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.STATEMENT RE. INDO-PAKISTAN 
MINISTERIAL MEETING AT 
RAWALPINDI 

The Minister of Extemal Airalrs 
(Shrl SWaran SIn,h): As the House 
is aware, the Tashkent Declaration 
provides for various measures to be 
taken and various is.ue. to be discua-
oed between India and Pakistan. Both 
sides have been taking action in ful-
filment ot some provisions of the 
Declaration, notably Arlicles II, V 
and VIT. which relate to the with-
drawal and disengagement of forces, 
the rc:;toration 'of normal diplomatic 
relations, and the exchange or priso-
ners. There has also been partial pro-
gress, in respect of the restoration of. 
commLlniclti'onc; envisapcd in Article 

'VI, as also under Article IV, which 
'Calls for the disc'ou:--:l.gemcnt of 
propar.~md(J directed ,"),gainst the other 
C'OlJl1try. H{Jw<."·~r, (or fllrtll~r progreso; 
in pllrsU,tnCe of the Tashkent Dt'clara-
tiC-l,l nunwr'oll~; other issues of imme-
diatE' (Is well as of Icng-ienn impor-
'tonco need to be settled and as a result 
'Of exchanges hctwcen the two Gov-
ernments it was decided that to this 
end a meeting be heIr! at Ministers 
Ieve1 betwc ... n the two sides at Rawal-
'pindi on March 1 st and 2nd. 

Accordingly, the Indian Minis ers 
-o{ External Affairs, of Transport. 
Aviation, Shipping and Tourism, and 
of Commerce, accompanied by seve-
oral advisers. had a brief formal open-
ing meeting with the Ministers of 
Forf:'iJ!n Affairs, of Commerce and of 
·Communications of the Government 
·of Pakistan and their advisers on the 
morning of 1st March. Thereafter 
-many meetlngo, formal and intormal 
.at Mini.terlal and ol!lclal level, were 
Ibeld and a joint communique ..,a. 11-

As stated in the Communique, 
the talks in Rawalpindi were of an 
expl"o~atory nature and led to use-
ful exchange of views. During their 
exchanges with the Pakistan Govern-
ment preparatory to the Conference, 
the Government of India had sug-
gested that it be held to consider tur-
ther steps towards the implementation 
of the Tashkent Declaratil>n. The 
Government 01 India had added that, 
in particular, discussion.> take place 
on the questions of restoration of trade 
economic relati'ons and communica-
tions and the property and asset. 
taken over 'by either side. The Gove-
rnment of Pakistan had proposed that 
Ministerial meeting should discuss six 
additional items which were briefly, 
acc'ording to them. the dispute over 
Jammu and Ka<hmir, the reduction 
of armed force.:; following selliement 
of the Kashmir dispute, the creation 
ot conditions preventing th" exodus 
of people, the so-celled evictions, the 
Filrakka Barrage and the implemen-
tation of existing agreements. 

Eventually it was agreed that the 
meeting iake place without any 
agenda, each side naturally being free 
to raise wh1.tevcr iSSUf'S it wished to. 
At thc discussi'on! held on March 1st 
and 2nd, each sille ('xplained to the 
other ilt length which i:;:-;ues the)' felt 
"auld mos', appropriately and useful-
ly be discussed at this stage (0 achie-
ve the purposes of the Tashkent De-
claration. The Pakistan DI~legation 
hir,h-Iighlcd the question of K,l.:hmir, 
which they appeared to consider as 
the roo'. cauSe of. all other Indo-Pak-
istan i,sues and which had to be 
tackled if progress were to be achiev-
ed in improving Indo-Pakistan rela-
tions. The Indian delegation reitera-
ted the Government of India's view. 
on the Kashmir question and explain-
ed that, as nO useful purpose could 
be served by discussing it, the Con-
terenCe should proceed to complete 
the normalisa'ion 'of relatiON! In tile 
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[Shri Swaran Singh] 
fields disturbed by the conflict and 
also take UP some other major issues, 
the solution of which would lead to 
a better understanding between the 
two Governments and greater gO'od-
will between the two peoples. We 
pointed out that the significance of 
the Tashkent Declaration was that on 
the one hand the two sides would 
not resort 10 ~rce but would settle 
their differences by peaceful means, 
and on the other, they would proceed 
with the settlement of vari'ous indi-
vidual Issues even though on some 
other issues their positions might re-
main far apart. 

