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Import of Pumps
3810. Shri Firodia: Will the Minis-
ter of Commerce be pleased to state:

(a) whether the Indian Pumps
Manufacturers Association  have
demanded that the import of pumps
should be banned; and

(b) if so,
thereto?

Government's reaction

The Minister of Commerce
Manubhai Shah): (a) Yes, Sir.

(8hri

(b) The import of pumps is banned
to Established Importers. Applica-
tion from Actual Users are consi-
dered for certain description not
indigenously manufactured on the
recommendation of sponsoring autho-
rities.

12.15 hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTERS
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

(i) REPORTED WITHDRAWAL OF INDIAN
TROOPS FROM THE SrALKOT BornEr

@t gow wx wwarg (¥am):
wegw wgew, & ¥ & Y fadaw fwar
q f& & ¥ gv w19 @@oww Afew N
gar ate 7 N i R g avo 15
w Iofam o W@ ¥, W # @A
faam At ar wfey

wreqm wgEy : ¥ OF any g €@
oA § 1w ot T @A ffen
& a%7 W9 A wEy 97 fn Iw wr Nfen
Ao 6 WA AT aT I KX g@ AT
% 2@y a1 | OF w19 faw @Y fafet &
I0 & qL ¥ dwey qmary § v a1y §
R fer onitdwT 9r s @
Afrafard, f5 8, oW 10aT0 WY
afrQrak 1are 11,12 % gaL Afefaw
@ T ¥, fod oF w19 g Afew W
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uraT gy ¢, 4@ fod o ¥ W I
Wy wR § fEoare 11 W owE
TMERNRT § wW q@wA Afeq W,
Ao 12M IPTHF AL 41, AT0 130
EY oY, aTe 14 W I T&T T 4T |

Y @ fawy wow (o)
T & WEEw 2w gu A ARy ¥ fay
I

wreaw g : wifee ¥ fagy smar
3, W oas T famr

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): Sir,
you were kind enough to state some-
time back that a lot of Calling Atten-
tion Notices are coming. I admit that
all of them may not be 50 mmportant,
but events are taking place in the
country wherein some Calling Atten-
tion Notices are necessary. In that
case, may I request that, if you find
that the Calling Attention Notices are
urgent, you will be pleased to allow
some days at least for such notices?

Mr. Speaker: I cannot allow ques-
tions to be put. I can ask the Minis-
etr to lay a statement on the Table. 1
can do that.

ot JWN WA wEATY | WSOW AENT,
# wfraadn AF aga & frafafan
feqg 1 W1 sfaew @@ w1 Q@
fesrar g fF ag v a2 & ow T
T

“ferarererz € dram g1 W
AT & Y g2y X & AATTY |

The Minister of Defence (Shri Y. B,
Chavan): Mr. Speaker, Sir, as the
House will recall, under the Tashkent
Agreement, the armed personnel of
the two countries had to withdraw,
not later than 25th February 1966, to
the positions they held prior to Sth
August 1065. These withdrawals were
duly carried out. In fact, the UN.
Secretary-General  announced the
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[Shri Y. B. Chavan]

completion of these withdrawals on
26th February, 1966.

According to the agreement Dbet-
ween the Chief of the Army Staft,
India and the C-in-C, Pakistan Army,
any doubts about the ground positions,
as they existed on 5th August, 19865,
were to be settled by mutual discus-
sion between the local commanders.
On the international border between
the Sialkot District of Pakistan and
the Indian State of Jammu and Kush-
‘mir, a minor difference of opinion
arose over three gmall areas, the total
acreage of which was about 36 acres.
Accordingly as required under the
agreement between the Chief of the
Army Steff, India and the C-in-C,
Pakistan Army, the matter was con-
sidered by the two local commanders
and whatever adjustments in positions
were necessary, were carried out in
the light of mutually agreed conclu-
sions.

of gOR R BT ;15 WA
1947 W dwmei N WY gu ag Aa
T oA ¢ WK AR /& ¥ aoe
Tt W g Wk ofeae
¥ F W A A T IR A
et & 1 o fF W i &
& fr ag fw o & o arfeem w1
sETifsmamgmuy A waa
7 frareaey A ¥ # IT A AT
LRSI C AR Gl GRS GG
£, T 39 TG K geedi & N qw
w0 f§ 15 wrer ® dw w5 6 6
W T §HY HIE T T AGT A AT T
g T@w ) da g ?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: These two
different positions must be understood
in thig matter. The action that is
being taken now is the follow-up ac-
tion of the Tashkent agreement, and
naturally, these 36 acres, according to
the revenue records, are on our side
of the international border. There is
no doubt about that. So, what action
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is being taken is nothing as a result
of any settlement of dispute on de
jure merits. This question is merely
one of a follow-up action, of with-
drawing the troops to the positions
they held actually prior to 5th August,
1965, We are withdrawing to that
position. We are not going into the
merits—de jure-or any legal battle in
this particular matter.

