fa3T?5t %?TT ^  TT 

^ T  I f ^ f t  ^ ? T  ^  TO T ^ f c T  ^ t i f t  S t if f  

3T*Tf I?TTT 3TN 3T?5I3r ®*!T T O  |  I
?rt 4  m * m  w % m  g  far *r? ^  ^
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srrc spte % t  ?

THE MINISTER OF IRRIGATION 
AND POWER (DR. K L. RAO) : The 
information required by (he hon Member has 
been given in th<* answer. The claim is to 
the extent of about Rs 6 5 crores; B.M.B. 
say that they are entitled to get about Rs 6 5 
crorcs from DESU and that is that they have 
asked for and it has not been hanging on for 
years. This information has been brought to 
our notice only a fortnight back and we have 
been asked to arbitrate between these two and 
that will be done. There is no question of 
any crisis. No power will be cut olf to Delhi 
from Bhakra. That is also given in the answer.

: srf fe * s t 

f a r o  qdtit % 3W7 sft 3 Ijo 
srcnr T r srr^Y t  sft fo  ^  £ i
eft 35# f a r  f a *  3ft

% f ®  I n *  *T*|55 3ifa 3% ^3r^T

«rr f r  ?fTrT %• s r ^ - a n - ^  x z  £, 

3TT?ft f c s a t  ir ij f t ?  a f a

* re p rf t  V H T fatff if f ? 5, s*r ai-cR r j  w « ? t  

^  % forr 3TTT TOT 5T’Tr4

*rat 3ft T t afTT *T ^  a rm  I

DR. K. L RAO : That is a separate
question, Sir This question r lates lo alleged 
arrears of piyment due by the DESU to the 
Bhakra Management Board. The hon. Mem-
ber is askinj ubmt the Ni>v Delhi Municipal 
Committee vt»s«.v the DLSU. The NDMC 
has not reported to us that any amount is 
due to them by the DESU. If the respective 
Commiitee writes to us, then we will take it 
up.

*ft SPTT (<TFM) : -ijl'ftj

»Tft^r, TOTfT sft? 7J v t w  rty?

^ t  % 5TT? Q% f f tfe ^  r t f  feqrr |  f>r 5 t

JT t̂% Vt 3T*TT 6 5 *0 5f7r ^ i r t w

fr^r ? t *t t  m  ct t Ŷ *r ^ f r  i

fe ss ft «Ft f a s r ^ t  ? r ^ T l  i m

m  «Ff T | £  f r  ? V f TTfori 15 f*T 

^ m t< r r a  srr?ft a f tr  srr-r a r i f a f s r  % ^qr 

arm  sfTTsrr |  a ftr ' f o s t

£  I r f H  5TIW  T̂TfcTT f  f% W  f f o  f o

$ o  a r k  *rrer?r * t» ,  ^  st?f¥

<nfiwf ^  arrqr^t pft*>R  w rrfsw rr t  fa> 

arrq^PT aft ft*rr ^  q s r s w  ^ r r  s f tr  
s t t f  *17 3 rsf*»r f f r r ,  qn ^  i *nr 

T f ^ r  *rn*rfcrr f^?rr «rr «t 3Tt ^

^ft5 ^  ?r<T?T>'t *r ^  ^  sftT

3ft IfTTJ ^TITT IRT 1— 2.75 $$ ?t 5 ^  
3frc 3.25 q?r t̂ 6 7ft % fffTR r̂, rft fc*«t 
5Ft f t o  f o  q ^ o  % ffTcRT

?. 3fh: % srr? 3 r* n | jtt

f*r> t t h  if ^T^ft*r f e r t  
t  ? s f k  sf<K f ^ r r  |  eft st c s f r  srr^

it T7T IT^tr ^5T T ft I  I IT j f

f & f t  «pt firiRft f ^ ^ r r f^ r  %

TTfT if m ?ft t  I TTlF«rTJT % 3PBTT 3ft *5>*T 

^  ^3ff ^  q-Fft |  ^ r ^ t  f w f t
% w f  ftriTT sriTT ? iftftfip v r m i  t t

^  ^ft 5F%*T f  | f*rf?TCr ^  ^RT TC

fasnT f%q-T s i r  i

MR. SPLAKLR : The question is about 
arrears.

