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‘CORRECTION OF ANSWER TO USQ

4591 RE RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCE
IN BOMBAY SCHOOL.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
‘'THE MINISTRY OF EDUCATION
AND YOUTH SERVICES (SHRI
BHAKT DARSHAN):

In reply to part (b) of Unstarred
Question No. 4591 by Shri Madhu
Limaye, Shri A. B. Vajpayee, Shri Rabi
Ray, Shri George Fernandes and
Shri Abdul Ghani Dar in the Sabha on
5-7-1967, my predecessor, Shri Bhag-
wat Jha Azad had given a negative
reply implying that no teacher had
been suspended for protesting in that
case. On further enquiry, it has now
been reported by the State Govern-
ment that one teacher had been sus-
pended; and the reply shoulq there-
fore, be in the affirmative. I regret
the inconvenience to the House.

12.28 hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

Letter reported to have been written

by Director General of Technical De-

velopment to M|s. Asian Cabies Ltd.
Bombay

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU
(Chittor): Sir, I Cal] the attention of
the Minister of Industrial Develop-
ment, Internal Trade and Company
Affairs to the following matter of ur-
gent public importance and I request
that he may make a statement there-
.on:

“Letter reported to have been wri-
tten by Shri B. D. Kalelkar, Direc-
tor-General of Technicaj Develop-
ment to the General Manager of

M's. Asian Cables Limited, Bom-

bay on 15-3-69 demanding Rs. 4

lakhs for the issue of diversification

permission to  manufacture po.y=
thene pipes.”

S WA I (FCA) AT Q
qThE W6 A1 & g SATAAT F1gar
g T form femre 1 9w farm e 3,
3@ Toar & faars Mg & & =l /i

\
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TAFREN AA AT TG | Tg ST &
fedre &1 (sraam) & fafres
qTEE ¥ ag ST =vga g £ fow gwa<
7 ug FeX S foar §, 71 3ud faars
&t & A A g 99 & g ar
&Y 1 (FFaTA)

st Wy oy (%A%) : werer
TRRA I T A G E? XA
AT T A § 1 (STEI)

=t Ho Wo @t (FIW) : W
AT & IFYTSS A AT a1 &, T 9 ITH
Y g1 T =vfew | SaTan At} R
AT T F HAS 1T & | (TALA)

ot Fav w0 A (feeeft wwx) ¢
T 1% fedmre A€ & & fry 2y
T amarg 1 oag femgw s
am g (sv@am) =W oargar
§fF = & crEd & W
aifgy fr ag ¥ fadae & a1 a8
T H T AT HTA A g fafq-
®& F F, AT ¥y fedax fasw av
7 g faaet anfgm AR gy ar g7 i
1 qort frerft wnfigq 1 & mgan g fr g
fafree werarad #X 1. . L L (734A)

WSqR AIG © WY ST gI AT
Weu 1 oft Sw RE ag HF a3 2
# vy fea e aq e @la @ ?
warge ATh WS FFY a1g 9T I3 @ 37

Reply has not yet come. Let the reply
come from the Minister,

=it o forr® © g T wT AR,
T AT F A ¥ § 1 9§y 94 g
aifag, fag Trardt a3y o

ot mif spuor ;. & og @z e
TS X FT T AT AV A3 T 77 fgamy
WWIFITQ §1... (s179m7)
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off FaX AW R ;a8 7 foa
gR AT FTHe . L L L (FTEIA)

«ft 7y fomd : A syaEAT FOAH
9g g & FHT Helt WG A |
SHRI SITARAM KESRI (Katihar):

The reply has to come from the Minis-
ter. Then it can be discussed.

off s ot - Fifrfréy gz T
WX % | W Fam A L @ § 7

o | g7, AL A STIEAT F A
&\ gt T ag A 2 5 FY gyaw
AT ATHIT TEITT TI AT FY Fel-
faa w<& faar 911 @ 39 F71 J99 S9
e A AE 2 @ & 7 IOH w4
At femafiEiz ] E? faaw
HATAT F IF-ETAT ASTTATT FT ATAAT
g ? g A [yIeAT M OAZ I §
%79 $F 1 F1 ALTAL L& T 39 A09 FT
faog Sifse i o §7 w07 747 ¥ fA3-
g fear ar, faadr M &Y fragaaradar
ggoaE iy WE?

A [IEAT FT TH AT AQ1TA,
g & & &3 3 ear wrwgor #7 Arfeq faar
ar g A A g frgs fgmm gz
ferwar g 1 @ &% Afed e §
@t IEIT AW Ig FaT 3, 4§ Taafasn
@ ¢ & us seitifar s gar
g qT W & 1 A T TH7 93 47 A
frar o ? wqife s9d Faa O § g
qrqi—

The issue of diversification permis-
sion to manufacture polythene pipes,

&Y ot fear 91 38 N ar :

Illegal loaning and selling of raw,
materials imported against users’
license. (Interruptions).

QF T3 ATH IS 99 @ &, 39 9T
9g HY ey AT ?