Both sides reaffirmed their resolve 
to adhere to the terms of the Tash-
kent Declaration and to discharge 
their obligations under the Declaration 
and, having exchanged views on the 
approach which each considered would 
best further this cause, decided to 
meet again at a later date. 

Some hoa. Members 1'08e-

Shrl Hem BarDa (Gauhati): We 
have given a cal! attention notice on 
this. 

Mr. Speaker: I do not think any 
questions need be put at this stage. The 
whole thing has been discussed during 
the debate on the President's Address. 
Why shOUld we spend time now? 

Shrl N. Sreekantan Nair (Qu!lon): 
People are anxious because it has 
come out in the press that Indian pro-
perty worth hundreds of crores of 
rupees with Pakistan would not be 
returned, whereas the property we 
have, belonging to Pakistan, Is very 
little. 

Shrl Nath Pal (Rajapur): Is it fair 
conclusion, after reading the state-
ment and the communique that were 
issued after the conclusi:on of the talks 
that very little progress is being 
made in upholding what is called the 
Tashkent spirit and practically a 
dead-lock has been reached .... 

Shrlmatl Savltri Nigam 
No, nO. 

(Banda): 
tl;~1 

Rawalpindi (Stt,) 

Shrl Nath Pai: You are free to hold 
a di.1ferent view, Madam .... and 
only fOr the sake ot public consump-
tion a semoolance of so-called pro-
gress is benig maintained? In view of 
the fact that even such matters 
of comm'on imerest like releasing the 
property impounded during the 
the conflict, Pakistan has sternly and 
persistently refused to discuss, where 
do we stand, except the continuation 
of the semblance that the talks are 
going on? 

Shri SWaran Singh: It is true, Sir, 
that much progress could not be 
made, during the discussions, abbut 
the return of property. The fact that 
we have agreed to meet again and to 
discuss it further is the only report 
that I can make. 

Sbri Hem Barna: Sir, Pakistan'S 
Foreign Minister, Mr. Bhutto, has ex-
pressed satisfaction at the use of the 
word "dispute" in the J'oint Rawal-
pindi Communique. The Tashkent De-
claratiOn teUs Us that Kashmir was 
discussed at Tashkent and each side 
presented its respective point of view 
at Tashkent. May I know, in tha, 
context, what is the !pecial reason on 
account of which the Government 
started discussing Kashmir again a' 
Rawalpindi betore the ink on the 
Tashkent Declaration could be dry? 

Shri Swaran Singh: On this occa-
sion also when this matter was ralsed, 
we on our side reiterated the Indian 
position on the question of Jammu 
and Kashmir. On this question of the 
use of the word "dispute", if the hon. 
Member studies the Joint communi-
que he will find that that is the state-
ment whiCh was made by the Pakis-
tani delegation, and each side can 
describe any matter as a dispute. Each 
side, therefOre, reiterated their posi-
tion and further progress could not 
be made. So the position of the 
Government of India on this question 
of Jammu and Kashmir Is exactly 
the same what it was at the time 0:1 
the Tashkent Declaration. 
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Shri Surendranath DwivedJ (Ken-
drapara): Why don't yOU say that it 
is not a dispute? 

Shri Uem Barua: Sir, my question 
was very specific. Only two months 
back y'Ou discussed Kashmir at Tash-
kent, and before the ink on the 
Tashkent Declaration could be dry 
why is it that you started discussing 
Kashmir again at Rawalpindi and 
they succeeded in introducing it as a 
dispute? 

Shri Swaran Sinrh: Sir, the hon. 
Member is asking me as to why we 
discussed Kashmir. On that I want to 
make the position clear; we have 
eonsistently adopted this attitude, that 
on any matter that might be raised 
by one &ide the other party should 
not say "no" even to talking on that 
point. It is quite another thing that 
in the course of the talk you reite-
rate your position, but it will not be 
correct just to say that we are not 
zoing to talk on any matter. 

Shrl Uem Barua: Is nol Kashmir a 
settled matter for us? 

