
#acb of it*  .foCowia* Orders (Hi^dl *nd 
Jtafl&h vewkw^).*# t&* Dalimitation 
Cominissifin updetr' sub-aecttbn (3) ot 
section 10 ol the Delimitation Act, 
1972:—

(1) Order No. 24 of the Delimita
tion Commission in respect of 
the State of Tripura, publish
ed in Notification No. S.O. 633 
(E) in Gazette of India, dated 
the 7th November, 1974.

<2) Order No. 25 of the. Delimita
tion Commission in respect of 
the State of Meghalaya, pub
lished m Notification No. &O. 
634(E) m Gazette of India 
dated the 7th November, 1974.

<3) Order No 26 0f the Delimita
tion Commission in respect of 
the State of Assam, published 
in Notification No. S.O. 635(E) 
in Gazette of India dated the 
7th November, 1974.
I Placed in Library. See No. 
LT-8630]

SHRI NOORUL HUDA (Cachar):
I  would like to draw the attention of 
Government and yourself also to part 
<3) of item 2, Order No. 26 in res
pect of the State of Assam. This is 
purported to have been published on 
7 November, 1974. Today is the 3rd 
December. I* understand the last day 
for filing objections to the proposals 
of the Delimitation Commission has 
been fixed on 7 December, 1974. l 
had gone to the Election Commission 
and other places and have not been 
able till 30 November to procure a 
copy of these proposals. I had been 
“to my home district, Silchar, Cachar 
district in Assam. There also I found 
that upto 26 November, these noti
fications and also the proposals had 
not been received in the election 
office of that district. The officer 
there was not in the know of things.
He had sent a special messengar to 

-procure a copy from 'Gauhati Assam.
So it appears to me that Govern

ment is dilly-dallying on this, because 
only four days are left for filing ob- 
pections. Hence I would suggest to 
-the Law Minister and others in Gov- 
•emment that the last date for filing 
objections to the proposals should be
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9|h mbei rfr. say, 
£0fe or fete December. S& fiw iee, 
people woufci be deceive* of the op
portunity ot tiling objections to the 
proposals. The proposes involve 
major chance* in the constituencies o f 
Assam including my own, Silchar 
Cachar distrust. That is why I would 
humbly request Government through 
you to extend the last <Ute for filing 
objections to the proposals.

Statement re. Demand No. 83 relating 
to the Depit. or Rehabilitation

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THIS, 
MINISTRY OF SUPPLY AND RE
HABILITATION (SHRI G. VENKAT- 
SWAMY): I beg to lay on the Table 
a statement (Hindi and English ver
sions) in regard to Demand No. 83 
relating to the Department of Re
habilitation, included in the Supple
mentary Demands for Grants in res
pect of the Budget (General), tor 
1974-75, presented to Lok Sabha 
the 18th November, 1974. [Placed in 
Library. See No. LT-8631/74].

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Shri
Samar Guha is not there.

14.36 hrs
CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER 
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

Reported collapse of the hanging
ROPE BRIDGE OVER THE MAHAXALI RIVER

fasftr swf ( ) :

% faR fq-faft f w  qtrfa&r 
rmt?t forraT g *TVt s h w

WfTfTT I fw. ^  tfT* if q v  
S :—

% % qfr«l w -
?WT 140



THU DBPtTTV MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
{SHRI BEPINPAL DASXr froHowing 
the publication of reports which ap
peared in the press on the 27th ST6V- 
ember 1974, to the effect that a sus
pension bridge over the Mahakali 
River at JAULJIBi on the Indo- 
Nepalese border had collapsed on the 
17th November and that 140 persons 
were feared killed, my colleague the 
Minister for Shipping and Transport, 
made a statement in the Rajya Sabha 
on the 28th November to the effect 
that full facts regarding this accident 
were being collected from the U.P. 
Government. Our Embassy in 
Kathmandu was also in touch with 
the Nepalese authorities.

