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LEGISLATIVE COUNCILS (COM-

POSITION) BILL

Shri Shree Narayan Das
bhanga): I beg to move:

(Dar-

“That the Bill to provide foi the
composition of the Legislative Cour-
cils of States and for matters con-
nected therewith, be referred to a
Select Committee consisting of 16
members, namely Shri Ramchandra
Vitha] Bade, Shri C. R. Basappa,

Shri Basanta Kumar Das, Shri Gauri
Shanker Kakkar, Shri K. L. More,
Shri Shankarrao Shantaram More,
Shri V. C. Parashar, Shri Jagannath
Rao, Shri S. C. Samanta, Dr. Sarojini
Mahishi, Shri Sheo Narain, Shri-
mati Ramdulari Sinha, Shri T. H.
Sonavane, Shri Radhelal Vyas, Shri
K. K. Warior and Shri Shree
Narayan Das, with instructions to
report by the last day of the first
week of the next Session.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member may
continue the next day.

15.333 hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

INDIA's OFFER FOR TALKS WITH PAKIS-
TAN ON KUTCH BORDER AND SUBSE-
QUENT REFUSAL OF PARISTAN TO
WITHDRAW FROM KANJARKOT
Shrimati Renu Chakravartty (Bar-

rackpore): 1 call the attention of the

Minister of External Affairs to the

*The vote of Shri Shashi Ranjan
not appear on the Photo-copy.

could not be recorded as his name did
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following matter of urgent public im-
portance, and | request him to make
a statement thereon:

“India’s offer for Talks with
Pakistan on Kutch Border and
subsequent refusal o¢ Pakistan to
withdraw from Kanjarkot.”

The Minister of External Affairs
(Shri Swaran Singh): There has been
a comparative lull on the Kutch-Sind
border for the last sixty hours except
for some desultory firing.

Yesterday, the Pakistan Government
proposed to our High Commissioner in
Karachi that there should be a cease-
fire followed by a meeting at official
level for tha restoration of the status
quo ante and thereafter, there should
be higher level talks to discuss the
boundary question. We have sent an
affirmative reply to this and suggested
that the ceasefire should take effect as
early as possible. We are awaiting
further information from our High
Commissioner in Karachi.

The Government of India’s position
has been made clear in the statements
made by the Home Minister and the
Prime Minister in Parliament on the
12th April. We are prepared to have
talks with the Pakistan Government
but in any talks we shall take the firm
position that the Kanjarkot post set up
only recently shoulq be disbanded by
Pakistan. Our point of view regarding
Kanjarkot remains unchanged.

I hope the House will appreciate
that it will not be expedient to say
much more on the subject until we
have had a further communication
from Pakistan. I shall, take the ear-
liest opportunity of making a fuller
statement before the House.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: May I
know from the hon. Minister why it is
that yesterday the authorities who
explained the Indian stand clarified
that India was not putting forward
any pre-conditions for the Indo-Pak.
talks and today we were told in the
House by our Prime Minister that the
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only condition which he insisted upon
was the vacation of Kanjarkot post has
to be acceedeq to. May I know why
our spokesman deal with such impor-
tant matters in this manner?

Shri Swaran Singh: The position as
stated on the floor of the House is the
correct position. I have enunciated it
again and if any spokesman at any
level has made a statement contrary
to that or the Press has misunderstood
him, we should rely upon the state-
ments that are made here.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: Will
you take them to task? I am told that
even Mr. L. K. Jha has explained this.
1 would like to know if this is true. If
so will you take any steps? These are
delicate matters; they should not be
handleq in this manner.

Shri Swaran ingh: I agree with the
hon. Member that whoever explains it
should take good care to see that our
position is correctly projected
(Interruptions.)

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhatf): It
seems that Pakistan is actively follow-
ing Mao's dictum: first occupy a pic-e
of territory; then lay your claim on
the territory with al] the force at your
command. We have apprehensions
that the refusal of Pakistan to with-
draw from Kanjarkot is the starting
point for a fullscale aggression against
India. In that context, may I know
particularly from the Prime Minister
—it would be better if he told us—
whether the Government have probed
into the far flung intentions of Pakis-
tan; and secondly, whether Govern-
ment are prepared to face any even-
tuality that might be launched bLYy
Pakistan alone or that might be
launched jointly by Pakistan and
China?