SRAVANA 31, 1891 (SAKA)

Polythene pipes
(CA)

st gz fog (Q99) s AT A
AT AR E. ... ..

st Ay famd : gar fag oY, ww
g fig & Affr = & @«
qg ifsg
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a7 g A ag v § fF
T gf T T gWAT Ig TSR G ]
i ox faag Fa A gw A ufas Afeds
ot AT os Y fagg ar wd T Avag
T & f7ar 3 ¢F FENEET FATHT
W& @ a5 & 5 H 73 79-
YT F §AT 3, TACSTZT A AT Y |
afFT iR AR g d :

Illegal loariing and selling of raw
materials imported against users’
license.

I IEATGIEHRAT FT 8¢ 97 1 qfH-
I Faeq F AT A & AT OF 77Q T3
I RAT AT T 1 oF QA ar 5
T ATGHG T F T IFIA A o1 A
FTATAT g SRIA fraw wrary S far
AR ZgT AT A 47 FF AL AL
¥ faars s1 I AT WraTAT Ag
gl araT F 0 AR AIT FT AT
qr f ga=1 foaw & fag o7a & w1 w1
srzafafeiwT & fag 330 faady a7
T Fg T HIAT ATIQY HIT FeeAT iy @B
a9q 73 99 & fag ®is faqar arfzg

weqw wgvrg : Afaq, w78 &
T § ar & fgedr § e qar g 1 gl
TF 3T FAT HIFAFTFOA L I Y
qgw ag =Y do FYo TTo AT #T ATH A
MTAT | I9 F1 I3 & fgar A 15 wvaw
a1 ok Sad 43 Qs § fafrezeas
SR F1 1 7 W FAT AT A1LA-
fafareze Y a7 & @ sre< & fafaes &
qrg s faasr ag fsaeiz g 1 ag at
FEE AN GIA RN ...
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=y ford © 5 3§ arelt qwTA
w7 ara & ? ST el wara 3 ¥ W
S AR AT qreY IS @ § 1 9g Sy
T AT § &1 ITH w7 W =fR
...... (zoaem)

werw WERY . 9gd 91 /ST ¥
< & € 1 FF /g 9ax ¥ & st
A SATHEATE G I FT g1 ATy
813 AR g e A e w3

T EE AT A A T g WA
AT IT & | AT WIgEy qar & 2
mfrm iAo e. ...

Niagfma : S5 g QW A 2
WE A FeE.......
(Tqaw) ... AFAFE @A ARG |
¥ I3 THG WY FWH Q1 @ L
(==aw) ... g2 fag Sft, @ w4t

Ay

W AENIT : T4 § A 69 a5t ;v
STEY | W EfonT ATaET g A g v
AT Igi AT S13Y |

sSiag faar daFaggmarfs
TATT THT AT A1 98 AL 979 98 AT I,
Wrfred A yoga W Iy @ g
& g 7T |

=t wg fowd © F1E ara 7& | ww
B gAY WY &1 W@ |

THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT, INTERNAL TRADE
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI F.
A AHMED): The Calling Attention
Notice relates to a letter alleged to
have been written by the Director-
General of Technical Development to
the representative of a private firm in
Bombay. Immediately this matter was
brought to my notice, I had it looked
into. The Officer, who is alleged to
have sent the letter, was away in
Bangkok till the 16th August, but has
since returned and has submitted a
statement saying categorically that the
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document in question is forged and has
been fabricated. The photostat copy
shows that the entire letter is type-
written and only the last paragraph
consisting of two lines and the initials
and date are in hand-writing. The
last paragraph reads as follows: —

“I would like to finalise this deci-
sion before the 31st March. Please
come with the data for discussion
before 30th.

B.D.K.
15-3-69”

On seeing this hand-written portion,
the Officer concerned recollected that
he had written a note in an official
fle on a completely different
subject, which contained the above
mentioned short paragraph at the end.
He has stated that, above his hand-
written lines, someone had put some
other typed material containing a
whole Jot of false allegations and then
taken a photostat of the same so as
to make it appear that the entire letter
was a genuine one. The relevant file
containing the aforesaid handwritten
lines was called for. It was found that
certain pages from thig file, including
the page containing the aforesaid
portion, had been removed. However,
an authentic copy of the relevant
noting was maintained officially by
another officer and is available.

The photostat copy was also for-
warded to the Central Bureau of In-
vestigation for examining its genuine-
ness or otherwise. The CBI referred
the document to the Director, Central
Forensic Laboratory. I quote his opi-
nion regarding the photostat copy:
from the report of 19th august,

“The letter in question on visual
and microscopic examination, indi-
cates that there is a clear straight
line between the typewritten text
and the hand-written bottom portion
of the letter. The presence of this
line in the photostat copy makes it
possible that perhaps the handwrit-
ten portion has been added on to
the typewritten portion by pasting
etc. The photostat copy, therefore,
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‘may be of doubtful origin slthough
the final opinion in the matter can
only be given after examination of
the original letter of which this do-
cument is alleged to be a true
photograph.”
Subsequent to the report of the 19th
August, I have received another report
from the C.B.I. about an hour ago. The
C.BI have stated that it appears (I
guote their words)

“(a) The photo-copy is probably
a foregery. It has perhaps
(s T T FENfEE Adh
& TEwg )

been fabricated by cutting out
the last para of the letter,
which is in the hand-writing
of Dr. Kalelkar, from one of
his notes in an office file and
pasting it below the typewrit-
ten script of the letter and
then making a photo-copy of
it.