I am happy to be able to inform 
the House that both the U.P. Govern
ment and the Government of Nepal 
have now confirmed that the earlier 
press reports were exaggerated The 
Government of U.P. despatches the 
Commissioner, Kumaon, to thn site ot 
the accident. After his visit he has 
reported that there was no death on 
our side.

The Government of Nepal have in
formed our Embassy in Kathmandu 
on the 2nd December that they have 
also received detailed reports of this 
accident. According to these reports 
one Nepali woman was killed in the 
accident and two Nepalese children 
are reported missing. There were no 
other casualties on cither side apart 
from 8 Indians who received minor 
Injuries and were given prompt first 
aid.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I notice 
from the minister’s statement that he 
has made a reference to a certain 
statement made in the Rajya Sabha by 
the other mimster. It is a well- 
established rule of this House that 
unless the minister makes a statement 
of definite policy in the other House, 
what happens in the other House is 
never quoted here because that opens 
the door of reference to tho proceed
ings of tfie other House, which is un
healthy.

a3i &»t£p*e of D£CSMBSR
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< PHOF. MAPHU JDANDAVAXB. 
(Rajapur): entire Tulmohan R«m
episode atfcse out til that!

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Rule
354 says:

“No speech made in the Council 
shall be quoted in the House un
less it is a definite statement o f 
policy by a Minister.”

I am only pointing out this that what 
I insist on member^, I would insist on 
the ministers too.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VA.TPAYEE 
(Gwalior): Instead of quoting, can 
he give a gist?

5HFT froftr smf iTreq-sr 
* n f t w ,  n  a ft s rtft
fo*rr Ttr % % irrTr

T jft , f j r ^ f f  f y  <Tb% «ft | " F  TBfir 
srrfT $ ft? ir arj-r q̂r̂ T

stpt n i ,  f * r r  f%  ip n r r c t  %■ 
frp?T «rr, ^  %*rsr tth? s  tfF cfm

^  *r s t r  
^  s i w  17  ŝrr «r m ?

fsrsrrsto, 
is  w s f ,  ̂ tt 

27 EfTT 7?* ^ ?T̂TT *T
tt̂ t Psa 1 ~3* %
WcT "ft f w  STf-TT — H JTRT % 
3f t  f  © i r w r  t ,  " 3 *  *  s r r j r *  rT r  t s  
T% J g — f c  v t
stfc t * g t  § £  t  i f t r  n rr5 *r»  *

?r t f t  arr T ifi ft 1 *
arafV otw Pwtrt

f  fv  ^  ^  % fa  5 «rnfr
TrrrrR, srk s*r %?r % ^  * *
7#r, stTFT % *rr*r wjer J5T»® tocrr % 

T̂ fTT T̂T̂ t «fhc ^ 1%
I  fa  T̂T<?r STTTS
5*t, W  m  %  ?T5t f«W T  ^rT H O T
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fm sm  f w n r e  f  wfa:
sttott *rr tft rtf ut wrcft jtt-

fa«taTCffT ftorr $ 1

*T3fV % f r r %  i f  
$ : “ fa w f* te  «rrc> 5r*mr t*
JtTRTT rncf̂ rt ** *TR f* ¥f?¥

.................." 1  j f t p s r  %  w r ^ r

^ s t f  “ 7T$f3r*r m  ’ * f 5r> ^sr ^r 
*T>W*f *  I , ^  8T9T *>26
*rt sr«rr, farer *r *?tt w r  fa  * *
%  140  vrre a to  *n r* *r% » srre s *rrc  
*r̂ r $*r‘t  sr*?f ?r *r? snwr ^  ^
«nT, tffr » lT f^  5*TTtt *  JT̂ToT
®rre% ^ srr^?, r̂r?r snarrc 2 f^rwrt 
t t  s?  ̂ aprr &rr | 1 3rtt
?wh *Pfnr m  *r% t^ut
^  | 1 jt? swfte «flr <*r $ fa
tsttt 5ft t o  fc?ff ^  *r>ft £
arr* ^ *rtf ?pte?iT ^tcft | ,  c f t s a