The Prime Minister and the Minis-
ter of Atomic Energy ' (Shri Lal
Bahadur Shastri): Whatever the in-
tentions of Pakistan might be, we have
to take special care on our side and I
have no doubt that in so far as
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LShri Lal Bahadur Shastri]
Kanjarkot is concerned, our position
is irm and remains firm. In the meet-
ing which would be held we would
definitely press our point of view that
it has to be vacated. In regard to any
further eventuality—whatever might
happen; there might be a major
attack or something like that anqd all
that kind of thing—certainly the coun-
try should be prepared.... (Interrup-
tions).

Shri Hem Barua: Our information is
that Pakistan is not ready to vacate
Kanjarkot. Are we going to have
talks with Pakistan before she vacates.

. (Interruptions.)

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. We
should proceed in an orderly manner.
Question might be put. Answers
would be given. All the others should
sit silent.

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: As I
said, whatever the eventuality, the
country should certainly be prepared
<o face it and the Government will
give it the most immediate attention.

Shri Hem Barua:
not been replied to. My question was
verv specific: whether we are going
to have the talks if Pakistan does not
vacate Kanjarkot, and she does not
Prupose 'tlo vacate Kanjarkot as
matters stand today.

My question has

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: We have
not received any reply from them.
In case they take up that attitude,
than we will decide accordingly. But
at present there is the talk, and we
have accepted it, and we have sent
our reply in the affirmative, and
we will be prepared to meet them.

ot gen W woET@ : (J[)
HSTE WG, 12 ATUG FY NG Far
A A g grew ¥, gAY 9 F IAC A
FET W7 % Jq a% gH FAFE a9 T
AN o AT aF i FA@E
FT A AFT A OF [T, T@ AT
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g fedt Y 1w = 99 § I
FAFMY AR Fag aer
AT § 5 ¥ quE gd ofr ag
! G frr@maa ¥ fow
TP IF AR EATTRF ¥ €AF &
fe aifee & ot % 3, ag e T
afw fea 3—faat qft o7 gw &
Fa frar gom &

oft o= AT wet ;o § Fag 9w
FE 47 | W ag W o § e g @
Wi ¢ f& s @t @ar afge
M, fE & A aq A+, a9 I
TE@ R QA TG ¥ A @A, I W
FZA T IW 9T WX I | a@
& a ¥ & 7 39 fav o) #7791 fF W
I M, 91 g 99 ¥ T A a0
@i W wga

ot gew =T wgAT : 39 fo
7Y oY A T 47 fF 99 q% qrfeeT
FAHIE F QT AL FOT, qq T
EW I9 ¥ JEaT A9 w41

ot \Te wggT T oo A

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: That
is not what he said. He said we are
not prepared to talk unless Kajarkot
is vacted. That is the point.

Shri Hem Baru: Kanjarkot should
be vacated, and Pakistan does not
propose to vacate it, as it is. (Inter-
ruption).

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Ken-
drapore): There is a definite change
in the attitude.

= JOR T €AW : WeqH WEITT,

WR A I a7 #Y s #1 @9,
& T Y ATH &Y S e v Wl
o ¥ qTE Wi H g &g 97 fF qw aw
TfFE FI@IE 'TE AG 1M,
qUaF W IF § FraT AL w0
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W AEA : T TG F FTH A
I | AT aEeT qaT &, fafres
AT 71 IT F LI ¥ FHE L
AT I A" F, ®AC A T
AW AR TF OF §C F q9 |
a1 &t 7 grn ifgw &6 @@ wAeE
a7 &E & AT W A oA 9

oY g wT wEAW : qT A T
I AL AT R |

wOR WERA ;. I9T 9T § |

fY R WeT AT : WA WEAY,
T g | ¥ 7 g gor § fF s
¥ faadt s mifeeaT & w3t H &,
Ffwa 39 F1 Jarg 7 fear m@v g
a1 walt ot ¥ 39 faq 9 7@ IWL
fean a1 fF s q& qrfesara QT gaTHT
areft A FT [T, ATIH W IW ¥
FANT T FGT, IgT 7 TAFIXH
warq qgt faar &

eqet WETKd : 47 fafAeT aea
JHE ¥ 17 # qar & 7

The Minister of Home Affairs (Shri
Nanda): This question arose the
other day and I gave very definite
information that they hold {wo-posts
—standing posts—one being Kanjar-
kot and the other is what they call
Ding, 1,300 yards and 2,000 yards and
2,000 yards. These are the two points.
There is no question of any area
where they have occupied and where
they have got their forces ranged to-
wards the whole area. That is not
S0.

