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o T wHET Wifgar (Fhamarz):
Weqw WEW, 99 @Y W qF gl
2 3 Afvg M w9 gATeEE Aww
F ofqwr & ¥ a a7 qer N O
Y W aET 5 1964 A farare W
foae ¢ R 3@ s=d ¥ ww g
Wt § A e wdet g & gne
I qqT AT, I qgi WA F /4w
oz Wk qeee # 84 o wamn
5 7 T Wit Ot gugreaw AEgd A
T {6 7g gEw I W 12 Wi,
| 1966 T WY

O THA ST AT WX T O
Qaward ? ga & wamar & o9 1@
S 6 & T8 WA T g A
e fa § W & T ¥, A IR
@R TG A W 32 A9 3B TP
98 ¥ qFEY X Q@ 99 ¥ A AG qW
ARART AP @ w09 2 71&
60,000 & fFEINEX F1 &5 q¥ Iav
? <wfaw ag &% arom aom O §
ANfF =9 IFA qodArg F1 wW W
W@ A qaamar ay g ay fedt =t
ww § 7 a7 f W aoe s
W AN wiwE q F qH Yo el
21 WA ATER A S WiwE NS e
wg F1 I K g 2} g g %
SATE | ®9 16 W& #Y IFIA FaETar
5 1063 ¥ GTATT 91 32 AT/ 76 FAT
Ff feeriieT T 1964 # 32 @w
76 X W7 38 & @ feanie
g 1 I w1 N agw g A wifed
T frra WA e N W
2 fr 1964 % 36 T 46 g M
32T 76 EATT AT W 919 2 far faraar
- g waT ¢ 2 AT 30 g At
frenlcy T T AT 1 W W
wan § fF W s AL,

e wEYe ;| wT g fafreet
argw @ A ¥ g A # fag &ure
e? _—
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STATEMENT RE: AREA OF INDIA

AS PUBLISHED BY UN.O., AND

THE SURVEY OF INDIA IN 1950
AND 1964

The Minlster of Education (Shri
M. C. Chagla): I am going to deal with
both the survey of India publication
and the UN Book.

Mr. Speaker: Is he ready with
the information just now? If he is,
he may give it just now, since the
question has been raised.

Shri M. C. Chagia: Shall I
out the statement just now?

read

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhati):
is it that you have taken up that
item now? It is out of order. You
have gone beyond the List of Busi-
ness today. This item figures us
item No. 20 on the Order Paper.

How

Mr. Speaker: We are now on the
question about the adjournment
motion.

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur):
Are you not taking item by item?

@t vy foemd (fiT) : wTHOY
RN @y A w
T FT W ATATA w7 AT § 7
U gema 0 srefawer faed §1

nuA WENw:  FOE RN
A &1 I27 § o IN &1 H4w IW
R ¥ § Nfe fafres age 3 o
g W Ay vz o w7 { o
TaY FE A dwzw W AT AT @ X W\
@
Shri M. C. Chagia: Mr. Speaker,

Sir, In his speech on 14th May 1988
in the Lok Sabha Dr. Ram Manohar
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Lohia was presumably referring to
the publication of the Ministry of
Information and Broadcasting entit-
‘led ‘India, A Reference Annual,
1883’ in which the area of India is
mentioned as 12,690,640 sq. miles. It
may be stated that this figures, which
was based on rough estimates of the
.Survey aof Indis, was subsequently
_revigsed to 12,62,158 sq. miles when
more accurate information became
available a little later and the boun-
daries were accordingly delineated on
the maps. The figure for the area of
the country in 1964, furnished by the
Survey of India, is 12,61,597 sq. Miles.
Both the figure of 12,62,158 sq. Miles
,in 1953 ang the figure of 12,61,597 sq.
Miles in 1964 give the area of the
country excluding Sikkim and Bhutan.

2. Between the years 1953 and
1964, there is a net decrease in the
.area of 561 sq. miles, although the
1964 figure includes the area of
. 1,618 sq. miles resulting from the
addition of the territories of Goa,
Daman, Diu, Dadra and Nagar
Haveli. Excluding the area of these
additional territories, the area in
' 1964 is less than that in 1853 by 2,176
sq. miles. This difference resulted
from fresh calculations based on new
and more accurate surveys. It may,
however, be stated that no territory
of India has been excluded from the
figures which have been given in
this statement for the area of the
country in 1933 and 1964.