Shri U. N. Mukerjee (Calcutt3 
Central): Sir, I am sorry there was 
not quicker progress at the meeting in 
implementing the Tashkent decision, 
but what I want to find out from the 
Government is, we are rather disturb-
ed to find that Government is taking 
up an attitude which is n:ot objective, 
which is something of an old mediev-
al conundrum as to how many angels 
could dance on the point of a needle. 
>lnd what I want to find out is, what 
exactly do we mean when we say that 
in regard to Kashmir we reiterated 
Our position? Today, the world 
knows and we also know that the 
question of Kashmir has got to be set-
tled at one point of time, sooner rather 
than later, if our interests are to be 
taken into consideration. It is neces-
sary, therefore, that whenever we 
meet, particularly when there is the 
Tashkent Declaration or the Tashkent 
spirit of which we are making so much 
we should Only try to pursue it. 
Whenever we meet we should no! 

take up a purely abstract attitude. 
When Pakistan says, and the world 
knows and we also know, that We do 
not have nearly half the Kashmir 
area in our control, do we not envi-
sage a course of operation, slow but 
sure, which will lead to a sOlution of 
the Kashmir question, or do we feel 
that we should flap OUr wings in the 
air and do nothing to satisfy the peo-
ple? Do either one thing or the 
other concretely. The Prime Minister 
shOUld say something about it to the 
House, because from Pakistan reports 
arc emanating regarding their taking 
On the Kashmir question a positive 
stand on the agenda in a particular 
way. I want to know whether we 
want to tell the world and ourselves 
that we shall always go and talk or 
we shall never discuss Kashmir and 
it shall be hanging fire as long as we 
can sec in the future or We shaJ1. 
try to settle the Kashmir question, 
trying to satisty OUr own position 
which We say is right. 

Shri Swaran Slnrh: If I may say 
so, the hon. Member has given some 
reason:; why we should not S8y uno" 
When they raise the question ot 
Kashmir. And this is what we say. 
When they raise the question ot 
Kashmir, we shall say "we will not 
refuse to talk about that issue". But 
that does not mean that if they con-
tinue to take a particular attitude on 
Kashmir .... 

Shrl Hem Barua: We thought Tash-
kent has settled Kashmir finally. 

Shrl Swaran Sinrh: .... we should 
leave it at that. We have to consider 
what should be the reply to that 
attitude. Therefore, whereas we are 
always prepared to have talks .... 

Shri nem Barna: Why do you not 
refuse to talk? 

Shrl Swaran Singh: .... it this 
question or any other question is 
raised, we have to talk consistently 
with the stand which we have taken 
on the main issue, namely that the 
sovereignty of Jammu and Kashmir 
is not negotiable. 
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Sbrl N. Sreek.ntan Nair: May I 
know whether it is or it is not a 1act 
that the question of Indian property 
held by Pakistan was specifically 
raised and that discussion was turned 
down by Pakistan on the ground that 
only after the settlement ot the 
Kashmir question would they discuss 
this matter? 

Shri Swaran Singh: As I have men-
tioned in my opening statement, this 
question was also suggested by the 
Indian delegation for discussion. The 
attitude ot' Pakistan was that there 
should be some progress made on 
another issue at the same time, and 
they talked 01 simultaneity in discus-
sions. We pointed out that this atti-
tude is not correct. We have not 
accepted the correctness 01 the Pakis-
tani stand and there the matter stands. 

Mr. Speaker: Shri Tyagi. 

Shrl Shlnkre (Marmagoa): I am 
Borry to say that this Government 
requires ... 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. I have 
called Shri Tyagi. Only one Member 
from one Group. 

Shrl Sbinkre: This is not a Group 
matter. This is a matter which con-
cerns the whole country. I want to 
know whether .... 

Mr. Speaker: I am sorry, I cannot 
allow him. 

Sbrl Shlnkre: Only one remark. 

Mr. Speaker: No, Sir. 

~T !f$lIfTOf ~ (~): f;;r;r <fIl'j'f 
if ,,";:r~'lR ;ftf~ f~ ~ ..... 