(b) The note portion of the file
from which the above hand-
written para has been cut out
is now missing.

(c) The above flle, according to
the evidence of officers who
handled this file, and contem-
poraneous notes in the move-
ment diary was submitted to
Shri R. K. Gupta on 30-7-69
and from it relevant note-
sheets were missing when it
was returned by Shri Gupta
on 4-8-69. This fact was im-
mediately brought to the notice
of Shri R. K. Gupta and no-
ting was made by the clerk
concerned in the movement
diary.

In view of the above facts and the
‘strong animosity that Shri R. K. Gupta
bears to Shri Kalelkar, there is reaso-
‘nable suspicion that the photo-copy in
-question was probably prepared or
was brought into being with the assis-
tance of Shri Gupta. A definite find-
ing can, however, be given only after
the completion of the investigation.”

1 categorically repudiate any alle-
gation or insinuation against any of the
persons mentioned in the apparently
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fraudulent photostat document, inclu-
ding the alleged writer of the letter.
I would also earnestly request the
Hon’ble Members to exercise the ut-
most care in allowing publicity to such
matters, particularly when there is
serious doubt regarding the genuine-
ness of the document in question. To
assist the completion of enquiry of
the CBI, however, I hope the Hon’ble
Members concerned will make availa-
ble the original letter also and other-
wise co-operate with Government in

bringing the real culprits to book.

250

Ags regards the issue of the diversi-
fication permission, I would like to
state categorically that neither I nor
any of the two Secretariat Officers re-
ferred to in the photostat document
had dealt with this subject or issued
any instructions or held any discus-
sions with the Director-General in this
regard. The Director-General had
dealt with the proposal himself in con-
sultation with one of his senior offi-
cers, and gave the permission sought,
in accordance with the rules. Nor had
the visit of the Secretary of the Minis-
try on a deputation abroad on the 21st
April any bearing on the diversifica-
tion case which was decided by the
Director-General himself on the 31st
March.

The House is aware that attempts at
character assassination are on the in-
crease and only some months ago I
had to repudiate in the House a wild
and malicious rumour that had been
set afoot by interested parties, I would
again request the Hon’ble Members to
Exercise the greatest circumspection
in such matters, not on'y when it re-
lates to Members of the House, but
particularly where officials of Govern-
ment, who cannot defend themselves
in the House, are sought to be invol-
ved. Unless we give our Officers ade-
quate protection in such matters, the
entire administrative machinery is
likely to be seriously affected.

On completion of the CBI enquiry,
which is now going on, I assure the
House that such action as is called for
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would be taken against the persons
involved.

SHRI BUTA SINGH: Shri R. K.
Gupta should be hauled up. He should
be prosecuted.

st IETEIT @ (93): A
ag 7§ agran 5+ war § fewre
fogin Saw fausmn &, wow w1 #13-
T AT & | A9 T9F A H 9w}
Tt AEY Faran ?

MR. SPEAKER: 1 would suggest
that let there be no further questions
on this.

When the hon. Member came before
me and he came to my Chamker, I told
him that unless I had some proof or
near-about proof about the authenti-
city of the document, I could not admit
the calling-attention-notice. So, he
came forward with the photostat copy.
After having heard the hon. Minister’s
statement, I think that we should be
very cautious in such matters . . |

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Why are
you giving your final judgment ? 1
strongly object.

¥ % HrodTowTEe F fHae
qitfage {2 1 sEwr feae

sifras o7 ¥ ag wfeq, 9% age
HIGFT Fgd FT AGFTAG 2. .. ...
(7aa)......

SHRI BUTA SINGH: He cannot
dictate to the Chair,
MR. SPEAKER: I think for the

time being, we may postpone this call-
ing-attention-notice and wait for the
report of the CBI. I shall keep it
pending.

ot Ay foed IR AR F A
wfg7
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member

was very impatient. 1 was just going
to say that myself.
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ot $ax oW W qeEE T,
4g agaq w=S ata § & @odomre
T F T g, T @ F wemar
T W aga ¥ wwr §, 3§ arh i
gy =ifgd |
MR. SPEAKER: He can send it to
the hon. Minister. :

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: I
cannot send it to him. He himself
is the culprit, and how can I send it

to him? His name is there. So, how
can I send it to him?
MR. SPEAKER: If the House

agrees, I think we will postpone this
to some other date till the inquiry is
complete and the report is available.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
The Minister has charged me with
relying on a fraudulent document. I
have got to explain.

