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The Lok Sabha divided: 
Division No.7] 

Alvares, Shri 
.-\ney, Dr. M.S. 
Banerjee, Shri S. M. 
flheel. Shri P. H. 
Daadetar. 8hri N. 
Nchhavaiya, Shri Hukam Chand 

. Aiva, Shti A. S 
Barbtaki, Shrimati Rcnuka 
.BanIS, Shri R. 
Basappa~ Shri 
Balwao.t. Shri 
BhaU8cbarYJa, Shri C. K. 
Brajetlbwar Pralld, Shri 
Cbandrabhan Singh, Shri 
CballdlJlad:har. Shrimati 
ChaUdhuri, Shrimati Kamala 
CbaVaD, Sbri Y.B~ 
<..uvda, Shrimati J ohrabCll 
Daile. Shri 
Dcsbmukh, Shri Shiv;lji Rao S. 
Digbe. Shri 
Doni. Shri Kaaina'.ha 
Dubey, Shri R. G. 
Ela,apuumaJ, Shri 
Han-ani, Shri Ansar 
Hazarika, Shri J. N. 
Han Rai. Sbri 
1;10.1 Sinah, Shri 
JildbaV, Sbri Tulthida. 
Joahi. Shrimati Subhadra 
"""nbl •• 8hri 
K:matasablli. Shrj 

AYES 
Kapur Singh. Shri 
Krisbnapol Sinab, Sbri 
Mahida. Sbri 
Mosaai. Shri M. R. 
Mukherjee. Shri H. N. 
Nlmbiar. Shri 

NOES 
Kcdaria Shri C. M • 
Keiab.iD •• Shri Rilhane 
Kbadi1kar. Sbri 
Kindar lAl, Sbri 
Koujolsl, 8hri H. V. 
lAlit Sen. Sbri 
Lumi Bai. Shrimati 
Mahadevi Prasad. Dr. 
N.ahishi. Shrimati SaroJini 
Malaicbami. Sbri 
MandaI. Sbri Ylmuna Prasad 
Mantri.Sbri 
M.hrotn. 8hri Bnj Bibari 
Miahra. 8hri Bibhud 
Mithra. Shri Bibudheodra 
More. 8hrl K. L. 
More, Shri S. S. 
Mulme. Sbri 
Murli ManohBr. Shri 
MUIhiah,Shri 
Niaam. Shrimati Savitri 
Pande. Shrl K. N. 
Patel, Shri P. R., 
Patil, Sbri D.S. 
Patil, 8hri S. B. 
Pa.a 8hri T. A. 

Nath Pai, Shri 
Ranp.Shri 

[lUll 1m. 

Shastri. Shri Pnb,h Vir 
Sinsha. Shri Y. N. 
Swamy. Shri Sivamutthi 

Pataai!:. 8hri B. C. 
Platap Siqb, Shri 
Rajcleo 8 ....... Sbri 
Ram. Swuu.p, Shri 
Raae, 8hri 
Rao, Shri J...".tha 
Raut. Shri BboIa 
1107. Shri llinnaath 
SaipJ. Shri A. S. 
Satyabhama Devi, Shrimati 
8hubtri. Shri lIamoaaad 
SIleo Nnaiu, Sbri 
Siddlllaniappa, Shri 
8iddiah, Shri 
8iDah. Shri K. K. 
SiDbI, Sbrimlti TatlmhWlli 
Scmal'llne. Shri 
s...,. !'mod. Sbri 
Swam,. 8hri M. P. 
Tiwori. Shri D. N. 
Tiw0r7. Shri K. N. 
TiWIIrT. Shri R.S. 
~,.. Shri M. B. 
Verma. Shri K.K. 
Yldav. Shri Ram Harth 
Y.daft, Shri B. P. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The result 
OJ" the Division is: 

bers of Parliament be appointed 
to chalk out a scheme for com-
plete national ~ntegratiOll and 
with that end in view recommend 
to Government to take necessary 
steps, particularly in regard to 
the merger of the Union Terri-
tories 'Of GOa and Nagar Haveli 
in Maharashtra, Pandicherry in 
Madras and Daman and Diu in 
Gujarat, before the next General 
Elections." 