~~:it ~?r~~~ 

lifT 'f1! frn (~ih:): ~~. 
~ I!.'l' it" ~r 1fT <-Wit ~hrr,r.r~, 
~ 'il' 'ffl en: ~1If\ ~ I 

Rawalpind! (StU 

Sbrl Tyagl (Dehra Dun): I am 
afraid, I could not just follow th" 
vicw of the Government with regard 
to not taking Kashmir to be a disputed 
question, because I have felt that we 
are the aggrieved party with regard 
to Kashmir, and we have gone to the 
United Nations because, of aggression 
by Pakistan. Are we not claiming 
baek from Pakistan the territory they 
have illegally occupied? Have they 
not violated our sovereignty? So the 
real question is this. Because we are 
not pressing it, the world will think 
that we arc not the aggrieved party 
and Pakistan is already making capi-
tal ot it. 

Shrl Shinkre: Ask Shri Jagjivan 
Ram about it. 

Sbri Tyagi: Pakistan was under 
orders of the United Nations by the 
Security Council Resolution to vacate 
the areas they have illegally occupied. 
They have not vacated that area. Are 
we not even insisting that they must 
vac3te the occupied Kashmir area 
which you say is an area over which 
you have sovereign right? 

Shr! Swaran Singb: This is another 
renson why We ~hould never say 
"No" when" they talk ot Jammu and 
Kashmir. 

Shr! l.'Yagi: Why do you not take 
Ihe initiative in the matter? 

Mr. Speaker: It is one thing to say 
that we should never say "no., when-
ever Pakistan says that the Kashmir 
question should be d;scussed. But the 
other point, according to Shri Tyagi, 
is that we should talk about the 
occupied territory being given back 
to us. 

Shrl Tyagl: We arc shy ot that. 

Sbrl Swann Slngb: We are not shy 
of that. It the hon.· Member is 
interested in the historical back-
ground, it he goes through the debate 
which we had In the Security Coun-
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cil, we have consistently held the 
view, as the hon. Member know. 
well ...... 

Shrl Tyagi: Not after Tashkent. 
Shri Chagla has done it but since 
Tashkent you have stopped it. 

Shrl Harlsh Chandra Mathur 
(Jalore): I fully understand that you 
cannot say "no" if Pakistan raises 
the question of Kashmir. But may I 
know whether it is not a fact that 
it is on the Kashmir question that 
the whole thing has stalemated, 
which is a complete negation of the 
Tashkent spirit? Not only that, 
Pakistan has gone a steP further. 
Monitoring from their radio in East 
Pakistan they have now said some-
thing a bout the Mizo revolt. They 
are doing propaganda against India 
all the world over, which is against 
the Tashkent spirit. Only the other 
day when certain questions were put 
to the Defence Minister he said that 
this was before the Tashkent Agree-
ment. Now, after the Tashkent 
Agreement, Pakistan has not stale-
mated it but has completely violated 
the Tashkent Agreement and has 
carried pI:llpaganda against India. 

Shrl Swaran Singh: Any propa-
ganda that Pakistan carries on against 
the Tashkent spirit and the letter at 
the Tash1<ent Declaration will be a 
serious violation of the Declaration, 
and we will certainly lodge a very 
strong protest against that. About the 
specific issue of monitoring, I think 
it is a matter which is being looked 
into and it it is e<ta blished it will be 
a very !eriOll! violation and a very 
seriOllS nct of interference in our 
internal affairs, and as such some-
thing which we cannot tolerate. 

.-ro <:1lf~~~(~): 