MR. SPEAKER: Preliminary in-
quiries show that it is probably forg-
ed. Pending the receipt of the final
report. we should postpone this to
some other day.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: No..
Sir.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
No, I do not agree. The Minister has
charged me. You cannot deny me
my right to reply to that. You must
give me a chance to make a personal
explanation.

MR. SPEAKER: Let the inquiry
be completed and let their report
come.

st 7y fawd . dodtomio ¥

Hpae srdifags &) &, s9% o &

aTg w19 §9 Fled |

M ER AR : T ATATTATE,
Fifeqdd 2 | wemey ARIET, WAl F FEgA
¥ W AT AT T a A T
Sfad ST 1 W9 gwE T AR &
garew o §fad 1.



253 Manufacture of SRAVANA 31,

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: 1
have got the right to explain.

MR. SPEAKER: Yes.

SHRI BEDABRATA BARUA
(Kaliabor): The CBI report says
that there is a definite indication that
it is false. Therefore, it should not
be entertained any further.

SHRI -CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: 1
do not know why this socialist is
coming in the way of the truth being
known. I am sorry for him.

The Minister says it is a fraudulent
document. That means there is a
charge against me and I have to clear
myself.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Not yet.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: I
am placing a copy of the letter on the
Table. This must be given to the
members and they have a right to
know what is contained in this let-
ter—I am handing over the copy at
the Table.*

MR. SPEAKER: It is already there.
SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: I

can prove that it is a genuine lettep.

It is not fraudulent. (Interruption).

A FAL AT AT /T TF FIII-
T 419 §, 37 w T §, AR B
KEIEA §. L. (39aq)

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
We need not wait for the CBI report.
I can say one thing to show that it
is not fraudulent. By mistake, in my
sincerity, I sent a photostat copy to
the Prime Minister for inquiry. The
Prime Minister has passed it on to the
Industrial Development Minister. The
Minister has given it to the 'people
involved in this. So what they have
done js...... .

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Collu-

sion.
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SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: 1
suspect that they might have incor.
porated a line on that photostat copy
and sent it to the police for getting a

report saying that it is not genuine.

I have got another copy. I can give
it, not to these people, because I do
not trust them, but to a judicia] in-
quiry body so that they can even send
it to Scotland Yard at my cosi for
examination and report. I am prepar-
ed to pay the cost involved. I can
give it only to a judicial authority.

There is circumstantial evidence to
show one thing. The Minister has
said that the words in the last para-
graph are not part of the noting .on
the file of the DG Technical Deve-
lopment. I am glad they have agreed.
Will any man with any common
sense write on the file as if he is writ-
ing to any person?

In this letter he has written:

“l would like to finalise this
decision before the 31st March.
Please come with the data for dis-
cussion before 30th.

Signed B.D.K. 15-3-69”

I have read the portion which the
Minister said was correct. He has
written; it is written in handwriting.
Can anybody write on a file like this?
Can anyone with some common sense
not understand it? This is the cor-
rect document. I can prove it......
(Interruptions.)

MR. SPEAKER: 1 thought the
House should have another oppor-
tunity when everything can be dis-
cussed. If they do not want to take
another opportunity, let them go on.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
We want a judicial enquiry. Is it a
fact that after I wrote to the Prime
Minister with a photostat copy on the
13th of this month, Shri R. P. Goenka
of Asian Cables and, Mr. K. B. Singh,
General Manager were called to Delhi
at the instance of some officers or the
Ministers. I do not know; I cannot

*The Speaker not having subsequently accorded the necessary permis--
sion, the paper was not treated as laid on the Table. .
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say—and consultations were held
with them by Mr. Wanchoo, Mr.
Kalelkar and Mr. K. D. N. Singh?
Does this not confirm that there is
complete collusion between the
officers and the firm? I further
understand that the officers had con-
sultations with handwriting experts
with 3 view to declare that the hand-
“writing of Kalelkar on the letter was
fake but when that was not
-sible, they decided to declare this
letter as fake and pass on the blame
to some junior officer to make him a
: scapegoat?

I ask the Minister how those very
.same persons who are involved in the
letter can declare it a fake document?
Why has not the Minister suspended
those officials involved in this case?
‘Will the Minister entrust this mat-

ter to a judicial enquiry? Is
there not sufficient circumstantial
evidence? Is it not a fact that the

Industrial Adviser Mr. Menon brought
to the notice of the Secretary and the
Director General of Technical Deve-
lopment the black marketing indulg-
ed in by the Asian Cables and
.Somayya and Co. in the matter of

polythene? Is it not a fact that they
applied for diversification of the
licence to manufacture polythene

pipes to cover their black marketing
activities? Is it not a fact that per-
mission for diversification was issued
on 31st March? Is it not a fact that
Mr. Gupta a junior officer mentioned
in that letter was transferred to an-
other section in the same Ministry?
Things are very clear and there is
clear circumstantial evidence to orove
that the letter was true.