Ayes: 17;" Noes: 78 
The Resolution was negatived. 

Dr. M. S. Aney: I have wrongly 
,·oted for 'Noes' instead of for 'A:yes'. 
My vote also may be added to 'Ayes'. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That state-
ment will be recorded. It does not 
;.lYec! the merits of the case. 

14.56 hrs. 

RESOLUTION RE: NATIONAL 
INTEGRATION 

Shri Sunavane (Pandharpur): 
\;.<>g to move: 

"This House is of" opinion that 
a Committee consisting of Mem-

1603 (Ai) LSD-7. 

Shri SlUnkre (Marmagoa) : May I 
say a word? 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Not now. 
Let me first place the resolution be-
fore the House. 



2229 Resotution re: NOVEMBER 27, 1964 National Integration 2230 

[Mr. Deputy-Speaker] 
Resolution moved: 

"This House is of opinion that 
a Committee consisting of Mem-
bers of Parliament be appointed 
to chalk out a scheme for com-
plete national integration and 
with that end in view recommend 
to Government to take necessary 
steps, particularly in regard to 
the merger of the Union Terri-
tories of Goa and Nagar Haveli 
in Maharashtra, Pondicherry in 
Madras and Daman and Diu in 
Gujarat, 'before the next General 
Elections." 

Now, the hon. Home Minister. 

Shri Alvares (Panjim): I have an 
identical motion. May I move it? 

8hri Shinkre: Before the Home 
Minister says anything, may I say one 
word? This is for his own considera-
tion. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: After the 
Home Minister, I shalI call the hon. 
Member, if necessary. 

Shri p. B. Patel (Patan): May I 
know whether when the resolution is 
before the House, the Home Minister 
can reply to it, without its having 
been discussed? Is that proper? 

The Minister of State in the Minis· 
try of Home Affairs (Shri HaW): I 
am not replying. 

Shri P. R. Patel: Is that according 
to the rules? 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: 
replyin,. 

He is not 

Shri P. R. Patel: It may be a state-
ment that he may be making. Even 
then, can he make a statement on this 
without the resolution having been 
di.&cussed before that? 

Shri Hathi: This is a rather im-
portant and delicate matter. Although 
the resolution mentions about the ap-
pointment of a committee, in fact, it 

deals with the question of merger or 
certain Union Territories with diffe-
rent States. These are delicate and 
important matters which require care-
ful consideration by a1l the States 
concerned. 

In view of this, I beg to move: 

''That the debate on the reso· 
lution be adjourned .... 

Shri Alvares: I have an identi~", 
motion. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is the hon 
Member opposing this motion of the 
Home Minister? 

Shri Shinkre: I want to say a word 
about the motion of my hon. friend. 
Shri Alvares. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is the hon. 
Member opposing the motion of t"e 
Home Minister? 

Shri p. B. Patel: The motion mov-
ed by the hon. Minister is for the ad-
journment of the discussion. I hav!' 
nothing to say against it and I can 
understand it. But the way in .vhil:ll 
it is done does harm to the other parts 
of the country. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is the hon. 
Member opposing the adjournment 0: 
the debate? 

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta 
Central) : I do not quite understand 
the reasons why the hon. Minister has 
chosen to IBSk for an adjournment. 
This is a motion of which notice was 
given in proper time by the Member 
over there. He has read it out and 
·placed it before the HOUse and \has 
suggested certain reasons for it, name-
ly the desirability of implementinl'( 
our ideas about national integration 
and so on and so forth. The Horne 
Minister suggests that many delicate 
questions are involved and, therefore. 
discussion of this should -be postponed. 
I cannot quite understand it. If a 
matter is acceptable on principle and 
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if in the execution of that principle 
certaitil delays are involved 

15 hrs. 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We are not 
going into the merits now. 