?PT % 5?grt T̂T*rra vt fr??r
^;*ptt «rrtr 1 k  *f sft §  *(%

$ fa WT^'rmsTsrrcsrr 
^  r̂rsrroT *rr; *rfs eft w r 
* 5  jfcrm ?mrn: jpr sm * %*( sfK  htct- 
fcrer ^  1

$snr sr«PT ^  <rs5tt | fa  $ 
S*nt fcrnm* ^ ?mr* «r^r *r 
K?rnnw % it? ĵcT «t?t tnrarr t$?tt $ 1 

î=RT ipgl fr*T5TT ^  % 41*^?, 
■fflr3t?r 5TRT $» fafa^fr ^r?r«T 
% w  «p> $fa?r fam  fa  ^  arr̂ : ^ 
<t«t srrcr fmrra- % m*\

gmrvr<t s r o  ^  1 «rt
fr &n\ ^i«rr« ^  ?nwrr^t *r^ 

rgt fa  ^rw s i ,  wnrrd r̂
^ r r  vft< ^  ^  cwr *r>% ^
arr ^  cw t vt ?t sror* ? ^  

^  «&, f5m  ^  3th- 
p̂t<V ^rnmr %• *rtn <nc 3rr ^

v t f  *rfNf*r tfy | fa  # ir>% «rt
9rr arrt Jf s r n r ^  stf?t ^  w t 
?r^r % 1 5  inj armT ^ s r r  f  fa  
5^  r̂rarnsr ^ Hnrrernlt art?ft |f 
w r li ft  ^rf^ir ^?r »rwfh: ^gf »rn% 
|, *rfa ^  3 *  *?t n»«fk m fit | , ?ft 
*PTT »̂T ajT̂TT ^5W»T,
*pY£ vnfsn^ ^  i

% wnr ^YrRWt
% ^fr 5^ qr ^ 1 1 «rrftn:
*t? 5?r f*iTT eft ?r^ irfh: z x  ^ r 
f®  5ft-r> ®fft **:£  ̂ fr 1 t*r9 rt
% ^  srR^r ^?TTg fa f*n «T5 starr?r
^TTVRJfTT SXTR «ftt fasn^iT f a
^  ^  s r f f w  ^1% 5?r ^  «r^F«rr 
^  s'w T9, fa^r % frarrtf 
msft »r>% «r  ?r  strt %, 
w tfa  ^  stori % 'Tro^r^ m&i\  
*nr ?r̂ Tcr q’t r  ^  3?r ^>r> W t % 
^  vr 3?r | 1

SHRI BZPINPAL DAS: Sir, the 
place where the accident took plaee 
was quite far away from the capital 
of Nepal. It was also far away from 
the capital o f UP. The time taken by 
the Nepal Government to furnish in
formation to our Embassy was al
most the same as the time taken by 
our own people to furnish infor
mation to our authorities, because it 
is a way-side place, far away from the 
capital. Naturally, it took some time. 
Therefore, I do not think any criti
cism should Be made on this account 
of the Nepal Government’s response 
to our enquiry.

The second point asked by Shri 
Sharma is that we have a big Embassy 
in Kathmandu, that they are careless 
or indifferent and not very active. It 
is not true. As 1 said, the incident 
took place in a far away place. Cer
tainly, our Embassy people took time 
to get information. They took the
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help of the Nepalese Government who 
ultimately gave th« information.

Thirdly, he asked the question whe
ther we should draw the attention of 
the Nepal Government to the fact that 
such bridges should be kept in order. 
Certainly, we have drawn the atten
tion of the Nepal Government to that.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: How long 
does it take to travel from Kathmandu 
to this place?

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: I cannot tell 
you exactly. But it is quite far away.