In that letter they had written that
Mr. Gupta would be transferred and
they need not worry. They said: you
pay us the money and give us the
data; we shall issue diversification
licence by the 31st March. What is
the usual procedure? Papers go from
the glerk, to the superintendent, to the
higher ups. In this case the Director
-“General of Technical Development
called the file without any clerk or

pos- .
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assistant putting it up. He issued
orders giving permission for diversi-
fication. How do you say that there
i35 nothing wrong in this? There is
sufficient justification now for hand-
ing the matter over to a judicial
enquiry.

I do not believe they are entangling
the Minister but by their entangling
the Minister by mentioning his name,
these officers are trying to get out of
it. Therefore, to get out of the mud-
dle, I want the Minister to entrust
this to a judicial body. This is a most
important thing, and to get out of this
muddle, the Minister, in his own
interest, has to do this. These officers
must be kept under suspension imme-
diately.

SOME HON. MEMBERS rose—
MR. SPEAKER: Order, order.

SHRI SHIVAJIRAO S. DESHMUKH
(Parbhanij): Sir, I rise to a point of
order. My point of order arises out
of this. The Minister has made a
statement with reference to a Call
Attention Motion, and the hon. Mem-
ber of this House, in his right to have
a personal explanation, has challeng-
ed that statement and has said that
the statement made by the Minister
is untrue. In the circumstances, what
remains in the hands of this House
to do is to refer the entire matter to
the Privileges Committee, because a
judicia] commission can only be or-
dered by the Government. If the Gov-
ernment is not prepared to have a
judicial commission, this House can
refer the matter to the Privileges
Committee and let the Committee go
into the matter and submit its report
to the House. (Interruption).

SHR] CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
There is a question of privilege in-
volved in this. (Interruption).

SHRI F. A. AHMED: Mr. Speaker,
Sir, the main allegation is that the
photostat copy was handed over to
me and that I handed it over to my
officers and it is they who have given



257 Manufacture of SRAVANA 31, 1891 (SAKA)
1

this reply. May 1 tel] the hon. Mem-
ber that neither the hon. Member nor
anyone handed over the photostat
copy to me. The copy was given by
the hon. Member to the Prime
Minister.

AN. HON. MEMBER: He said so.

SHRI F. A. AHMED: From her
office, it has gone to the CBI. Ii has
nothing to do sg far as my Ministry
is concerned. It has gone direct %o
the CBI. It has not come to my Min-
istry at all. On that basis, the CBI
has been making an enquiry. I have
said that the hon. Member should co-
operate with the CBI in order to place
all the material which is at his dispo-
sal before the CBI, and on the basis
of those things, the enquiry may pro-
ceed. Now, whatever action is called
for against anyone involved, that
action will be taken. That is what I
am saying. We do not want tg con-
ceal anyone. So, I would appeal teo
the hon. Member that he should place
the original letter before the CBIL

The only thing that strikes me is
that no one would be so foolish as to
write in a letter saying “Give me
Rs. 4 lakhs for doing this work.”
{Interruption). No one will write like
that and say “I will take it” (In-
terruption)

MR. SPEAKER:
Limaye.

=t 7y fomd ;. wemer ARy, wEA
TE § 9g AT FCAT A0 g F wgh %
g qF FT H AL ATG FT FATF &, I
g & T F9 HYAY FIE TT 7S A7 A8
& FifE wvelt Ageg 7 w1 w2 R ag
arger Wodtomrdo F famraediv &
T drodrourso ¥ F1S fafaa T a8
Ay zafag F o saF aR H o T8
FgAT AgaArg | AfwT K wad qrew
QY g T@AT A1gAT g forad sy
wer i ufrg faer w5t st
firs fagrg darem & a3 g feaaw
FAT FT IeATT FI W § AR TR A
TR A AN | a7 & AroF arA
AT IAFATE | ... (WFEA) L L
1960 (ai) LS—9

Shri Madhu

Polythene pipes
(C.A)

a9 A F faw 7 g Tawmz Wk
gEHA FAT EH 0 3 7
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13 hrs.

& 5o qray aforas Fae wot-
T 7o F7 Tz W uwTdEE, 1960-
67 T 1§ | Tg AT RYFE 781 31 a7
37 eAH AT g § A & g} g
ARATE | TF 2 qF 1297
“RAW MATERIALS GIVEN ON
LOAN

(Partly secured by deposit of
Rs. 8,94,500) Rs. 841,625.”

‘A1 EAT 919 ST FAT A1 qES ATEag
¥ FAT [T 47 Tg TR vy faar 2
TR FPET F AFe T | feamr mw
%%:wrmaﬁ%aﬁwf‘zmwali

T GEAAEEAE 79| ag
gfadft & anvd, gowra a9 famr
T §9 &9 § fan, g8 a= faa
Lo

“Sales include sales of raw
materials amounting to Rs. 25,23,
585. These include sales of
imported raw  ‘materials of
Rs. 16,75,752 being surplus and/
or defective, Application for
clearance and/or permission of
Government in respect of these
sales has been made by the Com-
pany.”

ag A1 UFIH SRR oAy F) §
TR WWT ¥ TR T g% ¥ Q@

>

GITATE qFAT ATEAT 2 :

“Conditions of Actual User licences

“This licence is issued subject
to the condition that all items
of goods imported under it shall
be used only in the licence hold-
er's factory at the address shown
in the application against which
the licence is issued and for the
purpose for which the licence is
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issued, or may be processed in the
factory of another manufacturing
unit but no portion thereof shall
be sold to any other party or uti-
lised or permitted to be used in
any other manner. The goods so
processed in another factory shall,
however, be utilised in the manu-
facturing processe€s undertaken by
the licensee. The licensee shall
maintain a proper ‘account of con-
sumption and utilisation of the
goods imported against the licence
in the prescribed manner.”