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: No, Sir. I 
am opposing the idea that the Minister 
has put forward that the matter be 
adjourned. 1 would seek a clarifica-
tion from You after a while perhaps. 

It is open to the House, 1 believe, 
at this particular point of time to re-
iterate its espousal of certain princi-
ples in regard to national integration. 
It is open to this House also to be 
told by the Home Minister what eX-
actly are the delicate and difficult pro-
blems involved in implementation of 
the principle of national integration. 
There is no question as far as 1 am 
concerned, and in the mind of al-
most every other member of this 
House that the principle of linguistic 
states is a principle which is part of 
our entire political and saeial set-up. 
It may be that in a particular area 
to apply that principle might require 
some little time on account of some 
very special requirement of the re-
gion. That is a different matter. What 
I wish from Government today is in 
answer to a resolution of this sort a 
reiteration of the acceptance of the 
principle of national integration, and 
I would like Government to tell us 
somethin« more about the difficulties 
of the situation. If, for instance, over 
the question of Goa's getting into 
Ma!harashtra or of Pondicherry's mer-
ger into Madras or of Daman and Diu 
becoming incorporated in Gujarat. 
there are certain difficulties, they 
should not be discussed in a hush hush 
atmosphere in the private meetings of 
Maharashtrians or of Kanarese Mem-
bers or God knows who else. I do 
not understand that kind of thing. I 
want Parliament to take cognisance of 
these matters openly because, after all 
we are strong enough to face whatever 
difficulties are there. If We are facing 
difficulties in relation to China, Pak-
istan and so many other things, these 

IntegTation 
footling little difficulties inside of ouf' 
own country can be dis.cussed openly 
and in a courageous manner. 

That is why I oppose the idea of 
adjournment. I wish there is a free 
and frank discussion of these issues 
involved. I take it Members of Par-
liament are responsible enough not tu 
speak in a manner which would add 
to whatever fire might be smouldering 
in Belgaum or elsewhere. We could 
certainly try to order our conduct ac-
cording to canons of parliamentary 
propriety, but there is reason why 
We should stop discussion of this mat-
ter merely because some pourparlers 
are going on behind the scenes-I saw 
some symptoms of it in the Central 
Hall of Parliament, but 1 am not going 
to refer to what has happened in the 
precincts of Parliament inside this 
House. 

Therefore, I believe that opportu-
nity shOUld be given to this House. 
When the Member concerned has 
moved his resolution, 1 expect him to 
give the reasons and then this House 
should discuss the matter. The Home 
Minister later on might tell us what 
Government's view is. But I would 
expect that Government reiterates its 
acceptance of the principle of linguis-
tic integration of all our States into 
the Indian Union, and Government 
should give some indication of the 
difficulties which are causing delay in 
the implementation of this policy. 

Dr. M. S. Auey (Nagpur): The 
Government has not committed itself 
to the principle that the linguistic 
principle is the only criterion for the 
reorganisation of States. 

Sbri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): I 
want to oppose the adjournment. This 
is merely a non-official resolution. The 
general practice, as we have seen 
during these 8 years. in connection 
with resolutions is for the mover to 
withdraw if it he is a member of the 
ruling party and if it is not aeceptable 
to Government. That is one thing. 
Secondly, this resolution has the as-
pect of national integration in vie\\"o 
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[Shri S. M. Banerjee] 
merger of certain Union Territories 
with various States. Some Members 
will express their views on these 
matters. I know there is some dis-
pute between two States. But after 
all, we have every right, whether 
Members come from north, south, east 
or west or any part of the country, 
10 express our views. Moreover, if it 
is adjourned today, will it not come 
up on the next day in the same ses-
sion? Then again adjournment will 
be moved •.• 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: We will see. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee: The state-
ment made by a Cabinet Minister that 
for ten years Goa would continue to 
be under the Centre has created all 
these things. The Defence Minister 
has also been criticised by others. 

Therefore, I feel that a discussion 
should be allowed. We know our 
responsibilities fully well. Weare 
equally concerned with these matters 
and we shall not generate heat whi.eh 
will change the complexion cif the 
diSCllSsion. I plead that discussion 
should be allowed now. 