S R T $GMT | WA Wy,
T AAAG At o F w7 § f ag ;@
T, EE A wA T g
NfRmdad migd

WSy qEAT : T F1 949 @ g

oft gew Wy W  gEd A § A
g = ff f5 dug wwl ¥ QU A
AT AT FT IQTH FY FT GER AR
& 9T 3P T T i qw wA F fAy
&= .

ot aF ("I ;AR e
HEE, W A Hell WEET { AT AT
# wg7 f qroE= THER & W 5
R & TqT 9 AT A0fEd 91, av e
IMaT e agowgmi g &
affeT ot I o) fee o QET
FAE & Wifead § aaa gk 5 ag
S faarawe 8, 99 & % nfeaw
# wga wTET A WIA Wrar F g7 w57 forw
fear 1+ s q St owwOwT W)
& T | 3g 8 Nfefera dwx o=
IR FSufraogd
I fefaw g gak wwed 7 foaam
qr fe ag wft g §, 9@ W w®
wr ?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: There is nothing
about pressure from America or any
other countries. Really gpeaking, the
question about the actual ground posi-
tion was raised for the first time when
Shri Swaren Singh and other Cabinet
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colleagues went to Rawalpindi for dis-
cussion. For the first time this point
was mentioned there and naturaliy we
answeied that the facts will have to
be found out. In the light of the
discussions between the Chief of the
Army Staff, India and the C-in-C,
Pakistan, it was decided that these
ground positions will have to be ulti-
mateiy decided by the local com-
manders looking to the facts as to
where the positions were on the 5th
August. Naturally this discussion bet-
ween the local commanders took place
and in the light of that discussion, the
withd:awals have taken place.

Shri D, C. Sharma (Gurdaspur): I
think we have withdrawn, according
to the Defence Minister and not ac-
cording to me, to the 5th August posi-
tion so far as these small areas in dis-
pute covering about 36 acres are con-
cerned and all this has been done in
the light of the Tashkent pact. When
we signed this Tashkent pact, did we
visualise that we would have to sur-
render some parts of our territory
which we have been holding all these
years unilaterally or whether this thing
will apply to the Pakistan government
also. We have surrendered 36 acres
of land to the Pakistan Government.
Has the Pakistan Government, accord-
ing to the Tashkent pact, surrendered
any land to us or has the surrender
been all along the line on our side?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: There was no
question of surrender of any land
under the Tashkent declaration, be-
cause the questions of disputes and
merits were not considered or con-
ceded in the Tashkent agreement. The
Tashkent agreement only provides
that the wrmies and troops should
withdraw to the 5th August positions.
These are two different things; there
was no question of surrender of any
land on our side or their side.

Dr. M. S. Aney (Nagpur) rose—

Mr. Speaker: 1 would advise him
pot to exert himself; he should sit
down.
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Dr. M. 8. Aney: When the first reply
was sent by us that our army was on
our ground, were notour commanders
and others consulted at that time?
Why is it that on second thought,
the reply was changed so far as the
actual position we occupied on the 5th
August was concerned?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: There was no
question of first or second thought; it
is a process. In the light of the dis-
cussion between the two local com-
manders, whatever adjustments in
positions were necessary, they were
carried out. (Interruption). There is
no question of second thought.