AT ag fed—faea s sk
QA qIF AG AT

“It has been noticed that in
some cases, the actual users divert
to other channels/uses the raw
materials or components etc.
licensed to them for use in their
factories. Attention of the actual
users is drawn to the condition
applicable to A.U. licences, to
the effect that the goods shall be
utilised in the licence holder’s
factory only for the purpose ior
which they are imported, and no
portion thereof shall be sold to or
permitted to be utilised by any
other party. Steps are taken to
ensure that this condition is strict-
{y complied with. If any licensee
tnfringes the aforesaid condition no
further assistance will be given to
him for the import of goods in
the category of actual users, with-
out prejudice to any other action
which may be taken against him
under the Imports and Exports
(Control) Act, 1947 and the
Imports (Control) Order, 1455
dated 7th December, 1955.”

o TeAET AR, & AT ST ¥ AT
AT fow Qe & R § ag
S U C U S L L
stgifiw daem & fowras gt e
FIOAT TE &0 FT IJodATA  FH T8
F=T AN SYRT GIETWY E, TE@ ¥

smﬂ,ﬁvm%mzwﬁé
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arzae 9 faear & 7w qea § fawar
2? T s g 5 fomd @maEl oie
FUST TAT FT ATH &, TF I@ F ATS-
g s fer o & @1 mF I8 ww
WEITATT FT HTAAT § |

wem wevew, feed feaar faar
EHAAE T g AT gaH ag &
f& @ ggam afrAg & fF S oie-

€= gEmar o, fagd a7 so
@ A ww@r agr 1, &few
FUaET  AAT 1,000 A ¥ wfusr

R I qTQ AT SR § &9 fzuw
T, AT F9 97 2 fean wmn, oikogEy
YT 509, ¥ Fawa 2 fw
TF FAT Fo qF A T §

G ATGHET XA AT B g
T TEWI ¥ 4R H, STgaiaredaT
# ovimw et B A sw
TR & % fEw a9, & geq av
AT AEATE (eF At faaw agd fe
i fadel war #1 osAEr  Tmwe
TGt g aSrfgd | g oA &1
T Fwr =R faay faen wer
W EAT | TR OF I I a9
e fady qET SvaTe #} o

a3 faaw ag & fF wnv aafE
g & foau sratafewaT €1 amr &t
AT § T A S L FFS § 1 AfE
g e #1E wafE) fae &
T

gafay & gl AQRT F AT
aea g fF @ ae A swew e
O il w7 g fENfe
FAl wgr g BF &Y A€ 4 &, s
S AR 1 Aam Ay £ ag aw
g 3 fF T e Tl @ e
FARHE wH uF &, 9 A1 ¥ Wfag
g o1 WA ey 5 sEERx
T A N A T AT A
fraw & s @ 2, TEr 3A
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T 3 FFgn Wmmg Fow
oo g iy

e WEIed, § weRar oo
foei=rd & arg Fgar 9w g f &
fedfeea zmag & amer go@,
A wEET @gE 9a §, ofss
THTIEA FHE T Z, B AOIR
T FT AT QolodHto H I,
aF OF FT ATHT CEAH FALT &
AT AT AT 3 AfAfT A
F gfee 7 | @ aE A A e
T AHAT IIMAT, TemeT FHET A
Y F FTATE A1 F FEAr A
g§fF wmwd it stfsforae v
F fag dare ag & A ¥ memw
wRIRT g {0 AHAT gHIY AEF FY
Gedties #Hdl,  ofsaw mwisEE
NS Fow A HY R Sww
FHA F O T ! OF OF AT A
# mfeq s€mw

A o9 Wl WERT  F), &R
1 JATEAr T AR § R oA Fo
qo  TWEEFT T F TE 9T AR
faor Y = Fforer Ag 47 7 %n‘g
fager &, wf= sz = &, -
T g, e g, wwEr g, W
goaq @iz 9Ef F AT O
TF T WA G A Fifome F3
TET @A 5 @ AwE TR
aTeT TG TR 1 EW AT g AT A
e dE & | T A mERw Wik
A Afefrm grmadr & fag
W%ﬁmﬁ*”rnﬁrwm
&t ¢ @ fmavg & A e
[E A gk 9IF, B A AET Y
afafqdi ®1 %9 9, W TF OF qIAA
# agt gfe g o, gk T oA
F o qftz §77 & fad & S g,
I ATE | I AR A WY FET Y

SRAVANA 31, 1891 (SAKA)
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fri afafe & qud frr s R
9 FqUF i F9 A gem ar
gfar www et fE g andy
FH %, To@ FWE? zm §oa
AFETE 199 A5 T G FLATE |
SHRI F. A. AHMED: I have list-
ened with rapt attention to the hon.