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY 
(Kendrapara): Mr. Deputy-Speaker,
Sir. more tragic than the collapse of 
the Mahakali bridge is the very casual 
and the insensible manner in which 
the Government has been tackling 
this particular matter since 28th Nov
ember last. In the Rajya Sabha.. . .

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Please
don’t refer to the Rajya Sabha.

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY: I 
am referring to the extent to which 
the Rajya Sabha has been referred.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Two
wrongs cannot make one right I 
have already said that it is unfortun
ate that a jefanence has been made 
to the Rajya Sabha proceedings here. 
Please don’t do that.

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY: In 
the other place, it has been handled 
by the Minister of Shipping and 
Transport----

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Again,
you are referring to the proceedings 
there. It is not desirable. Please 
don't do that I am concerned with 
this House. I am not concerned with 
what the Rajya Sabha does.

SHRI SUR8NDRA MOHANTY; Sir,,
1 rise <m a pofcpt of order.

r m  * * * * *  **a*iu*$ea by
Miaiate* o f Shipping as* Transport; fcx 
the other place—

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I rule 
out that point of order because a 
point of order cm what happens ki the 
Rajya Sabha cannot be raised in this 
House. I do not admit that. The 
Rajya Sabha can do whatever it likes. 
We can do whatever we like.

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY: 
Then, the Minister'IB statement must 
be expunged.

MR. DEFUTY-SPEAKER: I have 
already said that it is unfortunate.

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY; It 
must be expunged.

MR DEPUTY-SPEAKER; There is 
no need to expunge it.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur);
It should not go to the press.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The rules 
of expunction are different. This has 
gone on record. There is nothing un
parliamentary. But I have already 
said that it is unfortunate. No fur
ther reference should be made to it,

SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYYA: 
(Serampore); That is the decorum.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That is 
the rule.

SHRI SURENDRA MOHANTY: Al
ready, it has been claimed by a res
ponsible spokesman, of the Govern
ment that the bridge did not fall on 
any national highway system of the 
country. Therefore, the obvious in
ference is that it was on the border 
roads system. Iti the first place, I 
would like to know wherefrom the 
External Affairs Ministry pops in how 
the border roads system relates to the 
External Affairs Ministry and what 
locus standi the Deputy Minister in 
the Ministry o f Eocteraet .Affairs tuts
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In this particular jpatt^r. ?h«ftfp*e,
1 puke bol4 to 'w p  that ty a W  
eamttd xnfimer, Covc^nBiif^ ftps 
been handling it, This it the m et 
serious matter.

Palpably, the statement seems to be 
unreliable. If you go through the 
statement, you will And that the 
bridge collapsed under the impact of
11 persons among whom there were
2 children—co® woman, two children 
and 8 other persons have sustained 
minor injuries, according to the 
statement. If you add up, you will 
find that 11 persons were on the bri
dge at the time the collapse occurred.
I would like the hon. Minister and 
the Boyse to consider whether the 
bridge could collapse under the im
pact of only 11 persons out of whom 
two are children. Therefore, the ori
ginal figure which had been publish
ed by the Nepalese press, which had 
also been published in the Indian 
press, that more than 140 lives had 
been lost is a figure which cannot be 
white-washed away.

The Government, at another place, 
earlier, had taken the plea that main
tenance of the bridge was the res
ponsibility of the Nepalese Govern
ment, with the obvious insinuation 
that, due to lack of proper main
tenance, the bridge had collapsed in 
which the Government of India had 
nothing to do. To counteract that 
insinuation, the statement of the hon. 
Minister says:

“The Government of UJP, des
patched the Commissioner, Ku- 
maon, to the site of the accident 
After his visit, he has reported that 
there was no death on our Bide.”