3. Survey are a continuoug process.
Variations in area in different years
are likely to result from surveys
carried out from time to time.

Regarding the discrepant figures of
area of India given in the UN Year
Books, to which reference was made
by Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia, I would
like to give the following information.

From 1947 to 1960, the UN Demo-
graphic Year Books and other statis-
tical publications gave the area of
india on the basis of the available
_published material. From 1852 to
1060, the UN Year Books gave the
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area as over 32 lakhs sq. km,
figures for 1959 and 1960 being
32,863,373 sq.k.m. The footnotes
indicated that this included Jammu
and Kashmir with an area of 2,22,380
sq.k.m.

the

In 1861, the UN Statistical Year
Book gave the figure as 30,40,220
(provisional) and since then the
area of India is mentioned as over
30 lakhs sq.k.m. For 1961 and 1962
and for subsequent years, according
to the footnotes, Jammu and Kash-
mir is excluded. ...

Shri Tyagl (Dehra Dun): Damn this
UN. How could they excluded it?

Shri M. C. Chagla:. .. .and those of

1963 angd 1964, however, include
Goa, Daman and Diu.

Shri Tyagl: How could they ex-
clude it?

Shri M. C. Chagla: 1 share the

indignation of my hon. friend, and
1 shall state what we have done.

o wg fomg : wEifoo oY g€ T
QY WY dAA( & |

Shri M. C. Chagla;: I am coming
to that, and I shall state what we
have done. My hon. friend may
have a little patience.

Shri D. C. Sharma (Gurdaspur):
They never take notice of what we
say to them.

Shri M. C. Chagla: Since 1961, the
Central Statistical Organisation - has
been furnishing statistical informa-
tion to the UN for its Democraphic
Year Book. However, the figures
published by the United Nations in
its Demographic Year Book have
been different from those reported
to them by our Central Statistical
Organisation. In 1962, 1963 and
1964, the figures reported by the
Central Statistical Organisation were
over 32,76,000 sq. km. For 1961, the
figure was less than this, namaety,
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29,49,275 sq. km., but as was ex-
plained by the Central Statistical
Organisation to the United Nations, it
excluded areas in respect of which the
1961 census figures of population were
not available gt the time it reported.
It is, however, quite clear that from
1861, onwards, the United Nations have
not aecepted the figures reported by
our Central Statistical Organisation

Now comes the important point The
Gover t of India ider the ¢x-
clusion of the area of Jammu and
Kashmir from the area of India as
completely unjustifiable. While up to
1960 the United Nations themsclves
have quite rightly, included in the
area of India the area of the State of
Jammu and Kashmir, which is a con-
stituent part of the Indian Union and
an integral part of india, they seem to
have arbitrarily excluded it from 1961.
Nothing in our view had happened to
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not got the information just now. 1

shall certainly look into it.

ot wy fowa : zw S w1 oF-
AF[ NETTT § g WA T qFF

Dr. L. M. Singhvi (Jodhpur): It
seems that what the Security Council
of the UN was not permitted to do,
the Central Statistical Bureau of the
UN is trying in a way to do aguinst
India by excluding territories which
are an integral part of India.

An hon. Member: Shame!

Dr. L. M, Singhvi: May 1 know
when this was brought to the notice
of the Government first of all, when
this matter was taken up with the
UN in the first instance, why it was
delayed, and whether Government did

warrant this change. The question of
maccuracy in U.N. statistics was taken
up by our Permanent Representative
with the UN Secretary-General in
1960-61, and we have continued to
make representations since then. Wc
are again asking our Permanent Rep-
resentative to take it up with the
Secretary-General with a view to
securing the rectification of the U.N.
figures,

Shri Tyagi: May I seek one clarifi-

Shri S, M. Banerjee: W
have a discussion on this.

