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Committee (Stt.) S.W. Africa (SU.) 
i.A la7iD&the Notification mentioned 
at 0) at ·item (3). I would like'to 
l;now whether we can look forward to 
".day in the near future when this 
matter will become a thing of the p~st. 

There'is another 9Illa': point. It 'just 
('aught my 'eye as I was 'casually glan-
"ing through the Order Paper. In 
item 4 of the Order paper there is a 
Gilzette Notification dated 5th Mav. the 
IlfJ'ing' of that is not considered to be 
lafe. ,~t that of a Gazette Notiftca-
lien 'dated "lth M<ay is considered so 
late that reasons have been given for' 
Ihedelay' in laying it on the Table 
!)f the House. Why this curious ano-
rmly that a Notification dated 5th 
MaY is not considered late, when a 
I(otilication dated 7th May is consi-
eered late? This is'an anomaly which 
ahould be explained. The Ministry 
mould not be sO negligent and remiss, 
it is the same Ministry in both cases. 

The Minister of Food, Agricutture, 
CommuuIty Development&nd Coo}Je-
raUoo (Shd C. Subramanlaml: I ~gree. 
I 1!hought Parliament adjourned in the 
first we: k of May. Therefore, natur-
a 'Iy after Parliament has reass.mbled 
again, we have placed it. In this case 
also, unfortWlately we could' not lay 
it immediately because Parliament had 
adjourned. We shaH see !hat 
.ielays are avoided as far as possible. 

.sm, Han Vishnu Kamtth: Not :he 
mt, but third week of May. 

'III'. Speatr.er: He means to lay tor 
Ith Jby there is no delay. for 71Ih May 
there is delay, why that difference. 

1%.l&.hrs. 

S'tATEMENTRE: :MEMBERSHlP OF 
AD'VOCATES' ACTREVlEW COM-

14IT1'EE 

fte·1IiDI8ter of .State m the MinIs-
try of Law (Shri C. R. Pattalthl 
Jl.amaD): r beg to inform the House 
that' it;'1r'lItopOH!J. to appointShri 
C. ~.~t, Yentber.· Lok:Sabb.a. 
"U'II:1IeIftWo of'tlm A:~ates Mt 'Re-
view Committee in the,vacancy caused 
~ tile ad demise ot.stui ~. V. Rama-

swamy, Shri Dikshit' has agr~ t" 
serve on the Committee. 

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath (Hoshan-
gabad): What i, thi. n.·,' ,,'w' Com-
mittee about? 

Sbrtmati Renn Chakravartt,. (Sar-
r3ckpore): This Committee was to 
J'eview the Advocale, Act which baa 
been passed becaU5e there were aelO-

malies. I want to know ho ..... long this 
is going to' take and when it is going 
to give its report. Will the new Ad-
vooate~ Bill be passed by this Parlia-
ment! 

Shri C. R. pattablli Raman: I expect 
there will be one or two more mee-
tings; they have already finished two 
meetings, and it will then be placed 
On the Table of the House. 

Shrimatl Renu Chakravartt,.: 1 hope 
it will come beforp the 1 aRt sessiOll 
of thi. Parliament. 

lU7 hrs. 

srATEMENT RE:· JUDGMENT BY 
INTERNATIONAL COURT OF .TUS-
T,CE ON SOUTH WEST AFRICA 

Tbe MiDis1ier of B:detnal A1fatra. 
(Shri Sw_ Singh): The Government 
of . India has seen with deep disap-
pointment the' judgment of the Inter-
national Court of justice on South-
West Africa. ThE' Government of 
South Africa has persistently refUsed 
to place the territory· Of South West 
Africa . under UN Trusteeship as 're-
quired under the Charter. On the 
other hand. the South . African Gov-
ernment has been taking' measures to 
incorporate- South West· Africa as one 
or it.~ prO'rinces ,applying to it all the 
evils of apartheid to whith it bas sub-
jected its own non-white popu:ation. 

It will bereca4}e1d that eertain 'as-
pects of the' <f'\l..stton of Sout'b 'West 
'Mrlell'lWeN teferridby the"G~ 
A9sembly "to-"\'Q\'e \'nteMatiOfiaI 'C8IIlM 
for advisory opinion whic'h was elvea-
'in 1950. in 1955 and aeam In 11118. 