Obviously, the bridge had collaps
ed in the middle. In that event, how 
could death take place on this side 
or on that side—on the Indian aide 
or on the Nepalese side? Whichever 
tide the bridge collapsed, the deaths 
would have occurred on the bridge. 
Therefore, what sort of answer is the 
hon. Minister giving to the House?
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spokesman, as late as llth  Novem
ber, 1074, had a m m* thaft the bridge 
had eoRapsed frem Hm Indian side, 
to which f  find no contradiction even 
fe  the statement In the circums
tances, to resolve this dilemma, 1 
would ask as to what is the agree
ment between the Government o f 
India and Nepal as regards mainten
ance of the bridge. Who was res
ponsible for maintaining this bridge? 
Who was responsible for maintaining 
it from the Indian side and who was 
responsible for maintaining it from 
the Nepalese side? Or, was it the 
overall responsibility devolving on a 
particular Government to maintain 
this bridge?

My next question is in which year 
the bridge was constructed and who 
was the contractor, whether the 
foundation had been laid according to 
approved specifications and the bri
dge had been constructed according 
to the approved design and whether 
the Government of India had ensured 
that the bridge had been constructed 
on this strategic road according to 
the specifications. Will the Govern
ment order an inquiry into it’  6 f 
course, it is like asking a dumb wall 
because the subject of border roads 
does not come under the Ministry of 
External Affairs In the fitness of 
things, the Defence Minister should 
have answered this call-attention 
notice. I do not know why the De
fence Minister has played truant and 
the Deputy Minister of External Af
fairs has been placed here as a scape
goat as much as Mr. Tulmohan Ham 
Is placed as a scapegoat before the 
House in the import licence scandal.

Finally, I would like to know whe
ther the Government had collected 
detailed descriptions of the persons 
who lost their lives and whether 
compensation has been paid to the 
families of those who lost their lives 
in this unfortunate accident

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: The first
point I would like to make clear is
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tSttH D&] '
, .hat the -call^attentio* notice was ad- 
' dressed to thi* Ministry and the 
Speaker, in bis wjsdom, accepted the 
call-attention. Therefore, this Min
istry has felt called upon to answer 
the call-attention.

I do not agree with the hon. Mem. 
ber that the Government has handled 
this situation in an insensible man
ner; I do not agree with him at all.

The Border Hoads Organization does 
not come into the picture. This bri
dge does not fall on any national 
highway. So, they do not come in 
the picture. It is a small bridge con
structed by the Darchula District 
Panchayat of Nepal. Naturally, 
therefore, the maintenance of this 
bridge was their responsibility.

The hon. Member calculated and 
said that 11 persons died in the acci
dent. But I have given the actual 
picture. The bridge is over the river 
Mahakali which is the border for 
both sides and naturally, half of the 
bridge is their responsibility and this 
side is ours. The rope this side be
came loose. It was a suspension bri
dge hanging over the river. When 
the bridge on our side started sink
ing down, the large number of people 
who were on the bridge jumped to 
the other side and as a result, one 
woman died as per the report from 
Nepal Government, and two children 
were missing. There were some who 
received minor injuries and eight 
persons who fell this side were given 
first aid. The figures I have given, 
of course, do not account for the total 
number o f people who might have 
been on the bridge at that time. But 
the press reports that appeared ear- 
lin  according to the information at 
our disposal and which we have re
ceived from the Commissioner of the 
Kumaon Division o f tJP and also from 
our Embassy in Nepal, were not 
correct.

As I said, the maintenance of the 
bridge is Supposed to be the respon-
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of the fteptitaw because it  
was Constructed by the Darchula D j*. 
tript Panchayat. lie  has asked as to 
what was the agreement for the 
maintenance of the Bridge. There Is 
no agreement between India and 
Nepal so far as the maintenance of 
the bridge is concerned. It is a bridge 
constructed by them and maintained 
by them.

Then the hon. Member asked what 
is the approved sanction and what is 
the approved specification. This 
question does not arise because we do 
not take the responsibility for the 
construction of the bridge.