Member for all the general wild alle-
gations which he has made.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Wild?
SHRI F. A. AHMED: Sometimes
people think of others as they them-

selves are. When I have made 2
statement. . . . (Interruption).

T st S A W o wAw 2

L IRETI]

ﬁmmmlﬁ’ﬂ'
TG qavT § | (FFEE)

oo wgEm: w &fey | AT
I AR A A AT W AR
T gfaa

it 7 famd © Aol S W 4R ]
&1 UF q § o 2 g § [ -
T & fag da €1
SHRI F. A. AHMED: When I
have made a statement that so far
as this particular matter is concerned,
it was not referred to me at any
stage, if the hon. Member has any

evidence, I challenge him to produce
that evidence . ... (Interruption).

»t my foed ;7€ 9@ § T A
@E | ATk TEde F AT T H
& f W AT STAREET I A TG
fom | & TR ¥ far A
e

qeqw WEYEd | I WY JeAT AT FT
qEE A AT |
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SHRI F. A. AHMED:

You said
that you doubt that.

Then, not only from what he has
reaq from the report of the Esti-
mates Committee but even from their
balance sheet report itself, it is evi-
dent that Messrs Asian Cables have
been selling some of the imported
articles, Therefore what the DGTD
has done is—that is my information—
that they have reported this matter
to the Controller of Imports and Ex-
ports and the matter is under inquiry.
They have reported the matter and
you cannot blame the DGTD and say
that when this matter was brought to
their notice they had not taken any
action; on the other hand, they have
said that in selling it they have not
taken permission from the DGTD.

it vy fomd : safafedem £
quiee wJi oY ?

SHRI F. A. AHMED: They have

not given permission for the purpose
of selling.

For the purpose of diversification
may I point out that the general
orders do not restrict it to the prio-
rity industry list at all. So far as
the first 25 per cent of the diversi-
fication is concerned, the officer can
give that permission provided for the
purpose of diversification no material
or component is imported and so on.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Is poly-
thene indigenous material?

SHRI F. A, AHMED: That is with-
in the jurisdiction of the officer con-
cerned. For that purpose, they need
not refer either to the Secretary or
to me. But even then if there is any
allegation, I am prepared to look into
it.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA:
What about you?

SHRI F. A. AHMED: Even about
me, if you have any material against
me, I challenge it . . . (Interruptions)
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st wy fomd : A waT a1 e A

T wgry frover anfas v & faa

FaRE ? T 1 AT ¥ AW AGWS A@)
girgarasg

SHRI F. A. AHMED: I have said

that. If any material about any irre-

gularity, any' illegality, is brought to

my notice, the proper action will be
taken.

st v fowd - werw T, W
g9 FT ITT ALY feaqr | AW qUH A
g7 | 9% & AT T FE |

) FAL T A : HR ALA, AT
FYTATL &Y @ FT @ A | AT AT
g s FTEAA g 13 E
#15 qifafea 781 1 59 F AT OF
grfaw § THSh N, ST I A,
FroreH F1 A fafreeraga . |

it @z oy o W RO ST OAT

Y FaY AR AR T AT A
fodrar &1 Fare & § ofisy g, o
AT FE F TIT IF FT AT
w3, g fafaeee w3, 1 &7 ard 79
wrre A Feora 4 &Y 31 g E faq &y
AR FTEREDN T /I A7 F7 FATT
g afew 97wl &Y st " faAdy
faw | IR AT FAZ H ug FRr g

“My understanding with you
for Rs. 4 lakhs may be confirmed
and your side will take care of
any payment to others direct.
For my purpose, you are only to
ensure that the support of Secre-

tary and Minister is there when-
ever needed . . .”

Teqe WEET, HU FgAT AT § R
A TAT A AT & A 9 faw
9T ¥ 7E g wrfe | § ggTer A
et g fE Wy fd o F wE ?
fir AR 7g Aex A foar 97 fe owm
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& @ W gEwefmad ofes @l
Tt § o &~ @ o6 ag s faeg
FE | A Fga & dud ofi
Facq fafwee & amg ag o 3 v faey
g | I & Aafew sefwT s ¥ @
TrEAFT H1 A ZA farsywer fammar w@w
g\ 7g S A1 ARl € 99 & faarw
Y OF 9 A 4% ager § & &Y /7 6
T FAFAED ST WY 2 ) A ATAT
ST AT & Y FTAT A0 ¥ 39 & 912
B 1 ol ¥ & Y 7 Y TAwEEd
W 21 39w F Ao FreEoN
& A § 9 A T @ TR 7 qG
ot % 3% aede 73 faar sm@ &t Fa1
7g wE A 2 R o F Wl Ay
qrea 7 FgT fo Iq FT A3EW wEE AT
FT1 I T A4 &1 A I F HTG AT
AR rEHd 39 31 ? =9 § AW w1 48
& fF FoeFT aEeE ¥ 9w gdeH 30
g ed F g F AN FF
foaerd F Aty & g F ¥