DR. K. L. RAO : I can tell the hon. 
Member that no notice has been served by 
the Bhakra Management Board. That has 
been made clcai in the answer. The Bhakra 
Management Board passed a resolution that 
they want to serve a notice. But at the same 
time, they passed another resolution saying 
that the Ministry of Irrigation and Power 
should be approached to settle the issue.

I can tel! the hon. Member that accor-
ding to the Act on the subject, the Govern-
ment of India has got complete powers to 
direct and to see that no such cutting off can 
be done. There wire such disputes in the 
past also and it was never done There is 
no reason why we shall anticipate any difli* 
culty. This matter has been brought to our 
notice only 15 days back and we will go into 
it. It any case, the question of cutting the 
power supply to Delhi does not arise and 
the Government of India will see to it that 
such a thing does not happen.

SHRI V1K.RAM MAH A JAN (K an g ra): 
The first resolution of the Bhakra Manage-
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mcnt Board giving tbe warning that if they 
are not paid the arrears, the electricity supply 
would be cut off is a glaring instance and it 
is a pattern which bureauciacy has developed 
towards the common man. Imagine, Sir, if 
this resolution has been put into practice, 
what would have happened ? Industries 
would have stopped. Theie would have be;n 
unemployment and they have chosen the 
worst part of the year to pass this resolution. 
The hottest months—May and June -they 
have chosen to give this threat that ‘We will 
cut off the supply.’ This is not a solitary 
instance of callouses* on their part. They 
have bjen following this pattern repeatedly. 
Since last 20 years they have not even leha- 
bilitated the oustees from Bukia Dam. Tn 
regard to the Pong Dam, for one lakh ounces 
they gave assurance that they would be 
rehabilitated. I am giving the pattern. I 
am showing this is the pattern *luch deserves 
to be condemned by this House. They 
assured in this House that they would be 
rehabilitated and compensation would be given. 
But in fact, while such a a assurance was 
given, their houses were flooded with 
water ; this is exactly the pattern which 
they have developed. Tiic programme 
of our party is that electricity and 
water would be given to eveiy householder, 
but the policy of the bureaucracy is like the 
millstone around the neck of the Pume Minis-
ter, their policy is to cut off the supply. The 
Prime Minister wants more industries, more 
employment, but the policy of the buieaucracy 
is just the reverse.

MR. SPEAKER : You arc a lawyer 
coming from a distinguished family of lawyers. 
You should be relevant.

SHRI VIKRAM MAHAJAN : I am 
giving instances.

MR. SPEAKER : It should be related to 
the Calling Attention matter.

SHRI VIKRAM MAHAJAN : The Minis-
ter said that no notice has been given. It is 
a very subtle distinction which he has tiied 
to make He has said, a resolution was 
passed, but no notice was given. This is a 
distinction without any weight, I should say 
It is published in every newspaper. It says : 
“The Bhakra Management Board has warned 
Delhi Electric Undertaking that if they do 
not pay the arrears supply will be disconti-

nued.” This has come out in every paper. 
Either it is true or it is not true. This has ap-
peared in ‘Hindustan Times', in 4Statesman’ 
etc. If they are spreading rumours, are you 
going to take action against the newspapers 7 
What action do you intend to taice if they 
are spreading rumours ? It is my question 
number one. Secondly, will you take action 
against those officers who did pass the 
resolution, stating, they will cut off water 
supply and all that. It is a mess which is 
going on in your Ministry and in this Board. 
Will you appoint a Parliamentary Committee 
to go into this m atur ? I want correct and 
accurate answers. If you cannot follow my 
questions, I will repeat them if you like. I 
will say, it will be my pleasure to repeat them 
again so that you can answer it...

DR. K. L. RAO : Not necessary. As a 
lawyer he should know about the relevancy 
because what he says is out of the relevancy 
of the subject and he always brings in the 
Pong oustees and all that. That has nothing 
to do with tliis scheme. That is being settled 
separately. Here the question is a simple 
question, and that is, whether Bhakra Manage-
ment Board has served a notice on the 
DESU or not It is a perfectly simple ques-
tion and in the statement I have given the 
teply that no such notice has been given. 
Passing resoluiion docs not mean serving a 
notice. A distinguished lawyer must know 
that because passing a resolution docs not 
mean serving a notice. Serving a notice has 
got a different procedure. The Bhakra 
Control Board was within its rights and there 
is nothing wrong about it. He said about 
mess and so on ; I don’t understand where 
the question of mess comes in the Ministry 
of Irrigation at all. I have already said that 
the Government of India has got power to 
say that no power will be cut off The 
answer is specific and clear. He always brings 
in the Pong Dam and Pong oustees ; that has 
nothing to do with this subject. In regard 
to Ukai project also one lakh of people were 
rehabilitated and compensated for amounts 
Jess than Rs 5 crores and in this ca&e we were 
spending more than Rs. a 8 crores. It is a 
separate question and if the hon. Member 
gives a separate notice, wc can answer about 
that. But, what I wish to submit is that it 
should bj relevant to the question.

