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[Shri Vidya Charan Shukla) 
dated the 7th DeI:Ilmbcr, 1968. 

(Ploud In Library. See No. LT-
2676/68.) 

(2) (i) A copy of West Denaal Noti-
fication No. 3291-F dated the 
10th September, 1968 (Hindi 
and EnaJiah versions) makinl 
certain amendment to the West 
Bengal Public Service Commis-
sion (Consultation by Governor) 
Regulations, 19S5, under arti-
cle 230 (5) of the Constitution, 
read with clause (0) (iv) of the 
Proclamation dated the 20th 
February, 1968, issued by the 
President in relation to the State 
of West Bengal. 

(ii) A statemcnt (Hindi and English 
versions) showing reasons for 
delay in laying the above Noti-
fication. [Placed in Library. 
Sec No. LT-2677/68.) 

12.31 brl. 

DEMANDS FOR SUPPLEMENTARY 
GRANTS (BIHAR)j1968-69 

THE DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER 
AND MINISTER OF FINANCE (SHRI 
MORARJI DESAI): I beg to present a 
statement (Hindi and English versions) 
sbowinl Supplementary Demands for Grants 
in respect of the State of Bihar for 1968-69. 

1:1.314 brs. 

STATEMENT RE. REPORTED STATE-
MENT OF NEPALESE AMBASSADOR 

ON SUSTA FORBST AREA 

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
(SHRI SURENDRA PAL SINGH): In 
his notice under Rule 377, Hon'ble Mem-
ber, Shri Atal Bihari Vajpsyce has drawn 
attention to the statement reported to havc 
bocn made by the Nepalese Ambassador 
that about 2,000 bighas in the Susta Forest 
area was a disputed area and that it should 
be demarcated by a joint survey team of 
both Nepal and India. The Hon'ble Mem-
ber has luuested that there is a contradic-
tion betwOCD what the Ambassador said and 
what I slated in the Houao on 11th Docem-
ber,I968. 

In order to clarify the matter, tbe Fore-
ign Socretary has personally spoken to the 
Nepalese Ambassador. The AmbaS1l8dor 
explained that he had made only a verbal, 
and not a written ,tatcment to the Press. 
Different versions of what the Ambassador 
said have appeared in different ncwspaprrs. 
On ,the particular point raised by Shri 
Vajpayee, the Ambassador denies havinl 
stated that the area of 2,000 bighas was In 
dispute. 

As the House would thus see, there is no 
contradiction between my statement and 
what the Ambassador has to say on this 
point. 
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MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Yesterday 
this matter was raised, J think, you have 
read it, J feel the matter has been covered by 
his reply. 

SHRl HEM BARUA (Mangaldai): 
May 1 make a humble submission ? 

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: No further 
discussion on this point. 

That is not the usual practice. I am pre-
pared to do it within the niles. not beyond 
that. 

-A W\'f fqt~i ~IIIIW\ (~~): 

If 111ft ~ 'liT l1Tof ~(\' ~&T ~~ i 
~ 1i~ ~ ;rr!l1f;~r .n- fir; ~ ~ fir; 

;fm ~pr~ ~ ""~i1f" .n- fiI; ~ .if 1f'(;l1fT<'!' ~T t:tif .. ~re~ ~ 
~ if""" ~~~"lf;f orr ~,,~ f1In" 
~~~m"w.rt Illqt~ 