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha (Berh):
On the basis of the reports that
the Sec:etary General of the UN re-
ceived, U. Thant said that the with-
drawals had been completed by the
Indian and Pakistani forces. After
that we heard a statement of the UN
observers refuting that there had been
complete withdrawal. May I know
whether it is in view of that and also
Mr, Bhutto’s comp:iaint that the with-
drawals have not been completed that
this withdrawal has taken place or
whether it wag decided unilaterally?
What was the reason? Why was it
decided unilaterally?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: It was not de-
cided unilaterally. As 1 said, the
actual positions were in doubt in the
beginning certainly. There was no
question of anybody complaining
about it, As I said, the first time we
knew of this complaint was when our
Foreign Minister with his colieagues
went to Rawalpindi. It was mentioned
to him that there were some doubts
about this matter. We naturally gaid
thut we have to go into the facts and
the local commanders were asked to
find out the position. It was only in
the light of that further discussion in
this matter took place.

sft aear= fag ($T) - fgwrea
THT T IX THT 47 A T FTHT TN
W o ST @ | o A6 AT qAE
agi g€ 1 @ T gTETT ol
fgwr =T @ § o1 fe ameix fafee
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[sr amte fag)

A fgrea s @ E 7
N fewror w7 & 7 7

ot TIERTOR A A A OET
AN

ot weTEl et (feeEiR)
q W g S 9T JE gAY
ATt F1 qUfAH 1 FT IV 97 T 74T
¥ ¥ 38 Iw wigwmfan 7 T
HATTT A qT WA TG FT qg AT
Wt ' &Y § aa @ @Y fv 3 wafaw
agi & Frfem 7 w1 @ € fe g e
¥ gz WY 7€ A 36 THT A dwr
g AT F w9 gra w Y, gafAg ggt
§ Tl Y A w5 A€ v goferd
& grar & 7 afz O qrq O @ ouw
afem ¥ | gw 7 gfvar § woe
feafa =Y T &9 § QW AH war &
o1 F7 ffeat™ &1 o @ THT |
g T A & ?

Shri Y, B. Chavan: Sir, the latter
part of the question that the hon.
Member put is a series of inferences
that he is trying to draw of a certain
situation. It is not so. There is no
question of anything going against
India because India was committed
and so was Pakistan committed to
withdrawal of troops to 5th August
position. There was no question of

the army refusing to do certain things
or not refusing to do certain things.

«ft TwTETET qITest : e ag 9t
&fas wfawfedl & w1 a8 w77 ov
AT A9 T 7g IEEHTA A fF 9w
¥ qE¥ ¥ gAY gar wiawe ¥ @ ?

&} TERrow W™ AT ag @ fe
wifEgd a1 duen feaqr § 9 I AT @
wr ¥ fear g 39 ¥ I # fewwwm
AT FHEAG & a9 X gur & @
ug feagwm 1 2wl & e fafred
qr

T & e
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ot TRARATE AW TR AT
i 1| 5gw 5o framsce fer W gFf |
Ffe wnfax & o dwew fFar ag ar
AT AR ¥ FHiEE ¥ a9 femwoT ¥
IR g IW FIAT AT T
friT fmr | A o 9w ¥ fedw
fafeet o1 7gi & AT @@ ¥ WA
fafreed & drw &Y ag g 7 AT
ot & Fwiwd ¥ dEY W A9 IO
AL

sit "o Wo T : WY WA AW
¥ v faar & 5 92 36 TFE HT W
ofw ot g7 & arx F v framiwefon
Y 91T I #T IAZ ¥ FAR WTFE FATERA
&g f i s & oy W ag ATl
FARN @I g @ F IR A
Fr€ frvig 7t gom | el W F AT
¥ wrqw gan € fr fafreed & dmen
T4 fea &, wret wwres Y dow gf
ff W IW 7 G g § 1 qeEg
wA # A aeEe F@ § fag
w7 IAT AW & fv F wifw wafww
@ & fu a1 wfa «=T & fag
et T et g 3 ¥ 7w
JAF AU FA T HA @
sTam ?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: Sir, I would like
to make this one point clear. Certain-
ly the Government's decision was to
go back to 5th August position. We do
not want to withdraw from that posi-
tion or shelve the responsibility of
that. But which was the 5th August

position naturally has to be left to the
decision of the local commanders.

Shri S, M. Banerjee:
tion is this ......

Sir, ‘my ques-

Mr. Speaker: He says we have not
given any land for that consideration,
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it js only in pursuance of an agreement
that we had arrived at with that coun-
try, which we have certainly respect-
ed, that all these things have been
settled.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: ] want to know
whether this has been completed and
no land is to be given?