Ifm' ~ f'li' ~ on: omr-ofuT rn 
~ ~ ~~~, ~ I t;R if 00 
~ ~iT m-m ~m..r~ ~I 
~~~'l'fT~~mrlfT 
fiI; ~ ~ ~'If'[ fIlTl~ ~'Ii'~ 
~ ~ flf tiiir ~ror lf1j;WT 
~ !I!'i ~ ~~ f'li' 'f.'lfT It{ 
W<:'Ii'T, ~ <:Tit '.\<:T 1fi1lJf\'1; lIT· 
;r.mf" 'liT ~ ~ ~ t.'IT ~ 
eft ~ ~ If'iPl'ID it ~ ~ I 
eft lru lll"f ~~ ~ f'li' 'flIT W ~ 
'Ii'll'il<: lIT;r.mf\<: it fm %~ 
1fT l'I'IWT ~ 'lJ'lI'T-'!1II'T $~;rr 
lf~ if;w~ ~~I 
Shri Swaran Singh: This is a hypo-

theticaJ" question. There is no ques-
tion of surrendering any part. We 
have never taken that attitude. I do 
not know why the hon. Member asks 
that question. 

.-r 0 'UIf ~~ 1'Ilf~: 9;ft<reT 

$lf, ft fin<: ~ 'WI'TT ~ ~ 

~<fT~ I 
Mr. Speaker: The question about 

surrendering of sovereignty was 
answered. 

.-ro <:1lf ~~ "'~: it ~ 
!fm' ~ !If'h:: it 1S;);ff l1'T~ ~ ~T" 
~f'f'M'l' ~ ~, eftit oi;;rm..r ~ 
~I 

w:>:m~:l:I1:aT"S"I'~ 
<'I'fOT ~, no om;<f, m'l'fi't.zm ~~;rr 
'l1'Tf~1 

.-ro ,fq'~~;:f~ : **m-m 
~ ~ ~T wf wff ~ I wr<: 9;fTlf 

'Ti'If it ~ a)~t **~;;mrr t I 

~ ~ : ~ Wil:' f.Arnor 
~:;mrl 

WT~ ;{9;{'IfT W~ it .m: 
~, '1fT ~ ~T f~r '1m' ~ a I ~ ~ ~fiI; 'Ii'll'ir<: ... rlf1t~ 
on: ~ ~lJ ~ ~T lJ'f.<ft .m: ~ 

----~---------------------OOExpun,ed as ordered by the Chair. 
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WTO'(lll'''''~~: ~~ 
or"rf'lflf I ~ irT ~ ~ it ~T "!~ <Pr 
f~~~~, W~T~(f ~? 

~o ~fl{ ,,;r~ I'I')~; if;~ ~ 

~~ I ~ ~ if;~ ~ ~npf~{TIft 
~~T ~ if;~ ~ m {TifT I 

~~: 1I'T'l !'al1I''h:~~ 
~ ~7 

Shrl S_rall Smgh: I do not want 
to add anything to what the learned 
Doctor says, because I cannot beat 
him in his vocabulary and it is not 
my intention to use the same type of 
expressions. But I want to sa:.; that, 
in any talks, !if the mentality, the 
Bctual feeling or attitude of the hon. 
Member is that you have to give up 
the hope of persuading the other party 
to accept your viewpoint, then what 
is the meaning of the talks? 

13 1mI. 

.n ~ .... 1IIi'~ (~) I 

~ ~T'1'8fT it ~ >;fT ~~ 
'irif 'I>f ~ '" ~~ it WIT 
~ ~ it :nri!;'T "f'fl 'f;VfT ~ ~ 
~ I ~ # gf amrY if;~ >;fT 00 
!IfiI' ~ it irTif ~ ~ :nrij; «>or"" 
it om ~ it ~« amr it f~ ~ 
~ if'fT f\'fln ~ fif; :nrit 'li'mf'h: 'IfI 
~ "f'fl ~T >tI ~T? "1f1 mq' 

i!:m 'f"{ 'Ii<: ~ 1I'T11;~? 

cmrR ~~1a i' ~ ~ 
~ wR ~r;fi 'R m~ ~ 'If 
~ o;r'h: f;;r;r ~ 'R 'f1f~ if 
'IiOGI'T f~ 'fT ~ :nrif ~~T 

'H fGllT ~ o;r'h: f>;f;r ~ 'R ~if 
~ f~ 'iT ~ ~ii ~~T 'Ii<: 
~qr ~ I 'f1f~ IW~ mT 

'frofn. ~ >f.t >;fT ¢;or 'li'l1f 
.. 'If~, lIRU, ~ro Wo:- 'fit 'lfT 

Rawalpindi (Stt,) 

¢;or 'lim 'If ~,<'iT<if oF ~ 
.r"~ ~~, ~ mil' 1ftomR 
~ 'R ;ffi if;T'it? 

,,) '" f~: ~ f~ ~~ 'IT I 
q: ~ Gl'T~Rf m if>'T'Iihif 
~~ il'~T ~ ~ ~ 'IfI 
~ ~T .fm ~T~ ~T rt 
ml~ ~ ~ amr '1ft ;ffi ~'iT I 
irf~ ~ w ~(f 'R"~ ~ 
~ ~~ f~;Mfif; ~ ~ 
'iT fif; wn: f~T ~ 'R ~ {T 
",T l{RT <f':"Ii ~ ~«~(f 'R ;ffi 
'lflGI'T~T~1 

'lfT ~ «qr.r ~R f~ ~ 
~ij; ~'t it it ~ m m'Ii 'Ii<: ~;rT 

~ ~ fif; if;T{ m 'l'T 11;if; ~ 
~ ~ (fT :nr 'R ~"r<r 'Ii<:;f 
it ~ if;T{ -.Ton: ~ ~ o;r'h: .. « ~(f 
~ it m'Ii 'Ii<: ~;rT ~~; mf'f1 
~ '(~~(f ~ ~f~ IIi'tt m 
;or ~ I 

tft ~T ; if7l'T ~ .Torr 'f.'U'f 
Illi'T 1ft ~(f 'Ii<: ~ {T If1 ;ffl) ? 

Shrl Frallk Anthony (Nominated-
Anglo-Indians): I have gathered the 
impression from their communiques 