=it gow wR @At : guTy ST
St 7 9 g w7 a1 fF 9 aF qfeE
FAHE F WA A FOW, aT AW
T 39§ Ty A 4, 9 I
/i wmat g1
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®T I9 & N AT w4, qg W g
faar | g9 qrT geE @3 A
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ot ge R AW g0 T A
F 12 ard ®1 &1 %77 97 fR 97 aw
aiffea wocele At a@ wam,
qq qF T9 I9 § qEE AGY w4t
W T AT &1 INT frar A

WU R : qAAT qEEq
qT d5 9T |

ot gow e wgET & oo # wf
TeT & FTO7 &3 Srar 2, Afw w1
¥ FT IA7 fammar I

qoqH AR : T HT FIH AR |
WA §59 9T &3 AF |

Shri D. C. Sharma (Gurdaspur):
From the statement made by the hon.
Minister of External Affairs I find
that desultory firng is going on. I
also find that they have occupied
Kanjarkot and also Ding. Now, I do
not understand how our talks are go-
ing to materialise, because, to me it
seems that we are confronted with
the same situation as we have in the
Ladakh area. They have military
posts and we say we shall talk to
them only if they vacate the military
posts. But they do not vacate and
they do not accept the Colombo pro-
posals. I do not understand how we
are going to get these things vacated
--Kanjarkot and Ding—and how we
are going to stop the desultory firing
which may flare up into active firing
any time. I want to know from the
Minister of External Affairs how
these two positions are going to be
reconciled and how these talks which
they are going to have are going to
materialse.

Shri Swaran Singh: The hon. mem-
ber has expressed doubts as to whe-
ther these talks will take place angd if



9603 Talks with

[Shri Swaran Singh])

they take place, whether what we are
trying to achieve will be achieved or
not. I share his doubt. At the
moment, there was a proposal to which
we have sent a reply. There is no
further reply from Pakistan. I would
not like to anticipate what is going to
happen or what we should do. At any
rate, I would appeal to hon. members
that whep negotiations are going on, 1
should not be asked to state publicly
as to what should be our attitude in
the negotiations.

7t g WY WA : W AR,
A sqaeqT &7 g ¢ | & FgAr e
g f& 12 arde #1 sary welr oft &
qT6 WAl A FE 9T WK G B A7
sTeaTae faar ar 6 9 a% gw s
FT TATHT QT AL FEAT AW, AT TF
o fedt WY FMg aX araa @
| WIS qE FaT ST wgy § fr
B9 99 A q1d FW AR I9 F @ T
for N &8 1 & v AT g fF
THTA et S A 9T Ot S g9 famv av
o | a8 S A0 Fg W@ &, S Al
# g 1 & T g frag @ west
¥ fop wreETaA & 6 o9 aF qfEear
AR TATH AT @I A T T, 99
T 7W IG § AT T F9qA

W WERW : g SqasqT FT
TV AEY & | AT W WA A {ha R,
fow ¥ & fgw 3 &%

Y FEW R WHATA : FT T HelY
ot ¥ Su faa ag A A & 9 fr
™ qfFa § a9 I% a9
0, Wwosfe @@ T am aw
T TR ?

W W ¢ T WA e
i o |
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Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: This
needs clarification, because a wrong
umpression will be created outside that
there is a shift in our position. On
that day he definitely saig that we will
not have any talks with Pakistan un-
less Kanjarkot was vacated.