8hri Tyagi: It is most shocking that
the Jammu and Kashmir area has
been excluded by the UNO. But will
the hon. Minister also be pleased to
say whether they have included this
area in Pakistan. because Jammu and
Kashmir as such does not appear In
that list? They have, therefore, mot
only excluded it from India but they
seem to have included it in Pakistan,
because the area of Pakistan has also
increased.

Shri M. C. Obagls: My hon. friend
has raised g very pertinent and rele-
vant question, but I am afraid I have

should

not ¢ it proper to lodge a very
strong and vehement protest with the
YN against this most unwarrantea
behaviour in international organisa-
tional terms?

Shri M, C. Chagla: If | may answer
the last question first, we have lodged
a strong and vehement protest with
the UN.

An hoa, Member: When?

Shri M. C. Chagla: I have said that
it is contrary to international practice,
the UN should not have done it

ot gwteete gt (fedT)
wwTe F faduda s QAT |
Dr. L. M. Singhvi: When was this

first discovered and when wag the
protest sent?

it qrawe (fragf) - qrE ®
wf«q f& g @ 07 & % e
A7 x7 W Wrad § ARAE ¥

Shri M. C. Chagla: We protested in
1961. We have continued doing that
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and again protested. We have ins-
tructed our Permanent Representative
in this regard,

An hon. Member: What is the reply?

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): When their
attention had already been drawn to
this in 1961 and the Government of
India thought it fit to instruct their
Permanent Representative to lodge a
strong protest with the United Na-
tions, why did it not occur to them
that they should examine this figure
given by the UN statistical section
and see whether this particular area
which had not been included in our
but had been drawn from out of our
territory hag been uadded to the area
of Pakistan? Has the area of Pakis-
tan been increased in their figures?
Why is it that they not exmined this
matter? My hon, friend now says
that he has not got the information.

Mr. M. C. Chagla: | have said 1
have not got the information. I
agree we should look into it from the
point of view suggested by my hon.
friend, Shri Tyagi "and also by Dr.
Singhvi. We will look into it and, if
necessary, supply the information,

Shri Parasar: Why has this not been
done till now?

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta Cen-
tral): For several years now this dis-
crepancy has continued. The United
Nations has no business to interfere
with the figures supplied by this
country which is a sovereign member
of that body. If any UN expert had,
for technical reasons, any objection to
our figures, he should have taken it
up with our Survey of India and that
sort of thing. But how is it that our
country has swallowed this miserable
insult hurled at us by the UN Secu-
rity Council and its Secretariat? How
is it that we have waited for this

“matter having to be brought up by
private Members—I admire the enter-
prise—before Government could be
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made to come out with this state-
ment? How ig it that this kind of

thing has continued for so long since
19617

Shri M. C. Chagla: My hon. friend
is not right when he says that we
have swallowed this. Far from
swallowing the insult, we have indi-
gnantly protested.

Shri H. N, Mukerjee: For four, five
years,

Shri M. C. Chagla: From 1961,
have been protesting.

we

« Shri H. N, Mukerjee: For years you
will go on doing it.

Shri Parasar: All the corregspond-
ence in this regard should be laid om
the Table in the form of a white
paper.

Shri J. P. Jyotishi (Sagar): What is
the reply received to our protest?

Shri M. C_ Chagla: I entirely agree
that the UN had no right to tamper
with the boundaries of our country
and to have excluded Jammu and
Kashmir from this country. We share
the resentment, and we have taken it
up with them,

Shri Ranga: May I suggest that this
should be the first subject which
should be taken up at the beginning
of the next session apart from the
priority we would be giving to the
Constitution Amendment Bill?

ot vy fewd : wem wEEE, W
AT FETTT FTHART TET § | FHTC
N qEEAAT F ¥ F IR AW FARGL
afgar AN | T wERT A TE W
T T W [AAE FE A Afw )
¥ fF a7 ¥=w oEpETET W qaw
¥ 1 2 efew ¥ ¥ wiwd faw mo ¥
# wrg ®) wiw® I T § e oow
o T ¥ 1@ W & dawa ¥ R
o qer g
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gaefee dvrw # fw g X ¥ wied ey o §
wd (o rwr fiemireita<t &) %
1950 3,062,454
1951 3,047,952 14,502 (=)
1852 3,288,745 240,793(+)
1953 3,288,251 494 (-)
1954 3,288,375 124(+)
1955 3,288,375 wr§ ofeada afl
1956 3,288,375 ¢ qfrady aff
1957 3,288,876 501(+)
1958 3,281,769 7,107 (=)
1959 3,270,480 11,289 (-)
196" 3,263,373 7,107 (=)
1961 3,040,220 223,153 (=)
1962 3,042,794 2,574(4)
1963 3,046,232 3,438(+)
1964 3,046,232 wr afcaeta A