O T § T FY w0 ¥ FAA
oy €T A 5 mfaT ag st sreaE-
fe¥w gar a® sreAfERE g
T ? Uy SETTERTA SHHATE (e
*1 fear & fag g | 3 9 97 Mfe
I qEX FY BRI ST ¢ o #
I sFrmEfaT w1 gl g

MR. SPEAKER: You may send it
to them, whatever material you have
got.

it waT W A Bfaew & IFA
Y AY | I T T 500 A ErEfraw
faen s famade ¥a9 50 &7 F¥
Yot | qUHY AT SF ATHE F =TT
o a<g ¥ ettt § o Ry mr
(smEmA) . ..

MR. SPEAKER: Al sorts of alle-
gations are being made. As the hon.
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ot Fax AW qF ; qH Few v
F 7 Q9 | 719 T we w7 fr o9y
HeAT WEIRA F a9 A | AT wg R R
9 OF STEATHAY 39 % a8 FE 0n
9 TG 8 AR+ FGT § o W wgrew
o AT I o wE T E fow
T AETAT | TTAT FY § 5 fregerr
FHfRTT T T #1 o o i &
ERA FEEEIA fAeT | GE & e
=afa fafwes & famfasr & sy 4y o8
T A I T TET G AT F7T &
fero foraT gom & 1 ¥ uw gEREe
FT & | FET wEEr HeT & I 2, i
Wiﬁﬁaﬁ%mgmaﬁyﬁg{
SaTiE FHEY F FOC B FEAEET F
FULE Al W A § T H A @
g1 1 Taferg & =g i oot wgey ey
oA TTlE §, g geter ¥ w9, T
A #1 Afsfoes e w9
q Fg AEE AR & fFogw wvoaw
o T #T 9 &Y s A ar o Aer
wged 36 & fau afefuee gawamrr
FF a1 5] frz afers owrsen waer
#1819 I @ A § & g fr oy
TG ARG § 37 F1 qed 73 g1 779 |
a8 eFHT a5 fafaee gge w9
AT WEET ¥ F FL W9A g0 F qegr
| AT AT T TGN GT T S g
g & s i welt wEEw gy 3w
9T GIET ST AT @ & Fifw wror A
fordy Trorifos e & & (sgEwA).

MR. SPEAKER: When allegations
are to be made against a Minister
there is a procedure for that . .

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: I
wrote to you a letter that I wanted
to raise it . ..

MR. SPEAKER: Not that.
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TR FE AEEE geem  fee
fafeex & fears &5 AAT AT
1 41 39 F fAU uF HeAEsET SR
2 fows1 fF ag G FT a9 & afeT
W q@ ¥ qg TAERT T A qHWA
g At F19 waTw Aifew F w9y
QHT 5! FL FHd | 39 & {AC UF A=
&1 TEeaR 2|

SHRI F. A. AHMED: The only
thing which Mr. Gupta has said is
in reference to a letter. The genu-
ineness of the letter is also challeng-
ed. As I pointed out, there is a typed
portion and also a hand-written por-
tion, I have not been able to under-
stand why there should be a iype-
written as well as a hand-written
portion. In that type-written por-
tion it has been stated by the per-
son against whom the allegation has
been made that he wants Rs. 4 lakhs
and he says, ‘You look after so far
as Secretary or the Minister is con-
cerned’. I do not know how that can
be regarded as a proof that I have
taken something in this deal. I have
not been able to appreciate that. I
again challenge Mr. Gupta that if he
has any material before him, he may
place it before the C.B.I. which is
making an investigation. (Interrup-
tion) Regarding the other allegations,
if he has specific allegations let him
come forward with those allegations.
What is the use of talking like this?
(Interruption).

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 1
have got photostat copies here.

MR. SPEAKER: We pass on to the
next item.
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13.18 hrs.

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

Annual Report of the C.S.LR. for
1967, etc.

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION
AND YOUTH SERVICES (DR. V. K.
R. V. RAO):

(1) (i) Annual Report (Hindi
and English versions) of
Scientific and Industrial
Research for the year
1967 along with the
Audited Accounts for
the year 1966-67.

(ii) Annual Report of the
Council of Scientific and
Industrial Research for
the year 1968 along with
the Audited Accounts for
the year 1967-68.

(2) A statement showing reasons
for the delay in laying
the above papers.

[Placed in Library. See No, LT-
1773/69.]

Review by Government on the work-
ing of the India Tourism Develop-
ment Corporation Ltd., etc.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL
AVIATION (DR. SAROJINI MAHI-
SHI): On behalf of Dr. Karan Singh,
I beg to lay on the Table.

(1) Review by the Government
on the working of the India
Tourism Development Corpo-
poration Limited, New Delhi,
for the year 1967-68.

(2) Annual Report of the India
Tourism Development Cor-
poration Limited, New Delhi