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): The Exter-
nal Affairs Minister has appealed to
all of us that we should not embarrass
him by making him say things which
he might afterwards think he should
not have said. The same thing applies
to them also. Sometime ago, the
Prime Minister was good enough to
call the leaders of various groups into
a conference and suggested that we
should try to cooperate with him. We
have been trying to do that. From
what has been said repeatedly by
some of the members on this side, it
is clear that there seems to be some
clear shift—how far, it is for him to
decide and for you also to observe.
He said, without their vacating Kan-
jarkot there would not be any talks.
Now they have agreed to these talks
without any such pre-condition at all.
It is very unfortunate that they should
have chosen to take this new stand,
while appealing to us for cooperation,
without sending for us, taking counsel
with us and giving us an opportunity
of knowing their mind in a manner
which would not be prejudicial to the
national interests.

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): My
point of order is this. All these ques-
tions put by Mr. Kachhavaiya and
others arose from the reply given by
the Prime Minister when he said, in
reply to a specific question, that we
are not going to have any negotiations
with Pakistan unless Kanjarkot is
vacated. Today all these questions
are being put on the basis of that ans-
wer given by the Prime Minister. Is
it open to the Minister of External
Affairs to say that we are having
negotiations, it is'a very delicate mat-
ter and we should not put him in an
embarrassing position? I want your
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clear rulivg on this point. We want a
clear assurance that we will not nego-
tiate with Pakistan unless Kanjarkot is
vacated. That assurance has cowne
from the Prime Minister. Why should
the External Affairs Minister try to
hush up the matter? Let the Prime
Minister, Sir, answer it.

. Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: What I said
was this. So far as Kanjarkot is con-
cerned, it is our firm intention that
their standing posts will not be allow-
ed to continue there. We stick to that
position. 1 have said that we stick to
that position and we will stick to it,
Of course, for removing it, we shall
take appropriate action after talking
due account of the time factor and
other circumstances. In the mean-
time if there are any talks and there
is any guggestion that we should desist

from such a course, then we shall
make it a condition that Kanjarkot
should be vacated. Otherwise talks

cannot proceed. I have'made it quite
ciear that in the mcanwhile if talks
are held we will pres our point of
view that Kanjarkot has to be vacated.

Skri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hos-
hangabad): And, you will break off.

‘Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: And
break off talks later on as soon as we
fing in the discussicns that they are
not prepared to accept it. This is our
position. 1 would ‘equest the House
1o consider this. After all, we should
not refuse to talk to them if they want
to, but in the talks we have to refer

to the stand which we have taken
(Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Alvares (Panjim): Will they
take appropriate steps to recover
Kanjarkot?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

off ywow feg (ath) 0 o

T a7 dawe @ 3@ &1 & 9 A 97 w7
qawg ...,

S JOH W CEAW : g7 7Y AT
W aEe WA 1 A Fw
Afrd i raw g s A
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T WEYAT : S FATT TET FT
RE MA@ g g
Trff g d oy aaw
QA T T AqeT & 7

oft g w1 wEET gy #
a1

it goow fog : ¥ g AT
R W Far@ g o @
vy & 1
oW WERT : gE] AT ) A
o i@ R qww roww A
t . gg A A g e §avk dawr
g1 oo o®N o w9 W
@ g o o & am
g scan §1 @ wfuw
L]
ot qwew foy : ¥w W A
g
W REA: I ATY 6T W AT
Yot W of
Shri P. R. Chakraverti (Dhambad):
Sir, in the face of the deepening
crisis created by the provocations of
Pakistan on different frontiers of
India, will the Government set all our
misgivings and doubts at case by
affirming strongly that Government
wil] face the situation with firmness

and strength as is expected of an in-
dependent nation?

Shri Swaran Singh: Yes Sir.

st oW ¥JwE W (aTOEEY)
qrfseaTa &1 7g vy § i ag faar A
T &0 | a9 # A FATwT
fag 1 fa%T A7HTT F @A TAR
gafar &7 7 g oaw ¢,
IR AT AT FTA AT oAt d
AT AT FAY FT 97 FEATE fF £ Av-
F1Z T ZH HTE ATAATA 11 ARGYAT 777
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T3 ) T T F A48 A ATANT TR s for gz (mrEegT) o