that We captured some muiahids, in-
filtrators and spies and that 
they also have all been returned. 
Is it a fact thot in spite of the aSsur-
ance given to the House the draconian 
legislation we passed in Kashmir with 
regard to muiahids and spies, they 
also have all been returned to Pakis-
tan and treated on a parity with their 
regular armed forces? 

SbrI Swaran Singh: Th is question 
was answered by my colleague. the 
Defence Minisler, on ihe floor of the 
House yesterday and he said that there 
was the agreement to return these .... 
(InteTTUption). This was the agree-
ment entered into between the two 
Governments through their Army 
Chie!. and the fact that Pakisran aC-
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cepted those also, indirectly shawl that 
they have accepted the responsibility 
for them. 

'itT lI"'I~~ ~T (~'tt) I 
'If'm'f if;T <'fTllf ~ TIi ~ f'l> "u<r.f-
f'rtf If ~T ffi 'liT ~ 'liT 
'lTIr~m If \TroT ~ f~w ti<h 'liT 
'Ifti ~ ~ ~11:~.m qm <'Ill' 'flIT 
fit; q-~ mR q;.ft ii't ft ~ 
lfT'fiIT ~~ f'l> ~ ~Rf 
~m ~ q-l~ ~,",~T $I"t<: ~ 
IJ~ f'f'f"u~ ;l W 'llmRf 
'liT \IT'f'fT if;T ~ f~ 1fT ~ i\1{ 
flfrolJ f~ lIT f'li ~ U;ff m 
iii !J~if'l:T iller f~ m ;;rJll1T I 
<rTf~ iii W ~ dii .mm 

,11; m 'ifror ~ it~ m 'liT 
~"'TH~~~ 
'ImlIT~? m ~ i!1 ~ m 
SIf~ t? 
~ ~ fq : it ~ i f'f> >rT'fm 

~~flf 'f>T If~ ~q'f lI"/fr.f ~ f.t; ~ 
<:~;;ryq-it orr '!>1: ~ ~ ~? 
~ti ~ibrrr ~<ft wIT ~ I ~ ~ 
~'f'fiT mli ~ ~T orRfT ~ I ~ 
~.t)- ~ f'f> ~ "a"'f.tt \ffili ~<fr 
~$I"t<:q: ~'I"~~ f'l> ~tfi ~T~ql 
11« IJIf;ff it 'f~ mlfr ~ f.t; Ofif ~ 
'lili It'T>~ ~T Ifr ;;rif i!:ll" ~~ 
r'l> 'Ii~ 'liflf '3"'f.tt lfJ\'T it 'ffif.rl; 
'f~ ~T W ~erT ~irw '3"'f<f.T ~ 
{!ft ~m 'f>T IiP1m:t ~ "a"'f.m 
~ orlf~ '!>1:" 'li't <f~ 'f'fT ~ 
t I ~ If~ orrcr «tmfi 'fIf~ f.t; 
jflfr't orT 1ft q-I'f!f it ;ffTf~ ~, ~~
!i(f['f m qlf~['f ~ orT ~ ~ 
'3"'f'fiT 'q"I'f!f it ~ {1"'fiT ~ "I>Tofr 
~rfi!!j- q''tt ~'it ~m 'l>T <mi ~;;r 

at Rawalpindi (Stt.) 

'f~ ~ 'ifrf~ ~ '«! ~ ~T If[ 

wrfu;r l';T lTr 'oli q');: ~ ifT I 

11ft ~ ~T : i"rll" f'fiT crT!1T-
~ ~ 'Ttr ,p 
Shrl Joachim Alva (Kanara): Sir, 

I have stood up half a dozen times. 
I haye not put a single question this 
session. 

Mr. Speaker: Then he should thank 
himself. 

Shrl Joachim Alva: Only the "get 
a chance .... (Interruption). 

An hon. Member: That Is not a 
proper word to say, , , , (Interruption). 

Shri Hem Barna: On a point of 
order, Sir,." (InteTruption). 

Mr. Speaker: Order, order, Shri 
Alva shaH have to wnhdraw that word. 

Shrl 'Joachim Alva: I sh .. U not 
withd,aw this word because they are 
". , , . (Interruption), 

Mr, Speaker: It he does not w:ith-
draw it, then he should withdraw 
himself. 

Shri Joachim Alva: The hon, Prime 
Minister, Jawaharlal Nehru, was" 
siX'ty times and you never stopped 
that, ' , . (Interruption). 

Mr. Speaker: Now he should with-
draw himself, 

Shrl Joachim Alva: I go out. 
stood up against the British Raj" .. 
(Interruption) . 

Shri Joachim ALva then left the House. 

Shrl Hem Barna: Sir, I move a 
motion. 

Mr. Speaker: He cannot move it. 
Unless I have named him, how can 
you .,nove it? 

"Expunged as ordered by 'the Chair . 
.2638(Ai) LS-7. 
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Shri Surendranath Dwivcdy: Sir, on 