The last question is about the de
tailed investigation. The Govern
ment of UP has asked for a thorough 
inquiry to be made into this incident 
and when the results of the inquiry 
come, we will know. The road con
necting this bridge is not the central 
responsibility. It is the responsibi
lity of the UP Government. There
fore, the UP Government has taken 
upon itself the task of investigating 
into ihe accident.

Regarding the compensation, since 
nobody has died on our side, no ques
tion of compensation arises.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Since
this bridge is within the Nepalese 
territory, how can the UP Govern
ment conduct the inquiry?

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: Since the 
bridge is over the river Mahakali 
which divides India and Nepal, half 
the bridge is on our side and half 
the bridge is on the other side. Since 
it became loose on our side and the 
bridge started sinking on our side, 
therefore, some amount of investiga
tion is still necessary. Therefore, the 
UP Government has asked for an in
vestigation.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: There
is a lot of confusion. Some members 
have sent notice to the External A f
fairs Ministry. Some have sent to
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{fee Irrigation and Agriculture Min
istry. Some have sent notice to the 
Works and Housing Ministry and 
some have sent to the Transport And 
Shipping Ministry. I myself am con. 
fused. It seems that part of a bridge 
is in our territory. He has also said 
that the bridge is constructed by 
Nepal and Nepal is responsible for 
it, so on and so forth. I do not know 
bow the UP Government can inquire 
into the maintenance of the bridge 
and the specifications of the bridge 
and all that.*.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: I did not 
mean that I meant about the inci
dent.

ME. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: We are
concerned only about the 8 persons 
who were injured on our side. I  do 
not know. There is confusion.

SHRI P. M. MEHTA (Bhavnagar): 
Thank God that the news were found 
exaggerated and there is no casualty 
on our side but there are some casula- 
ties on the side of N epal...

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Why
thank for that? We should sympa
thise with our friends in Nepal.

15.00 brs.

SHRI P. M. MEHTA: Yes. we ex
tend our sympathies to our friends in 
Nepal. I would ask, when the direct 
message was received by Ministry of 
External Affairs for the Government 
o f UP, when they received infor
mation from Government of Nepal, 
and why on receipt of information 
the External Affairs Minister has not 
come forward with a statement. Does 
he take this so lightly that it was not 
worth informing the House? The 
report says:

*It is reported that there was 
heavy traffic on the bridge on that 
«day because of the traditional joula 
jeevi fair held after Diwali in 
JDarchula district of the Nepalese 
’kingdom which is attended by peo
ple on both sides of the border. It
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is also mentioned that the bridge 
gave way when pillars on the 
Indian side collapsed as the bridge 
could not obviously bear the weight 
of about 150 persons/
What are the facts? I want to 

know whether the pillars on the In
dian side gave way and the bridge 
collapsed or is it from Nepalese side? 
Why is there no arrangement to con
trol traffic from Indian side, so that 
there will not be over-weight and 
was these not any caution sign or 
signal in this regard so that people 
could take care for themselves and 
may not go there? That is number 
one. Here it is said: "The respon
sibility lies with the Nepal Govern
ment’. Does it mean that the Go
vernment of India has nothing to do 
with the maintenance of the bridge? 
Was there not proper checks and sur
veys to see that such bridges are 
maintained properly to see whether 
they have to be replaced or repaired 
and is there no such inspection on 
the side of the Indian territory? Is 
it a fact that this bridge is a new type 
of bridge, constructed very quickly 
and not properly supervised also, no 
attention being paid by the Govern
ment of India and so this accident took 
place? Is it correct or not, I want to 
know. These are my questions.

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: There is
po question of any statement being 
issued by the Minister of External 
Affairs. We got the information from 
our Embassy only yesterday.

SHRI P. M. MEHTA: When rail
way accident takes place the Minis
ter for Railways comes and informs 
the House. That is the convention 
which we are observing. How can he 
say like that,—there is no question of 
statement?