71 fRotm |7 J forrt 2, 39 1A=
TT HIUTT AT FOT 7

sft we agEI e gz o 0w
THAT § | W FAEE F T H TS
T A A A AT § d g
Ty A ff T T AT R ), F@r R
AT ATEA & | FH AT IRI A ATEEA
fed &, 2t A4 carzezm fxd &
IEAAT THT & ogMTT 9T gR |
¥ FT ZTAT AT TEY gIAT R, T@AT L,
T AT § g8 Y A1 qraA & Afey
& T =T8T

WY O% ¥wE qEE : qrfeeTE A
1% F7 faar & fF a8 Foea T F1 QT
T@ s | ody foafy § AT w57
war wg 2 ?

ot wrw wggT et c dAaraw A
F A a T O HIH F A
IW ATE F qEAT @ Ak )

st TW {EE anew : aTaT #)Y
T wEw qEr & 7

Mr. Speaker:
yak.

Shri Kishen Pattna-

Shri Priya Gupta (Katihar): Write
to them and get the answer.

Mr. Speaker: I have never called
Shri Priya Gupta. Unless he is cal-
led, he should not put any question.

Shri Priya Gupta: The only reply
is “yes” or “no’. I do not under-
stand this policy.

Mr. Speaker: Similar is my condi-
tion. I cannot understand his
interruptions.

58 1 A g® JEt 77 fggEmr
T A oA FHI@ 17 T
FFR 7 wAnw fFar 2 fafsEy
mmERf T o R 2 0 T AR aE
1 arg & A e o & Swi fae-
fagt & waw 7 qrfseAT ) g7
TS FEAT & Y

Shri Swaran Singh: I have
followed the question.

not

WU WERT : qifEEaTT AE0T A
g ey fafady oemETeS 97
T fear @ @ar ? Od S5 E§ 7
et sg, & = av ag wATs fear
& ?

Shri Swaram Singh: This question
does not arise out of this at all.

oW WEYAT ¢ FG T § A
foar &

off fewm Tz @ Iz AER
T FT A4 2 gFA & |

Shri Swaran Singh: They have
been mentioning in the course of
their talks that there have been mili-
tary movements and they describe
them as aggressive postures by India.
But we have firmly rejected them. It
is our territory and it is for us to
decide about the movement of troops.

st femm @Aame T\ F a3
frar g g FfwwT Af@r ¥
R wE § gy F FAAT AnEan
g !

ot TR ATw T w9 W fEar
SraT & @ WA g A &7 e
Fere e AfE | AT AT IAL XA
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Y AN | FAFATE R | F1A T
R ¥ s oA fear 2 ?
A & WY 78 A oY ¢ | qrfeears
Fari wfawr 7 M FgT 1 IW FT I
AT ATEY |

W R ;T T wEr & f
FETMEIFT AW AAE | TrRiv HHAT
L A SR

W feqx qzAw@E : Fq FT A9
XME 7 oA AArawa Y

ot e wrelt (fre) o
WITA FIHT FY /e ¢ & qa T Qv
fasga Hgawa o1 WU q@aw
qifagrie M 3w &1 3¢ 78 TaeEr |
25 ALY, 1965 Y TA & Ifway F
fom & gy =i & ofsaga
38 T 9 WY WId AT A 69
AT FT UF ARG UGN & qiEATHE
W EW F1 5 T F ATARTN
QR & AvET ¥ qg AT AR
g f5 zaet wast feafa € & ax
qT 9% FHIET TT A6 A4 Gy
I /T FT2VT FTF o7y § T |1 IR
F NI F G707 el F1 wgY w1k Fard
N AH N oA A KA T
ot arar gom fE arfeer JaraY w1
Ty qE ¥ aga wiuw 47 v, A7
I & g ATHA 6y oy 1Y darfrat
w9 T & | ouY fegfa & wreg g
T qiffaT & qraa $TAT wgT AW
Ifea grm 7 w4 Ad) qur Al wr
XH AT Y F9e Wiy ¥ gl & e o
% qifeaE BT aifeq @ Iy &
T gy frafa 7@ ) I @, av %
WITH T & a7 $1 A7
LA S