% fad 7 nivTi FT HATA §, 1957 F
W &7 @A6H  12,69,900 3 A
T T 9T WX 1958 ¥ AE
'12,59,797 ®t fr= sawn wm, faw
i g e e o a9 & wi@ w1
KAFH 10,103 TR ¥ 1T |

dar e &y @y v Y W
A TFTHIR T AHAT A § )
wEH g AF ATRTT T wEEHAAT T
o §, SR T ¥ faw & wrowr aw
T | IEE AT H e qew
Lol

Shri Hem Barua: On a previous
occasion, my  hon. friend, Shri Nath
Pai, raised this issue of the exclusion
of the State of Jammu and Kashmir
from UN maps and statistical books.
He then suggested that Government
should tell the UNO that if it con-
‘tinues .like this, Government. would
yefuse to pay India’s dues to the UNO.
In that light, since this has been .a

deliberate tampering with our area,
and this has become almost a pattern
with the UNO and during these five
years time, our Government have not
rectified this and the UNO has also
not rectified it, may I know whether
our Government have told the UNO,
and told it point-blank, that India is
not going to pay her contributions if
these things are not corrected and if
these things continue?

Shrl M, C. Chagla: I have already
told this House that we have protested
strongly, veh tly and indi tly.
Is it necessary to go to the length of
giving an ultimatum to the UN.

st et (femrr) : 77 Wy fama
& WAty 7 JaArw feam Oy o

Shri M. C. Chagla: We have been a
loyal and respected member of the
UN ever since its formation. 1 agree
that thig particular action on the part
of the UN is utterly unjustifiabler
against which we have protested. But
my hon. friend suggests something in
the nature of an ultimatum which, I
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do not think is right for a
like ours to give to the UN,

country

An hom. Member: Why?

Shri Harish Chandra  Mathur
(Jalore): The House has expressed
a justified indignation in a matter of
such vital importance. Now the only
thing which 1 would like to enquire of
the hon. Minister is, what is the re-
action of the UN, what do they say to
our protest? He has said that Govern-
ment have lodged a strong protest.
But what have they to say? The
least that we could do is not to permit
these books to come here. It would
be a most legitimate protest. Gov-
ernment may not stop the contribu-
tion. But would it not be a most
legitimatc protest to proscribe this
sort of literature coming into India?
That would be really a protest which

would make itself felt. Why send
importent letters?

18 hrs.

Shri M, C. Chagla: The House

knows the history of the Jammu and
Kashmir dispute as far as the United
Nations is concerned. In all United
Nations publications, Jammu and
Kashmir has been referred to as “the
excluded area of Jammu and Kashmir,
the status of which has not yet been
determined”, notwithstanding our pro-
test. This is the attitude which the
United Nations has maintained.

v (weTg) 1961 % faard
ofedy, S FERETT WA ¥ dasd
ima I{o(’lﬁ'o oo #Y frayd &
o et W %7 @ 8, T§ T AR E

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hosh-
angabad): Mr. Nath Pai rose two
or three times. Why don’t you call
him. because he has taken more pains
than any other Member on this sub-
.ject? You are calling others. Why

this attitude?

Mr. Bpeddior: 1 will call him. I can
call only one after the other.
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Shri Nath Pai (Rajapur): I do not
know what procedure you follow
sometimes,

st T meN o ¥ ar fas
LT g g f6 w9 eren Aew &
9® ifar f& foa fgen wa &
w2t 3, w1 I fen e ¥ @
§, = A ¥ T qa frar o

wER WgEw o IEE A At
I faar @, ..