Mr. Speaker: That question he has
already answered.

st uy fawd (W2) : wvit q@mEr
mr 3 f5 qee GRAYY & Wiaed

qi ¥ wTed #1 @ 9T Afew A W
7w 7 dwen  feqr 91 | 25 HOAN A%
T %1 I FZT HTHTH T FEATGT |
AT T QT F g @ @ WK 26
FEY T AqE TgET | WY ag A
oré AT HUET TG WA F WHACT A
w7 & ¥ w7 9w W F AW O
affg A AT T QU T g | 39 &
a2 AT 36 AT 40 THT Wi w1 AT
|TAT | TR ET wET o ag vfw
AT & WIT agt & g 29 w1 A
qae T | A X AR o G agey
wErgRifFgF @I faazar
YT ar T wTeT ¥ ag ag qfw aif v
¥ ved 7 ff vafow g g2 | & o
AT g 5 W 97w ¥ qg
aifeaT & gra & ag wfw oF &1 78 wiw
qIfFET & g9 T 4 T 8 7 v
§ g @1 7% 31 fearaT 1948 A
qegTfd #1, W ¥ & 9T g W
1965 % 19 7 59 &9 qfir 97 qrferema
gra ®ea1 fear wa, vw @@ W gy
HEYZT T & GTHA T | FTCF A0 AT
Y & A% awr & qrAN IgA
T qr ?

Shrj Y. B. Chavan: I think this
dispute arose sometime in the fifties.
1 have not got the exact date or year
with me I think it arose sometime in
the fitties. It must be in 1957 or so.
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it Wy fewg : mow EEE, 11
SV R AT ? qg AW 15 9, 1947 H7
ZAR g1 7 o1 | e s 5wt g,
21 fewaz, 1948 #1 agE gt
&3 ATAAT ATET 97 f6 I & A@ K
56 GV 97 GRS FT FS T |

weaw A - ¥ fafreT A
[T 95X § fF Tg 9Ty wx arfeen
¥ & 7 ook ?

Shri Y. B. Chavan: Ag I said, 1
cannot say when it went. But the
dispute arose sometime in the fifties.
According to the revenue records it is
ours.

oft Wy fowg : feegge ®1 w1 qawT
£ | sTeaw g, 1 ¥ A H w1 agw
&Y, W A aTe gy wrel
A wgrar fE g wafw H Ak | faaman-
W W FT AT TG o drem
TR A 5o wgrEm wg Q@ € fn faarar-
WI R TN § ! Wi #
oy faeeft wr Wt faamaneag &g W o
Shri D. C. Sharma: Whatever the

details may be, there is surrender of
a part of our territory. So, will he

tell us unequivocally what has
happened?
Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I have

called Shri Onkar Lal Berwa.

oY my fowrd : s wEE, w9
I & 99T 9T {6 ¥ 40 TFR 9T wT wwAT
g, e I W wyTa A e

Mr. Speaker: If the hon. Members
think there has been surrender of
territory, what can I do? I can only
get the answer. He has answered the
question.

W fowd e R

Mr. Speaker: Members might seek
other remedies.
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ot g% W weaw : arfeer
7 W@ T Fow w9 e ag A a0
vy &)

ot Wy fowd : w9 OF A AN
@ gq Hifad 1w wA AR ¥
'{f@& . ... (Interruptions)**

Mr. Speaker: This will not go on

reco’d because so many hon. Mem-
bers are speaking at the same time.

o TA FAET Mgt : (FlaER)
At AgYET 7 faaTATEqR Weg FT TEAATH
foar & 1| R W A AR 0 g
WM IRIAT @R & sy A &
g ¥ gear afay

oSTR WEYE : o geAr R
a9 W0 @O W@ §  (owww) ¥
Y ¥ Fg 5 g w1 @
IR 2 faar

€% AMAT waew ;- sy fear ?

weaw AR : IR AN T@
faar | & 97 ¥ W WU Fg awaT
£

oY R WA YA : T TAX
fear § ! wifear & w7 For  f,
W & oW g fer § 7

eTR WEYAT ;W B AT AGE AT
# (wewm)*

No Member shall speak unless 1
identify him and if he speaks in spite
of that, it will not go on record. Only
the Member whom I call should speak.

f wiere e doar (A7) : weEw
7gEa, Y A 98 5 W aew W
AT W7 B wrATT AE) 2 % w7 Foor
far 1 (vaaar)
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Shri A. V. Raghavan (Badagara):
when did the land go?