Shri Swaran Singh: I have already
saig that there was a clear proposal
on certain matters to which we have
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sent a reply. I would appeal to the
hon. Member that unless there is a
reply to that, we should not take any
other step.
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ot STwTIRT wrest o {er AT A
2 oo srfamrar @iy ! s A
T ar faor gt o ®1 qawm QfAy

WETW WEIAT : ;T AL AT IR
Fam A ¥

| weTw AT et : Sfwa s
TR A

gy AT ogET i 2 Y 8
girsg g Efasamrgn qfaar oy
o7 gt 7 A3 AT AT & FT
TFAAM AT AF EAED . . .

st gemmete welt e gt
aga eTee 91 | 39 & A wfys syrsal
Y TETT B § 1 FACC LA G AATA
S sw s wofaramasw
g § 1 I 7w foe feda
fafaezr ®1 a7 & griy | 39 fod &
gg A gn & oifsws & v w
TN qET A qGA WUF TFAT q97 AT
@ & W7 ag wrenw #Y feafa & &0
Y feafa ¥ w7 WA T wa WY
qifeeTa & aAE 77 Ifqq aawt
e ? AN g I v
gTETe #y w1 afafwar g ¢
The Minister of Defence (Shri Y.

B. Chavan): It will be absolutely
against the public interest to disclose
what the Chief of Army Staff report-
ed to me. Naturally we try to get in
touch with what is happening on the
other side. These are operational
matters. Certainly, 1 can assurc the
hon. House that, as far as the army

is concerned, it is in a fit condition v
face any situation that arises.

st qeTTe e qifeeara &
may & @ aAwtit T A Awa &
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18 hrs.

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: May I
remind the External Affairs Minister
of the manner in which he tried to
play down or slow-pedal the blatant
fact of Pakistani asgression when he
made a statement on the 3rd March in
this House saying that there was no
occupation of any territory, there was
only intrusion; whereas a Government
spokesmap only last Saturday, giving
a resume of the events in this particu-
lar region, said that by the 3rd of
March Pakistan bag established its
standing post already in Kanjarkot; if
s0, whether the Government gpokes-
man was authorised by him or whether
he made a wrong statement on the 3rd
March to mislead the House and to
lul] the people into complacency? To-
day, in view of the Government's past
performance on China, is the Prirue
Minister in a position to firmly and
categorically assure the House that if
in the course of talks Fakislan does
not agree to vacate Kanjarkot, other
measures including military will be
taken to expel Pakistan from Ilanjar-
kot and get the aggression vacated?

Mr. Speaker: Why should the House
insist on this that if this happens, this
is not to be done? At this moment it
is not a good policy.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: We have
learnt from previous experience,

Shri Swaran Singh: It is not cor-
rect to say that I played down any
statement. I gave a factual statement
and 1 stand by every word of that
statement. That statement is correct
and 1 would refer to the relevant part
of that statement. 1f there is any
statement to the contrary made by any
person, that statement should not be
accepted and the statement that 1
made is the correct statement.

1 would also appeui t0 the hon. Me-
er that in these matters we §hou1d
also keep our own interest in view.
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To refresh the memory of Shri
Kamath, I would refer him to para-
graph 5 of my slatement that I made
that day in which I quoted a note of
the Pakistan Government. That note
is dated the 1st March and I have
quoted that in that statecment. In that
note the Pakistan Government had
mentioned that whije Kanjarkot is be-
ing patrolled by the Pakistan Hangers
the old fort in the area has not been
occupied by Pakistan iorces. That
was their clear statement in that note
which Pakistan hag riven to us and
which is dated the 1st March. We do
not accept that, but that is a statement
which is contrary to what you ncw
say that their post was already there.
That is not even Pakisten's case. So,
1 would request tnat we should not
press a case which is not even the
Pakistan case and i* will bc very
wrong for any hon. Membcr to ...

Shri Hem Barua: Pakistan intruded
into Kanjarkot on the 2nd Feoruary
and this is on'the files of the External
Affairs Ministry. The Jome Mnister
knew it. But, unfortunately, they did
not inform the Defence Minister.

Shrl Swaran Singh: In these matters
if there is evidence of that type which
really clinches the issue and conclu-
sively establishes the fact that there
was no Pakistani post, 1 would appeal
to the hon, Member not to demolish a
case which, even according to Pakis-
tan's admission, is there. It is not
correct always to put it in a form
which is absolutely incorrect.