'-I1i ~~ m~ (flJ:orm ) : 
j'l"rE!f~ -.rr, ~31 '~Il<r ~ 'Ifl"Uf ~ 
<it ~H q-r~a- !fT "Ii ~ f~ <T~~ 1Ul'flf ~ 
~~ 'Hin: it ';j"Hf 'tiT er~ ~1T, 
;or<'f~ ~'IT ~h: fq;-o; ~if 'lft ~;m-T ~ 
m Of'1" ~r; if .~ ';j"'tin: ~ Ofor ~ 
f;r;:~<'f f;rlT~ orrit, <it ~;fr f,r'fl1T<rT 
)fliC': 'fiT ~r I f;r;:!"I" If i! ~fif 
'tifl1lfr>: it ~~ra- if ~ I ~If it 'lii{T 
.. r f'li lf1l:f 'l1: Of 'pn 'tiUlfT -.rritifT , 
~'I"r~ 'f~~ urrr lj~ it ~1<m: ~i 'l1: 
;ftif ;rr<: :oriflfff ~T ,!'liT, 'fl!f 'rnrfwTif 
"fIfT ~rt. :llTQ" 'ti<: ~m, ~f.!;;r ~'f 
~ <rTiiI":;r?{ 'ifml" 'fm<: tl'fifilTif if 
m-u 37; ","T ,Ii ~ ~ , ~r lJOf:rr 
'+[1"':"'1" "f':lii': Tfrm "'" 'f.;rrt;T If "'"' W 
~ 11gb} if lTT4IT ~~ §"I;IT , ~T 

'fIf <f'ti ~ ~'f ti\1lr ;r@ ifT ~ f"," 
~ 'l1: fififRor 'liU ri I ~ it 
~ 'l1: ~ g~ m;: Tf11rr it mtTif 
lfft- if11T6T1: ~ "IlIff it ifllT i'f ~, 
OfT ~ ~T 1fT ~ 'I'm amff ~ ;r@, 
;rf;:'Ii !/fm~!I1 ~ lTT4IT 'tiT ~~ 
it f..-it $ ~I;IT "'"T 'ifrof if fl1<1"Tit it 
itr.ro:~ ~~vf I ~~iIi",'-)1I'fit 
qq;rr ~ f.r1Ji1r f~ f1I; ~ ;ft s'\i 
m lfft- W'rlT ~it lfft-~ ~!ftT ;rtf 
~ ~m..-it ~'f 'liT ~~ iii m1f fl1<1"T 
f~;;nit , 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Let us not go 
into the merits. 

'-I1i ~ mm: lr't ~it 
'Ii! ~Ttr ~ ~ f1I; 'ifTm ~ ~ 
lffiI1Cf <tiT ~ m 'Ii! lrQ lffiI1Cf 
<'IT 'Ii~ wR- mlf«f if llC'IT "if1i1tft ~ I 
it ~ 'IiW "if1i1<rT ~ f1I; ~ ~ 
~iIi ~OfT~~,~~T 
$~iIi~!:fif <'I'\1ftili1Tiffit 
~ ~ .n fif'fua- ';j"f;f~lIT~ ~'Wt , 
~n: ~'f ~ ~ ~Of "'"' ~ ~, 
~H'tim~iIi ~liiflfft-"Ii~' 

it ;;r~ ~ f'ti ~q ';j"mq iii ~1T"f 
~ 'fil:f.r;fQf'r ~r~ '{« ~ ","T li6 
.m!fT~ ;i' f'li ~ ~ <tiT ..-or ~ 
~;nq ~, ~ ~ ~ '{~ 

~ if ifl1fT f"," ~ 'TTm iii ~ if 
If'i'iT ~ lR" iT::rT 'f'if , ~ ~ 
lF~ 'ti) ~lff'T(f if f'tilfT .mr $ ,{'f 