this matter. wlthdI'3Wal does not solve 
the problem. The words should be 
expunged. 

Mr. Speaker: Those words might be 
expunged. 

Shr; Bbapat Jha Azad (Bnagal-
pur): May I remind you, Sir, that 
another hon. Member, Dr. Swell, . from 
the Opposition side .... (Interruption). 

Sbri Ranra (Chittoor): Sir, in the 
first seat is the leader of their party 
and in the second Se'.t the Leader of 
the House. Are they satisfied with 
the behaviour or the misbehaviour of 
their party member? Are they pre-
pared to otIer an apology to the 
House? 

Shri Hem Barua: May I submit that 
while withdrawing, the han. Mem-
ber said, "Shri JaW'3harlal Nehru was 
interrupted by these" as many as 
sixty times and you did not' do 1>ny-
thing to stop that··... That is what he 
said. That is a reflection uPQn you 
also. 

Mr. Speaker: Now, he knows .... 
(Interruption) . 

Mr, Speaker: Order, order. The op-
positiOn should also remember that 
these very words us"d by one of the 
Members on the Opposition side .... 
(Interruption). I did not take action 
on that and never anyone of them 
,tood up and took 'any objection to it. 
If n Member is here ~ven now and he-
repeated it in such a voice that not-
thing else could be heard, nobody 
could protest. 

Shri Nath Pai: For the sake of 
record, Shri N. C. Chatterjee will bear 
me out and I think Shri Bhagwat Jha 
Awci also heard it that when the 
word was used, I rose and said, "It 
is not fair to call anybody a "just 
bcrause one does not succeed in catch-
ing the Speaker's eye; the Member 
should go on trying to catch it, but it 
is not fair to say so" .... (Interruption). 

Shrj Bharwat Jha A.ad: At lealt 
the protes1 wus not so loud and 
strong as it is today. I do not sup-
port my han. friend on this side, but 
this is going on every day. If han. 
friends see that all sides should have 
a certain decorum, we .. will be pre-
pared to 'abide by ilf but every clay 
such things take place. The word" 
may not be used but such tactics are 
being used by tl\e Opposition. 

$brlmati Tarkesbwarl Slnhs: In view 
Shri Nath Pai: The whole thing at the fact that a very high power 

should be expunged. de1ellation went to Pakistan. 

Shrl Tyagi: He ,,-as ordered to 
withdraw. 

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha (Barh): 
In view of the fa~t that Government 
took a very high power delegation 
consisting of the Minister of Shipping 
and Civil Aviation and the Minister 
of Commerce .... (Interruption). 

Shri Rang ... : This is very wrong. 
h'ave made that appeal to you. Have 
they any responsibility towards this 
House? The leader of the party and 
the Leader of the House are there. 

"Expunged as ordered by the C", ir. 

Shrl Ranga: VVhat happens? 

Shri Hem Barua: He should apolo-
gi.!'e to the House. 

Shrimatl Tarkeshwari Sinha: In 
that high power delegation the Minis-
ter of Civil Aviation and Shipping 
and the Minister· of Commerce were 
there. In view of this fact, Why could 
n~ successful conclusion be arrived at 
about the Indian cargo which runs to 
hundreds of crores of rupees seized 
by Pakistan? VVhen Pakistan h'3s al-
ready accepted that it is Indian carlO, 
why wa" no progress made and what 