About the second issue. the posi=
tion has been clearly stated that we
are taking every necessary step.
After the statement made by the
Defence Minister, there should be
reassurance in the House and in the
country about the steps that =are
taken. You should not really try to
belittle the efforts that are being
made. It is very wrong. It is not in
our interest to adopt that posture.
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Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: On a
point of order, Sir. I am constrain-
ed to ask you whether you have
ruled out. as you appeared to be
inclined to' do so, the second
part of my question because 1
do remember, the House remem-
bers, the country remembers—it 1s a
bitter memory—that when the late
Prime Minister gave an  assurance
that aggression will be vacated, they
climbed down from day to day, from
month to month, until finally the
stand of November 1962, has been
further watered down. Therefore 1
want an assurance. I do not say that
they take military measures straight-
away. Even Prime Minister Nehru
said once regarding Pakistan in the
cast, in Bengal, that if certain steps
failed, other measures would be con-
sidered. I do not want anything but
thvat assurance today. If Pakistan
does not agree to vacate Kanjarkot,
what are we going to do? Does the
Government assure the House that
all other measure. . .

Mr. Speaker: Should that be an-
nounced at this moment?

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: Because
we know Pakistan, we know China
very well. They may not know.
You know Pakistan. And what has
happened in the past? What wrong
is there in asking the Government to
give an assurance to the nation, to
Parliament and to the nation? Let
them say that they will take other
measures.

Mr. Speaker: What they have to
say, they are saying. I am allowing
every question to be answered.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: llave
you disallowed this part of the ques-
tion?

Mr. Speaker: As regards the ques-
tion he put, I got the answer. (In-
terruption) Order, order. 1 am not
concerned with what had been said
at that time. I am not to comment
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on it. I have only to get the answer
to the question that is put.

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: The

question that I put?

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: Bir, we
know our duty and we have full rea.
lisation of our responsibility. . . .

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: What
happened in NEFA?

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri:...and
there is no doubt thay we will dis-
charge our responsibilities to the
fullest extent and to the fullest mea-
sure possible.

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: That is
only words, words, words!

o T wART wifgar  (wian-
) : & giw F a6 s faATw
wigar g o faRw W Wk wew
A AMAN AT a § wg
w/ g

oW W 1 gg IW € qdiw g
T WA AT A T | AR 3 AT SR,
N qa ifa

Mo TR WAIET Mg + § wrw &
FERE | AE S AT T w40
o A, W AR 5 T e
@ @ 7g qear & fe ke fr s
Tt aEw Fga & fx afeam ¥ 3o
78wk fr oA woEe @ aR
aT 7@ FG | Y @1 NuE wA ARy
¥ qifewama & %7 fzar § fe ag soere
el FTATEA ! W A% 47 R, IR @
CAK U

Mr. Speaker: I did not allow his

question. His name is not there.
Mo T AT WP wuE g
NMh@masz @
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WegR g A )
TWo TW AT ®ifgan : w=ar

R |

W RERT : we qH JuT FER
afqy  fq= * qamar @ g

ot g fay (fm) @ ofs-
® emadh 78 ST 3T @
t s T ofeam #1 3ATE
T fegem X 39 av gwen R
fegeam 7 oiffeam #1 A% 3% @R
T GHT A A AFAHA TZAT FH )
N g@ NITET F AqEAT, HNFATT
a7 ¥ gzt wy & AN amm faad,
JFTHFAMARPE | NATEFIAITSF
qEEY § W ¥ 2w A duve e
o aed Afifm fae Fw ¥ fad
qET X AT fRar § ) nAd Ydaest
W E W R 3IF F AFET ¥ avEw A
w1 FEW IB1Y §, M fRE a3g § @A
I Y NS TN | 7T FEHR F U
FYE NAAT § IT A BYaAT A1 qS gary
& fay ?

Shri Swaran Singh: About the first
part, the Home Minister had stated
on the last occasion that the other
countries were being informed. That
has been done. Also, the Security
Council was informed. So, we have
tried to keep the countries informed
about the true facts of the situation.