'l1: "'" lfft-..-rit I 

,,) ~ (lJ"n:ofrrr): ~SlfilT 

lf~~lf, 00 iii ~ if ~ ~ 
'lI'T 'fTfeOf it f~lfT ~~ ~ ~ 
'lI'T ~ar it f~r I 

Mr. Dep!Ity-Speaker: Let us not 
go into the merits. 
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"1l ~ : it Gf<IT<rT ~~<IT ~ f'li ~« 
"5ffilT<f '1ft ~ if!iT ~1 'f;TofT ;ffi~ IJ 
~ m'f ifU f~T 'fit ~ 'f1f~ ~.rn 
~ : T it ~iI:;rT it Gfr.rm- ~ I -

~ ~r.n ~~ 'liT ~ ~ ~ 
~ m.r<:r ~T;y"!ft m 1f6r<:~ <:i'fT 
'lrrll' ~m it; m it ~« fcNlf it ~ 
<11fT ~ lAiTfmr f<rt ifit I 
~ sr'!ir<: «it ~ it ~ ~ 
~ .r<:r l[T if1fT ~ I it ~ ~ 
f.I; ~« "5ffilT<f 'liT ~Fre" 'IiWt ~ 
~ ~'liT~~ ~ef~:;rrit 

f.I; ~ ~« ~ <tit ~ rnr 
m ~mr '1ft ;;r.rnr '1ft 'lfrq,mff 'liT 
~ ifi'(m I it ~ ~ f.I; ~ ~ 
~ '1ft fto!ff~ ~~ ~r;ft l;r~ 6'T, 
~m f'li ~ '!fm", "1l ~, 
it ~T~, f.I; ~ q-)<: ~ 
it; ~ ~mr '1ft ~ liT<f<:r 
(!l :;rrit;ft I ~ ~ if ~1 ~ f.I; 
~ ~Q;ft ~) 'liT wf.t tf.r it 
mf'li'~~~mTT~1 ~~ 
l[T ~ ~ ?::i i<:r ~ ~ q-~ f'n~ 
~cn it;m ~~I 

"1l'a'o !fu". ~ (~) : 
~ ;;IT, it m'f '1ft ~ m;r;fnr 
1I'<ft' lIll:~ ~ srN'<rT ~ ~<IT ~ 
f.I; if\1"~« flflflr 'R~« l[~~' I Gf~ 
v-t it; m 1I'll:~ SffiITcf it; ~~ ~ 
3ffinlf f.lqT 'Ii'T m ~ I ~ 

~ ~ lIiIf ~t 'l<: '{« f'iNlr if ~ ~~ 
~ if ~r{ 9;(1'tIfu ~ ~R"r ~, 
~ irtT 'UtI' t I mfu<: ~~« 
<rnT 'FT qifiT ~ :;rr 1J &--q-i[< ~ 
~ ~, <:i1 ~ <ruff it; ~ .m I 

~ «Of ~ <tit >;fT ~.mt 
~, ~9' ~~~ Q:m~ I 
~ mit m<!''Ift~~~~ 
;Qm f'li ~ ~ SffiITcf 'R ~ ~~ 
i, 

IntegTation 
8hri C. K. Bhattacharyya (Raiganj): 

Could I say a few words? 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is it .1e""S-
sary? 

8hri C. K. Bhattacharyya: You 
have allowed many others. We might 
put forward a different view. 

This is a resolution moved by my 
hon. friend, 8hri Sonavane. The hon. 
Minister of State of Home Affairs has 
suggested an adjournment of the dis-
cussion. There is no attempt to shut 
out discussion; there is no attempt tu 
deny any opportunity to any side or 
to any Member to have his say on this 
resolution. This is only a formal 
question of postponing the discussion 
to another date. It is not unusual in 
this House that discussion on resolu-
tions and bills is adjourned. The 
House accepted adjournment of dis-
cussion even on the important Bill of 
Shri Prakash Vir Shastri. So, it is 
not an unusual proposal that the 
Home Minister has made. So, let us 
accept the proposal as something usual 
and routine. It is nothing more th a n 
a routine matter. Opportunities still 
remain, and the discussion is still 
open. There is no hush-hush policy 
anywhere. Nobody has said that the 
discussion on the resolution be shut 
out. Therefore, the proposal Of the 
Home Minister may be accepted a" a 
routine matter. 