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were the limitations of the Indian 
delegation in pressing thllt· point and 
getting some conclu5ive st::J.tement from 
Pakistan? 

Shri Swaran Singh: We did raise 
this point and. as I have explained in 
the statement as also in answer to 
some of the other supplementary 
questions th'.t have been put. they did 
not show any v.'Ulingness, readiness 
and keenness to discuss the other eco-
nomic issues. We pointed out to them 
that their stand in the respect u'as 
not in accordance with the Tashkent 
Declaration. This matter is likely to 
be disou.sed in the future meeting 
here. 

Shri N. C. Chatterjee iDurdwan): 
May I put one que:=;tion? 

Mr. Speaker: 
1l'ior(~ question~. 
me. 

13.10 hrs. 

I do not allow ony 
Now he wi]] excu~e 

KERALA BUDGET. l!/6ll-67 

The Mitilster of Finanro (Sh'i 
Sa~h\lldra {;baudburl): Sir. with 
your permission, I beg to lay on. the 
Table a statement Of the estimatel 
receipts and expenditure of the Stale 
of Kerala 'for the year 1966-67. 

Sbl'f N. Sreekantan Nair (Quilon): 
Sir. I strongly protest against the 
attitude of the Government and the 
Finnnce Minister in laying the Budget 
of the Kerala State before the House 
as if it is a report of a match factorY 
being presented before the Hous~. 
When the General Budget is presented 
with all the fanfare and the decorum 
in the House, what is the meaning in 
dOing like this in respect of the 
Kerala Budget? There is no Lellis-
lature 'in the State. The public must 
know what it is. This is the only 
occasion when we can hear the 
Finance Minister making a statement 
Of the estt'mated receipts and expendi-
ture of the State of Korala .... (Inter-
T1·Ption) . 

Mr. Speaker: He may kindly re-
sume his :-:eat. 

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati): It is 
iust like presenting a match box to 
you! 

Mr. Speaker: I had also the impres-
sion that normally. when a State is 
under President's Rule, the budget is 
read out here and presented to the 
House as if it was a budget of the 
Central Government. Ordinarily, that 
is done. But last time also I find that 
Shri T. T. Krishnamachari did the 
same thing ... 

Sb,i N. Sreekantan Nair: Whot was 
done last time need not he repeated 
this year. 

Sbr! Bar! Vishnu Kamatb (Hoshan-
gabad): It was not a precedent for 
the future. 

An hon. Member: He may read it. 

Sh,i Sarhindra Cbaudburi: With 
all respects to the House. I must S8Y 
that I had myself found out as to 
what was the procedure adopted last 
time. I was told that last time this 
\\'as the procedure whi~h was accept-
ed by the Rouse and I thought it was 
no disrespect shown to the House 
if I followed the ~ame procedure. I 
have ali respects for this House. I 
am entirely at thei disposal of the 
House and I shall certainly read it 
out. 

Shri Surendranatb Dwi\'edy (Ken-
drapara): I think. when Ori •• a Bud-
get w .. s presented the then Finance 
Minister made a, Rtatement while pre-
.eming the Budget to the House. I 
do not know about the Kerala Budget, 
whether it was a supplement budget 
or a general buagel. 

Mr. Speaker: He had only followed 
the proCedur .. that was folll)wed last 
year: He might present the Budget to 
the House. 