Y WieR /1w & : §fF FAErd
%Y do% O @ arell § a1 T 99 &
i faaETER R F AT AR GT N A
I9 & qifeea #1 gfear 7 faar g ?
TR a7 f5 oifewme & #9 oo s
T & ¥ #) W99 "fgwK § & fom
qu ?
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Shri Y. B. Chavan: As far as the
discussions between the local com-
manders are concerned, naturally dis-
cussions will take place whenever any
problem arises. If any further pro-
blems arise, certainly they will meet.
Problems of different types can arise;
it is not merely the questions of terri-
tory etc. but the question of patrolling
and other details also sometimes arise.
The question of certain other ground
ru.es may also perhaps arise. If these
questions arise, they will certainly
meet to discuss those matfers. As far
as the question of expression of the
word ‘“dispute” is concerned, I did not
mean that we are treating it as a dis-
pute. As far as this particular land
is concerned, according to us, it is
according to revenue records, our land,
There ig no doubt about it.

Shri A. V. Raghavan: When did it
go to Pakistan?

Mr, Speaker: What the Members are
concerned to know is that when the
land we claim is ours, when it was
that Pakistan claimed that it had
pussed into her possession and what
ig the fact.

Shri Y. B, Chavan: As [ snid 1
have not got the exact date with me.
This question arose some time in 1957
according to my present information,

but I have not got the exact date with
me.

=t wifere e dow ;A W W
JaE 7w | SEd 47 ag qer a1

**Not récorded.
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f& zar qq @ £ faaEree 9 #7
T a1 qifEeaT w1 ofEr q| #3
T FAFEN & A F

weaw wgAg : S 7 wgr & 6 ag
g of@r o

Sh:i S. M. Banerjee: Sir, I rise on
a point of order.

The Deputy Minister Jp the Minis-
try of Home Affairs (Shri Vidya
Charan Shukla): What is the rule?

Shri S. M, Banerjee: Do not ask
for the rule; you never quote the
rule.

ot ag fowd : Fw & Wl @
st WY & T Tae | 99 7w R
W ¥ fraw wer amarg o
w1 =19 & fa¥ wew fraw @ 1§
o T8 T I § AT I & A
g1 st § f fram @ qaemd o

Shri S. M. Banerjee: My point of
order is this. A pertinent question
was asked by hon. Memberg here and
you also in your wisdom put practical-
ly the same question. The question
was as to when this particular piece
of territory of 36 acres passed into
the hands of Pakistan. A specific ques-
tion was asked. Now, it is open to
the Minister to ask for notice or not
to disclose the information in the
public interest. He has neither claim-
ed immunity on that ground nor has
he asked for notice. So, I want your
ruling on his whether the question
can be evaded by the hon, Minister
when repeatedly it has been asked.

Mr. Speaker: A question cannot be
evaded. When the Minister says that
the information about the date is not
with him just at present.... (Inter-
ruption).

@ a<g @ av A%y g a%ar i ww
S ITF Iq W19 T A A1 WK o
WA | FACACREGE ... .

CHAITRA 25, 1888 (SAKA)
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Parole
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Q® AT ey ;. Ag gAMbl
LEUIRC I S

St WieTC TR AT : 4 FREAE
Jarq TG W

oUW wgw 4 & 7 @Wwl,
oY ¥ g7 e 3 A qr@ TG § @ W
qg ¥ Y fo q&T o1 @ § & w7 qE
qifeerT & w9 ¥ W, 3§ &
uY q wg ?

st TR T WG ;A g

weaw A A we & 99§
w1 FT a%ar § 7

v AT e qg AT q@
aor § ... (wwew)

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

1240 hrs.

RELEASE OF A MEMBER ON
PAROLE

Shri Biren Dutta

Mr. Speaker: 1 have to inform the
House that I have received the follow-
ing communication, dated the 12tk
April, 1966 from the Superintendent,
Central Jail, Hazaribagh:—

“I am to inform that Shri Biren
Dutta, Member, Lok Sabha, has
been released from this jail on
the 11th April, 1966, at 4.20 p.m.
on parole, for 15 days from the
date of release.”.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta Cen-
tral): In regard to this matter, may
I point out that normally the Housc
is entitled to have the information
about release or arrest or whatever it
might be in regard to Members in
time. Our friend Mr. Biren Dutta is
here—he had been here yesterday and
we welcomed him—and ye} somehow