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: We were
waiting for information from Luck
now and Kathmandu. We got the 
information from Kathmandu only 
yesterday and we are making this 
statement today. Here the question 
is one of rope becoming loose and
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{Sfcri BtpttypH JftM|
«her«*ore wte Mete »ank and thte *tci- 
derrt took pMce. St is true Ihttre fa no 
traffic tteguhftien. «utfh types e f bri
dges are there a* many *feees and 
these have been used by people lor 
long time; people go from outside to 
their side and vice-versa. Hill date 
no such accident took place. Had 
there hefSn no loose rope on our side 
this accident would not have taken 
place.

It is quite true there is no arrange.
ment for control of traffic over the 
bridge. So far as the responsibility is 
concerned, this bridge was constructed 
by the Nepal authorities and they have 
maintained it and there was no ques
tion of our taking over the responsi
bility of maintaining this bridge.

¥To w pIVw h w  <rti*r («fA<H"k): 
^  jft 1Ef̂

| to $  *rSr % srrsjft
m i  *  f t  i wzzjt *?t trcrwr 
wrm %% aft wm rt  ^TmT srr«*r s t f t  
^rrf^r «rt ^  ^  sr<r § t i w
^rrarTX-w9ft wrfvrcr fpflT t  28 
t&ttT % w m  ^  t :

“U.P. probe into bridge collapse.” 
5  3TR?U f  *R% t o  srfa- 
^TfT*ff f W
q?t frtftf «rrc % *m writ t  fa  ?r$t ? 
«rM  *mm  fa  irfsraaft *t%
<rc *  t o t  vr
fnfterW fâ TT fiRi % *nsrR «TT WPT * 
arwsr forc i *  s n w  ^ tt f  fa 

5f  3ft s^rrar k ^ h vrt ^  t t  
^  wfswrcV^t s*tr «fc «n 
f l r ? « n r * n ^ t |  ? t f k  a r f ^ ^ w  
^  ^  ^ ^  tt fn ^  fOT

^wnrFT-wf $  «ft fro rr  | fa  
3̂ r *f?V wtt «npr t o t  5 m  1 5 0 

a r t o m f tft  «ft * f k  t o  s *r <re srf?r f o r

■ -WhSh W fr  #  t W
1fc*r ft? *n*€t t o t  $  srto m il  
« r %  w r  %  * r w  i f t  mr
tprrrr v r f * r  *rtff «rr fa  jp n ^t ^ft*rr f  
t r  |qr vfwrrft 5rt*f! vt âr ^  
'g x t t  m®r % Ttf^r ?

5 ?ff % t  t?: m r-

3tt̂  t ,  *ptt f*r w C T if iw r
??ft «v?lr ? ^^TT?rrw 

w r  *r  f t  ®t5 ?
^  fa  ^ 7  n^t 7̂T STTfiTT flTWr 
#t*TT ^ qnRTT I, *ftT f^TRr *\TWX % 

% wrrar ^  % vrrw tft *r$
1 1  ? m r c f  ^ 142 ^r>ft 

% *r^t f̂t arrcr ^ ft  ir| |, ^  fa r̂rr 
% ^  t  % *̂r ^  wh:
«ft *̂3 f̂ % *TFR ^  Vf T̂cT ^  I  I 

eft t  ^TRnT T̂ffcTT f  fa  9PT a?facT 9T>
5?r 77: ^  w t  ^  hjt ^  ?r?rm?r
5 r̂ t t  %■ fff^r ? srrfgr erf5  f?«rfcr 
w t  t  ? sftr ??r 5?r ^  ^ w

*mcT ^RT^rrq^f f̂t r̂?T n ft  SPT 
^  rrrfa irfatJT ^ $?ft f f e r  ?r 
srr^tr ^  5To *fto 3ft sfra
^ f t  |  ^ t  f c q t s  ?r : *5T 3TPT»ft

*fk w t vnrnr ^  ^  qr
?