About the second part, that has al-
ready been replied to by the Prime
Minister,

Shri Priya Gupta: Does the Prime
Minister include us also in that “we
are responsible”? Does the Prime
Minister mean that we are not in-
cluded in the word “we"?

oft wfere s dTw  (Fr)
3 AT A RATHZ g3 oF Y qrfew-
frul & ard Wl Ty faw A
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9T A A IR A 15 a1
T | AT 9 aTOE@ Y IWl A AR
fenr  oifsear fafaedy it gaen #Q0
F AT T AT AT GA FAGEIE
Tt qfr A Ty 7 ? AR o
AMY ¥ A A qF WEN I AW AR
AR T A FT AT FIO A7 gH A
FE FEard @ A AP

ot @ fag: a1 o oad &)
7 faeg@ wwa a@ & & wwar g
w gq ¥ 39 fa o wgy a1, fF ag gy
A Y A 39 9T AT FoA @A
g3y fafreer Y @z w1 @ o aw 9@
gfad 01 1 @ & 97 @Y ! @
g g

ft WIS 47 : w1 {9 )
@ vmag AT @ 7 ¥ W
aF w9 qT Q!

ot woi fag : St a0 AT
R ANE T NF A AT
g o g W 15 arha IR
qa=ms |

wew wERa ;A qoa fag s
§ ¥ qemor ur dfew &g R )

st worw fag :  agi S gEw
MW T @AY & ag
fasamge w=ft g€ ov

oW wpm ;o § ag qe
Fgar A Tgd @A AT |

ot goraw foy: 12 ardve # A
FHET § TG AT A X wEe wree
¥ waTw 7 7% F 4R 39 RN A
" wwET oY fear fir & A daT @ wwr °
ar 7w ¥ B JEmY & frwe a
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g A 7 W @ FT A F I
TH T I STEn g, A fe #
OO g T | 2q & fan g

"¥FT qF FACHIE FY I & FWIQ
axhr gUaT § f& 9w @1 <few ane
R I I giwgfFImRn
T 7 g9 AT awy, "o AR 9w,
a¥ oA} Y QU FTF G U FraArg
F] | o A FE aEeE
g &, 7@ T % FIA A AT T A
a.’
fFa : @< A T T A )

‘N gEd g7 wd gnn fF T
| faT oy, &% gw A w3 & fay
dare T &

ug fg=t % S feur a1 3@ fA3-
ZA ¥« T & 6 T ¥ oAy ad
frear & % g0 T @ 1 T A
qAT W T A 9 F A I &
wgi f& s @el TR, W)
39 & g9 g Wd W@ fF, A A g
T T FQ | w1 g v fagear §
a1 3g WY frgeran @ e af ag F9awe
Y QT FIA FY AT YA TH A
oh TR qW, # Fa« ag qmr
AT g |

sft oo agge el oS & §
sast ¥ Fg av 79y facge 74 A o
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2, o @ w1 g gwa wd T fee
a1 fammsad N & F g wgran,
@ & @t ag g1 mar & i g w5 A
ST @t & &1 s F ag wd gl fe
Frate @) fear wmg 1 gw Ay vl
7a W @A § AT @I I W
gRfmrggfvfaang,
et St qf feafa @Y, oY ogd A e
4, ag W1 U a1 gW Iq g 7
T FET AR & | AW FA & fAy
ag B ) feafy a9 @ #% 7 | Iq,
T ug # § fr wEw W W,
St gt feafa Y 9@ 97 a8 i W,
91T 39 g a7 #@ & fog dae
& a1 f5r gw ) aada @ F '
T @ a%aT § | 99 qEEE § W
e BT &, ar A€ v @, Ay A W
T T I F dHar g g
a1 g W FHEaAT wC §, A EW
IMT §, 39 F1 9T 3G WX IA A
FT 1

Mr. Speaker: The” House will now
stand adjourned and meet again at
11 A.M. on Monday, the 198th April,
1965.

1813 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till
Eleven of the Clock on Monday, April
19, 1965/Chaitra 29, 1887 (Saka).

GMGIPND—RS—261 (Ai) LS—25-5- 65—970.