The Minister or External Affairs
(8hri Swaran Singh): May I add the
information that this area is not added
to Pakistan at all. It used to be in-
cluded in the area given against India,
but after its exclusion from India, it
has not been added to Pakistan.

One further informatoin I wou‘ld
like to give. Mr. Limaye read several
figures. He has not read the footnotes
which are given in those reports. I
am not justifying it, but the variation
can be judged from the footnotes that
are added to the description of area
given in each year of the Yearbook.

This is not a watter on which we
are joining issue with the hon, Mem-
bers who have raised doubts. It is
a matter of statistics, and we would
like to supply all possible information.
So, of it is acceptable, I will produce
a paper giving these areas, giving the
footnotes and the various areas,
statistical informmation. because it is
figure work, and other pcople might
give diflerent figures and then it be-
comes difficult to discuss. I will cer-
tainly prepare the material which the
hon. Members can study.

Shrimati Renu Chakravarity
(Barrackpore): When he prepares this
information, we would like to know
whether the United Nations excludes
all territory which is disputed in its
calculations or is it only in thée
of Indta?
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Shri Nath Pai: The issue is being
clouded. There are two kinds of mis-
takes which have been charged
against the Government. One mis-
take has been committed over g long
period by the United Nations show-
ing territory, which under the Con-
stitution of this country is part of
Indfa, as disputed territory. When
this issue was again brought up by
Dr. Lohia in this House, we had asked
the  Government, “If the United
Nations persists in its folly, in utter
contempt of what this country thinks,
by showing this part of India as a
disputed territory, why don't you
retaliate?”” A small country like
Indonesia, when it concerned its in-
terests, walked out. We do not say
you should walk out, but what is the
use of delivering these homilies say-
ing we are a big power, a great
power. we cannot behave like that?
Because we are great, let anybody
take awldy chunks of our territory—
is that the sign of our greatness? And
we will be sitting like petrified
rabbits.  (Interruptions).

This was pointed out that the
whole of Jammu and XKashmir is
shown not as part of India’s territory,
he knows it, this is what the United
Nations has done, and the Govern-
ment of India has palpably failed in
exercising this duty, making no posi-
tive shows of manliness and deflance,
and that is why the United Nations
go on treating us with contempt, and
it does not lie in your mouth to ceme
and say here that it does not befit
Indla. What befits India?—submitt-
ing this kind of thing?

You know that cartographic agg-
ression is a prelude to physical agg-
ression. We have suffered it every-
where. So, we should ask them to
stop. It was not in a peevish manner
that 1 had suggested earlier that if the
United Nations does not move, does
not mend its ways, then we should
not go on paying our subscription
It is on a reciprocal basis that we
will accept the aufthority of the United
Weflens, and the United Natiors ia ot

of India (Stt.)

entitled to go on amputating like this
This is one -failure,

The second failure is this. Mr.
Chagla forgot there are two books
which were mentioned. Mr. Limaye
has referred to the Irdia Year Book.
This is published in India by a Minis-
try which is a part of the Govern-
maent of India. In November, 19864
this is the tota]l area given of India—
12,69,000 square miles."In th& same
book published by the same depart-
ment, India 1964, the area is 12,61,000
square miles. This has nothing to do
with Kashmir. Eight thousand square
miles of the territory disappears from
the pages of the Government of India
publication. How does this all happ-
en?

The reason for this I am constrained
to say, is that this constant vigilance
about every inch of our territory is
not exercised unless that inch is
thrown in our face, is never exercised
in practice as every department of
the Government is called upon to do.
That is why we had asked how many
thousand square miles make one inch.
It is not more rhetoric.

Is there any other country with
whose territory and land such liberty
is taken either by the United Nations
or by its neighbours? Therefore, the
Government should be far more seri-
ous than saying that this is a minor.
mistake. Government stands guilty,
stands impeached, of culpable neglect
on this very vita] issue. It is not for
the sake of saying we are saying fit.
Over a period of years we have seen
this failure written large on the
heads of all of them when they did

not do anything except delivering
homiles to us.
8bhri Surendranath Dwivedy (Ken-

drapara): Why don't they place on
the Table of the House the protest
note and the replies that they have
been received?