Shrimati savitri. Ni&'am (Banda): 
As it is a very ticklish and a very 
delicate question, a discussion in this 
House is bound to open the floodgates 
of controversy, and therefore there 
is no harm in accepting the proposal 
moved by the hon. HoM'e Minister. 
This is not avoiding the question, but 
making an effort to solve the whol .. 
problem in a very' amicable way. 
which may not cause any heartbuTh 
or controversy. So, I would appea T 
to the House not to be guided by emo-
tions, but to eccept this propo.a 1 
coolly. 

Shri P. R. Patel: I do not under-
stand why this adjournment is sought. 
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[Shri P. R. Patel] 
After all, Parliament has taken deci-
sions on many delicate questions, and 
we, Members of Parliament, under-
stand OUr responsibilities. We know 
how far to speak, and how far not to 
speak. In this case, I am afraid that 
justice will not be done to other parts 
of the country. I wish that this mat-
ter is dicussed in the House, sO that 
we may know the facts of the case, 
and then any decision may be taken. 

Shri Kapur Singh (Ludhiana): May 
1 say a word of protest against the 
manner in which some hon. Members 
have dealt with this question, parti-
cularly the speaker who has just 
spoken. He wants us to be precluded 
from the discussion I wa!1t to make 
my position clear. I would not oppose 
a motion for adjournment on the 
grounds which have been mentioned 
by the hon. Minister, but this hon. 
Member wants to preclude Us from 
discussion on this ground that the 
question is delicate, and that, ther p -

fore, this Parliament is not fit enough 
to disCUSs it. Against this I prote~t, 
and I therefore say that the question 
should be discussed. 

Shri S. Ml. Banerjee: Is it for an 
indefinite period? Let the Minister 
clarify. 

Mr Deputy-Speaker: The rules 
will operate. 

The question is: 

"That the debate on this resolu-
tion be adjourned." 

The motion was adopted. 

15.13 brs. 

RESOLUTION RE. GOA 

Shri Alvares (Panjim): I 'Jeg to 
move ... 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Your resau-
tion is barred. 

8hri Alvares: The resolution can-
not be barred. 

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Desbmukh (Par_ 
bhani): I rise on a point of order. 

Before you g8.v,e any ruling that 
the resolution is barred, I beg of you 
to consider that the resolution is not 
on the same subject, and that it does 
not deal with the same matter. Not 
only the wording is different, but the 
subject matter is different. 

The Mover specifically wants the 
attention of this House and the coun-
try to be directed to the results ilf 
Goa's election and urges the imme-
diate merger of Goa alone, While the 
resolution moved by Shri SonavanC! 
basically deals with the issue of natio-
nal integration and says that as a 
means to national integration it is 
essential that Government should take 
necessary steps, particularly in regard 
to the merger of the Union Territori" 
of Goa and Nagar Haveli in Maharash-
tra, Pondicherry in Madras and 
Daman and Diu in Gujarat, before the 
next General Elections. 

The subject matters of the two 
resolutions are different, and there-
fore this resolution is not barred. 

Shrl Nath Pal (Rajapur): May I 
respectfully invite your attention to 
the resolution whiCh stands in the 
name of Shri Peter Alvares? 

Though there are similar words ap-
pearing in the two resolutions, t;"e 
essential content of Shri Alvares's re-
solution is different from that which 
the House has just agreed to adjourn 
consideration of. 

Whereas an incidental effecet of the 
earlier resolution is the merger of 
Goa, it is the main purpose of this re-
solution and not an incidental effect, 
and it wants it to be brought about 
on the basis of the verdict of the elec-
torate. The resolution gets barred 
only if the two resolutions are iden-
tical. Here, I beg to state for your 