So far as the newspapers are concerned, 
naturally they will try to get some information
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and when they get it they publish it. Why 
should wi prosecute these newspapers for 
that ?

SHRI P. K. DEO (Kalahandi) : Shri 
Vikram Chand Mahajan wants some litigation.

DR. K. L. RAO : There is absolutely 
nothing wrong in their publishing it. In fact, 
they have done a good duty by bringing this 
dispute to the notice of all. I am thankful 
to Shri Hukam Chand Kachwji for bringing 
out this point, so that 1 could make the 
position clear. I want to make it clear oncc 
again that when there are two organisations, 
definitely there must be differences of opinion 
over the rate, the amount of power to be 
supplied and so on, and there is nothing 
wrong with that. The whole procedure is 
completely logical, and there is nothing for 
me to take particular notice of in this, cxept 
this, namely that once again, I would assure 
the House that Delhi power will not be cut 
off.

sror* (JTsrTir) : 
*gte«r#*rart n s fa ?  % srra T t T t

Tt f r  *rw?r m i fsrsr̂ fY
SPT35T TT T tf jftfw  f e n  I, » ff  *T m  

|  f r  6.5

T rts  vuft 11 t > ^
f r m  f r  t t t t  srrrarr * f f  t  ^  t f r i t  

Ttfar w f  t?j *t$ i sref <tt ?pr 
Tt ITmTTft t  aftr ^  T*t f*t 3T=r t t  
q-cTT |  fT  T T H ^  % g m f a T  % ^ ft 

W fterft f t  t  artT % w r ? r  Si fawn?

I  f»TT% TlT*T S^ffH T 3T??T-

fcffrr a ftr  m w rr  f t i  % srta  n

«pt f e w  t  f r f W t
srem  T t t s  *r %

g m fa T  WTT ^TT $  I

A w t^tt f  f«F *ret w m w
w z  t t  fsp f t f i  % shr *r sft * t t t  % 

*r f e r r ?  t  3*tt>  t t %  t  s ^ t  

f e * « r  sfcrf 7 *rVt f o r r

f r  *tfe*r *t *rf ^  s rp j t r  

art* ^  * t t ? t  f w  »rcr |  f r  i t t ^ t

Trf9T t t  w a n  f e r ^ t  T t
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wt£t t t ?  f t  r̂Tq;̂ ft i «rrar t t  fT *?t
T T  TTfw 3RT T t  I $8%  TfT% fT t£  g  

fT  3TTT ST?r TTf9T 3RT ffoft eft fa s rs f t

t t s  f t  ^rrnn't 1 »rsft %

T?H H 3% ? r ^  TTR^t, ^  cTT j f t  T lftr

t t  >TiTfTH *r^f fS  i

rTT-T rr JTCPTlf

ST^ft & aft?- Ffafr f^R pff if  TT̂ T TT *TW«t 

^  ft I i p S  TT TTT^T I  fT

ITTR % t t  |  | fc rfo sr T2t 

ST TiT T 3 ^  % TTT^T rrqf? % *t t «T

I  aftT 3r*ft TT7^r *T cT^t TTfw 37T^ |  I

A ijfrVI % 3TPPTT ^T^TT f  fT  

f?P3t ^  f^ ^ s j t  »Tr^Tf % f^rr

fsr»T cTr fT ^  T̂ T TT ?r»TTl2 TR-
t» ? t?t  I  ^»ft ^  f3rsre?T 3t t^% t t t -
TTT3R TT % WftTTTaff Tt ^ T  ?T

k  3ftr ^T f«riT ^ ?Ts?rf T * ^  TT

f«T^TT |  I H T f  3TPRI
^T^rTT ^  fT 3TIX f^RJ rT T^TT

Tf«rTT a f tr  h t ^ t t  srafQ- f i «  % f t *  n  

f ^ ^ r  t § t  I  Tifw ^ c n ? r  %

^  TFTTT TW cTT fT’TT T^T TT fW^TT 

T«T^ t  ?