Mr. Speaker: I would suggest, if
it is accegptable to al] sides, that v
of sl Gt Matement that hes bwes
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[Mr. Speaker]
referred to by the External Affairs
Minister may be prepared and all
information supplied, and the rele-
vant protests etc., if the Government
does not think that it is in the public
interest not to disclose, may also be
placed.

Shri S. M. Banerjee:
claimed.

Mr. Speaker: That is what I am
saying. All this might be placed on
the Table of the House. Then I am
prepared to give it a specia] oppor-
tunity. As has been suggested by
Mr. Ranga, after the Constitution
Amendment Bill, as the next item we
may take up the discussion of the
statement that would be placed on the
Table of House; it might be discussed
threadbare and the Memberg might
hive the opportinity to say what they
have to, and the Government might
explain its position as it is.

Shri Swaran Singh: We will our-
selves initiate the discussion.

Tro T AT wWifga (wEwmaD) -
7y ATET ST ;T Ag &, forer
€ ®E T ¢, A T w7
ammeT A9 YL

oTIR WEAW | TERY W IE AR
& #fifwm

o R AT wifgmr ;& A
@ wgar g & ag @ra wvwen
TEATVHIT 1§ WA §, 7 W
s FT Y FFAT &, a5 AW
st g Tt #1 g wwar § W W
W uEET B faegd o dRk w
TR g T @ | 9 ge ey fe
A TR & W WEE ¥ qares
FOq 2 dT@ 45 T FWaAgT fem-
HYzr a1 2 9@ 50 TN @Ag few-
et g 798 39 ¥ f AR R aw
¥ e @ v I aE Ag e

They never

hfeaa, § . TRLETET. 6T daw.
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T ¢, 77 ¥ 2 AW 13 TA AT
itz grar &, fored w7 gq
f& 09 27 a1 30 g i frenieT
0T T I §, forad a1 F qwd A
N e a¥dft § | a8 FEETAT AR
W W § 5 I=p
srit ¥ 35 felr B @R wive
fear, 5w o fu , 5
T gt &1, faaat & fas 7 F<av
agan, e e f@r o aEe
N @ D ofht gf feaa @,
foa®d at & sa@ @Y  wEEV
TR AFEE Y, SR AR A & o0k
T At g, faegw @@t wrawy
wigY ¥ grm, FE F a1 O
gE 1 v ¥ 89 wre gfvean ¥ qafas
12 TG 69 FATT 640 T Hw FAA
AT dY w3 awT |, ¥fwT WT 1964
¥ qenfar ag 12 @ 61 T & A
¥\ foed wEd § 5 o e Fw
g g | Aok v & w9 w1
g g fF amen aww ag A
WAy A agmg fF w
Ty fr feay ot 9 IR Famar
a7 ? sgET TR Y 9Ty sry Ay
19wy wartes Al fe feaw
e |TIA FETAT 47 |

Shri M. C. Chagla: 2,176 miles.

Shri D. O. Sharma: A question like
this arose when Pandit Nehru was
the Prime Minister.

o TW AT WYfgE - TEA D
7o & FQ qamar L& qroet @ IT@
msfsnmﬁmz}wgﬁr
fra¥ 3T g 0F wreaaATey &7 fafa
T FTEE @ 1 g OF STy
N fEI A TR 1 WZ A
& dw oAw oA ) T
v 7 & 6 1961 & AT AT, WEF
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o, € W, AT gas wm, foeer
fos fear  fwq ot o) ol wENAE
WG & AT # dEAT § | SEW gAD
& frmar | g e e e
g WY ATf| mTaT 47 | qE Wi F AR
qT | FTORT [T | A WY uTE & ATE
a1 | Y THTR 9T 9 | AANS I g
¢ fr 3o T femra fema e &
o W § e e A e
TR # qedt a8 ®T @ & | @
TAHT EIN w60~ 70 AW THY
YA | 39 fzT g% @71 36 THY @A
¥ fu @ vt ¥ w2 ¥ ) fasgw
afm AR argw aT | AfeT 7gi W
&4 fF 60, 70 W 80 Ty uFT I
o G W | wE g Y fE oag aa
=Y g w1 R fgma Y e g
A W G FY ey § ol T Ay
ATETT FY TH TE 9T @A 1 0F dfex
& fqo W gfuFw A w ™ 2
AT AT § A9 WA AT FT G R
N tEwr g ds w1 e vt v
Y & | R AT Ao, fgame 6 =AY
T W AT e A § o vt
fam. amy Fwi & ¥9 we feed A
¥ oy §. .. (voaqA) AT AW A
X F& %7 fear & 5z A1 1964 &
& 1 ¥feT oy 3 s wié gere Y 4
WMaga¥yom fams@ g1 mw
AWT W WY HT AT & 7 N wA A
wTar &g 3 & | W9 39 R A geAr
A &1 1964 F AL & Fgi g d T
w7 a7 7€ 1wz feaTd § wemw
ARYTT Y A |
sfy vy fema
fewr ifaa