SHRI BXPINPAL DAS: Sir, I
must make it clear that I am not 
holding Nepal Government respon
sible for the accident Accident is 
afterall an accident. What I said 
was the Nepal Government was res
ponsible for the maintenance of the 
bridge because it is they who have 
constructed the bridge. I cannot hold 
either the Nepal Government or -our 
Government responsible lor the acci
dent. There Is no question o f hold
ing any Government responsible for 
the accident.



JU regipdt Hwr exact rtombar, Z 
have afW fc tdltf $ *  Hot** AMI «| 
ter a» <a* IMbrmatfott fo«s only oat 
woman has djffed̂  t#o dUUNn ■*• 
missing ant) eight persons wiere in
jured and given first-aid.

H o w riU iiiP i qrNtar: fpnft 
r r o  $nxt 5* aft 5*: % fro#  $  
srcraft *  v m  ^  ^ r r  i

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: I do not
know whether the hon. Member has 
teen any suspension bridge. If he 
had seen, perhaps, he would not have 
asked this quesion. Now he has ask
ed one question. That is about the 
augmenting of the capacity of the 
bridge. Since the accident took 
place, we had been in touch with 
the Nepal Government to see that the 
capacity of the bridge is strengthened.

l o t  (SA K A i om C ’& vfr*ht»re 24̂  
DfftWn* %mform (StaL) 

relations bet*gs*ft In£ia an* NepaL 
Our relations ajith them are fairly 
good. Certainly our relation with 
Nepal has nothing 4* do with tftts.- 
accident.

1512 bn.

STATEMENT REi ONGC's OFF
SHORE DRILLING PLATFORM. 

SAGAR SAMRAT

THE MINISTER OF PETROLEUM 
AND CHEMICALS (SHRI K D. 
MALAVIYA): Mr. Deputy-Speaker,
Sir, I visited the Sagar Samrat on 
the 27th of November, 1974, and I 
consider it my duty to report to Par
liament the good work that is being 
done in the Bombay High of shore 
operations.

w m m  Osnspfa:) t
W t % 35TBRT $ fa
s t  tfftrre fr ^  n W f
T* JSFt % ****** % 3K % W ^F T 

wt snfrmrr | ’  fa
15ft qR |T3[ ^

W  *ft 'TclT WTCTT 
»WT f a  fa tft  fafcsft

ITT SRTtTsft rr <ft $r*r t  vfr 
fa  wsr wr fsfar*  % t o  *r % mx

1 1

sftT wf*r*r wra t  iff srrnsrT r̂r f̂r 
I  fa  gfrgwmfl ITTCfrrt fk fw r  
Iflfa % % wren % *WT atW T
*  t  ?

SHRI BIPINPAL DAS: About
maintenance o f the bridge or bridges 
of this type, I have already explain
ed. Now the question is that because 
the accident took place, certainly 
both the Governments will see to it 
that it does not take place again. He 
has made a remark about the trained

As the Hon’ble Members are aware, 
the first well drilled by Sagar Sam
rat in February this year m the 
Bombay High structure, led to a 
discovery of oil which was described 
as “significant” at that time The 
second well was spudded on 7th 
October and drilled to the main hori
zon. The preliminary tests confirmed 
the results obtained from the first 
well. The conventional production 
test was carried out from the 18th to 
the 23rd of November and it showed 
a good flow of oil Oil has been 
found in the limestone layers of the 
Bombay High Structure. It is a new 
feature of oil exploration in India 
that oil has been found for the first 
time in limestone. We have so far 
got oil in India in sand stone layers 
only m the onshore areas The lime
stone pay zones have been prolific 
producers of oil in the Middle East. 
It was therefore decided to carry out 
an acidization test since acidization 
Is one of the established techniques 
for well-stimulation in limestone re
servoirs. The acidization tests were 
commenced on 25th November and 
were continued till the 30th The 
teste confirmed the earlier hypothesis 
that acidization would substantially