DR. K. L RAO : I did not know that 
the hon. Member would be interested in having 
the break-up of this sum of Rs. 6.S crores. 
The claim has arisen on account of three 
points. The first is about the quantum of 
power. The Bhakra Management Board 
thinks that it is 60 MW while the DESU 
thinks that it should be 80 MW. The sccond 
one is about the rate. The Bhakra Manage-
ment Board says that it should be 7 93 p 
Thile the DLSIJ says that it should be 4 3 p 
per unit. The third is about the the date. 
The Uhakra Management Board says that it 
should be 10th December, 1968 whereas the 
DESU says that it should be 1st April, 1970. 
These are the various points on which there 
is difference and that is how the monty has 
come to about Rs. 6.5 crores. All these 
points will be gone into by the Ministry of 
Irrigation and Pow er; as I have Mated, the 
case was sent to them only about a fortnight
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back, and it will take some time to verify 
the facts and then the necessary things will 
be done.

sw r?
«rr i Trc<?tt?r?r sp tftt; 

t  ^  fs^rcT tV
arT^fcr ^  t t  m  3 tn  f^ T T  7 g #  f  ?

DR. K. L RAO : In icgard to DESU 
reorganisation, proposals arc under way, bul 
it has not been decided as to what final shape 
it will take.

SHRI HARl KISHORE SINGH (Pupii) : 
When news appeared in the papers that the 
Bhakra Nangal Board has given notice to 
DESU to cut off electricity, we were quite 
sure that the Central Government would not 
permit it Wc arc glad to have this assurance 
from the Minister that power will not be cut 
off But it definitely speaks ill of the 
administration that one public undertaking 
should be quarrelling with another for reali-
sation of dues It is not only a question betwe-
en these two departments, but between many 
other departments, we hear of such differences 
being aired in public. For example, we hear 
that the telephone department cut off the tele-
phone connection of another department 
because of accumulation of dues ; this kind of 
thing puts both the public and the government 
machinery to great inconvenicnce. Are 
Government going to devise a machinery for 
solving such problems so that in future such 
public airing of such difference does not take 
place, and if there is a problem, it is automa-
tically referred to a board which will resolve 
it by due process and there is no public fuss 
over it ?

Secondly, what would be the effect of the 
removal of disparity in power supply rates in 
various parts of Delhi ? If the Minister has 
not the information with him ready at hand, 
could he give it to us later ?

Thirdly, are there cases of this nature in 
other parts of the country where one public 
undertaking owes dues to another ? Also, 
are Government contemplating constitution of 
suitable machinery to resolve such problems ?

DR. K. L. RAO : There is no necessity 
to constitute a special machinery to dealing 
with such cases. There is sufficient provision

in the Act for the purpose. Government have 
enough powers under the Act. The Bhakra 
Management Board will deal with it in terms 
of the Act. There is no necessity to create 
a special machinery.

As to the question whether there are 
similar differences in other parts of the 
country, there are bound to be. Every State 
Electricity Board supplying power has a claim 
on certain agencies. The Government of India 
have given a direction as to how these rates 
must be calculated and so on. In spite of 
that, there is always difference arising. For 
example, between MP and Orissa, there is a 
difference about the rates to be charged for 
the Hirakud power. 1 am trying to do my 
best with the Chief Ministers of both States. 
These are settled amicably without creating 
difficulty by way of cutting off power and 
so on.

As for the question of uniformity of rates 
all over Delhi, we have not taken up that 
subject because there are two agencies here, 
the NDMC and DESU. One or two hon. 
members have mentioned this to me I will 
take it up and see whether any kind of 
readjustment is required.
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12 24 brs.
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

EXPLANVnON FROM EDITOR OF THE 
Financial Express, B om bay

MR. SPEAKER : Shri N K. Sanghi, 
M P , in his letter dated the 2nd April, 1972, 
had complained to me that the Financial 
Express, Bombay, in its issue dated the 1st 
April, 1972. had published two news items 
attributing them to the “ Financial Express 
Bureau,” although they were based on the 
information contained in answers to certain 
questions in the House. Shri Sanghi had 
contended that the said newspaper should 
have made a reference to the relevant Lok 
Sabha proceedings as the source of those news 
items.

The Editor of the Financial Express. 
Bombay, who was asked, under my directioh, 
to state what he had to say in the matter* has