TWoTTR RATET Sfgay - 7727 Aew
w feary & #1§ AW A ) I A

. ®TEIT ATEA WY

YA W FTAT QA A

wefaq agi T €A ST T g
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w® wEr ¢ fE w8 aww @ o fe
T fead e 3aw .

wew wvg 9 WTO HETRY
Ladl

o W wAWT AYfgan - o wx
@1 § fr Y ag wawwar fasgw wedt
aTg & arfaw ) o § 1 xwfow W
™ W ) TETE 6y e
T O TR ) w9 & fag greay
qPA WATATE WTHAT §Y ITCATL |

wt @t oA oA w2y )

TWo TR RAT Wifgr - w7 &,
T TAEgE A ATy

wwae wiNg - aTed a5 o
2 O S § fs v AW s
w1 fagr a1 #X wew s 2
g faq £

o T wAYET Wfgan - & growy
FEWTAATE AT TFT § | W0 WY GETHAT-
T aeht § s & wwr @
£ % AT A ag & fe e
TETT AT A TO I @ My 3y
s a A IEsT S W v o
T qF THTTE WifET § A wT dawr AN
T A A W W fe 3w HAr
gy | W AT Wt ¥ 9y IEd fen
T dATT T & | w7 9w §d e
o & gAY ITAFT AT @RE .

Shri Tyagi: It is a very serious
insinuation. .. ... (Interruptions)

Mo T WAYET Wifgan : 77 FEN
afau Ieh g a7 & f' A7z zI
wpfta g2 Y feara 57 a3 fem
& ymfas sw gy v &y .

Shri Swaran Singh: I strongly re-
pudiate it; 4t. is absolutely incorrect.
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waw ey - uy wiowr £
grfamr g swawEE Rt

o T wANgT Wifgw - & g
a6 g & wrad gy o A
™ TEE AW gRATEATE TR A
wE

v g - §efatwe a1
wifew

o TH WA Mg 7@ 0w
qare ¢ famy FIT Atw A argrfa
?, 2w wnnfr &, @fmam & arr
1w v 7 faewT are fear &
AW g 3 fE i e Ay 2
afew 1w & N foge Jmar wA &
wq oRY frafy ag= o Y framg saw:
wTH T SEATY W0 &4 o § )
AoET & qur wm fE IEd frae &Y
qg yafoar e X A Y A
T JUITEY § | EEE W wAv
wifgg | IAT W@ & FH AR F
qqEr g ¥ fgwa & aw ¥ Al
fag ? s magafarag a2 fs
IEY AT §O WA 43 ¥ ¥ A ag
%% W17 W w1 /¥ 7o ar @
g s .a¥% faq ag A duTe e @Y
2?7 afaw & s wEm fa g
geary &1 fay 9mq

Shri M. C. Chagla: I strongly repu-

diate the charge made by Dr. Lohia..

ot wvt - aw wrd o B oAl
LCE

wETH WENT WIS AR F A e
FIR AT EF A 8 fo w2

8Shri M. C. Chagla:. .. .that in this
discrepancy in the Survey of India,
there was any ulterjor motive. Dr.
Lohia has the habit of making politi-
cl] capita]l of even the most......

MAY 17, 1966

Published by Survey

of India (Stt.)

Y TR 9T A A

W oA &) HEr WEET W AT
) forry € Sfew wx &)

Shri M. C. Chagla: May I make a
categorical statement for fle record?
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Shri Kapur Singh (Ludhiana): He
need not refer to the habits of Dr.
Lohia; he should state the facts......
(Interruptions.)

Shri M. C. Chagia: 1 have not used
any expression which is unparliamen-
tary.

o AT AFT 2 ¥ |14 IR
TTHIEFE

o T HAT Mg : ol AREw
AT A IR § A0 wEd &
[T KA I E T wEE aw oy
¥ ggr o7 wreq & AW F zAaw @wm
TATH IBT @I R AV SAFT 4T g
N qEg A AR A7

N W - JEE A1 gd

o Tx WA Mg : A7 A7

w¥ QY arey wg? €

Y wwgt o g MR e
AT W Ay " ¥

wew  wgh T T ww-
dwwdww ak £ X, ...

arrg & 7 A OuA) gred w1 a7 |

veqw sfwn IFE g w8
fo qIgq 2 | IWF I9.9 WT AZ WO
N iadwadh 2 w®
AT AT AT 21 T WET e
T ST EFAE

eyt e g AT aa
wgA s T Ty g

**Bupunged we ordered by

the Chair.
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oo qgia : afe 3 € av A
I take strong exception to that; that
should be expunged

Shri M. C. Chagla: May I make
this categorical statement that no
territory of India. no part of India
has been excluded from the figures
whi:h have been given in the figures
of the Survey of India in the area of
the country in 1933 and 1964. As I
pointed out this discrepancy of rough-
ly 2.000 square miles is due to better
methods of survey. We now have the
aerial survey; we have the photo-
graphic survey. Therefore, there s

bound to be......
wo TR wAgr wWifgar: Ay
7T A i gAw e & gt

Shri M. C. Changla: Let not my
hon. friend interrupt me.

oo A ¢ S ¥ ower 2 &
vt dwd qv Fow § fF gy Ave #
oY yTaeEt S A

st ®o To wWrWIG
fo g fraam &

wow R ;2T W oag
Ao 7 medR oeay  fafaes
HEw

o T AT Wfgw ;& w9 ¥
o %7 77T i Ag g i

qeue TR : I F S } T
F oW femwwa B R
migde fow & W ot wm fean
AT P 4T vEwY faray wro |

o TW AT wfga : w7 AN
TEATE & ®T &7 |

oo v : Ad

we w® wREe wifgw : tEv
WY e v o v Vet 0

—

(w=AT)
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1318 hre,
PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLB
Auprr REPORT (COMMERCIAL) 1968

The Minister of Fimance (Shri gach-
imdra Chawdhuri): Sir, I lay on the

Table a copy of the Audit Report
(Commercial), 1966, under article
131(1) of the Constitution. (Placed

in Library. See No. LT-6359/66].

Sbri Hari Vishnu Kamath (Hoshan-
gabad): With regard to the paper laid
on the Table by the Finance Minister,
may 1 invite your attention to article
151 because there has been an instance
recently in the State of Orissa where
a similar report of the Auditor-Gene-
ral was delayed by the Governor; it
was laid after two months or—I do
not know—three months after it was
submitted to the Governor. 1 want to
know. on a point of guidance as to
whether there is any time-limit fixed
for the Government to lay on the
Table of the Hduse after the report had
been submitted to the President. What
was the timelag in this case? When
was it submitted to the President? Is
the Finance Minister in a position to
tell the House?

Mr. Speaker: Can the Minister give
these dates?—It has been signed by the
Controller and Auditor-General onm
10th May. There is no delay.

Shri Hari Vishaa Kamath: My point
was, when was it submitted to the
President, under article 151 of the
Constitution; today it was laid on the
'!‘nbh of the House. The article says,

...... the President shall cause them
to be laid before each House of Par-
liament.”

Mr. Speaker: On the 10th May, 1966,
it was signed by the C oller and
Auditor-General.

Shri Harl Vishas Kamath: | wanted
to know it, because in Orissa it bhas
happened recently; deliberately they
delayed it in Orissa. ‘e





