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but Shri Samar Guha has taken two minutes
over and above the Question Hour itself.

SHRI SAMAR GUHA: These treache-
rous people have betrayed the people of
East Bengal. They did not do anything for
them. The people there are being killed and
butchered. The Government here have lost
all their moral compunction. They had
Letrayed the people at the time of the Parti-
tion by giving so many assurances, but they
have done nothing for them

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member
should now keep silent. Short Notice Ques-
tion.

SHORT NOTIGE QUESTION

Enquiry Committee on Haldia-Barauni Oil
Pipe line

S. N. Q. 1. SHRI MADHU LIMAYE:
Will the Minister of PETROLEUM AND
CHEMICALS AND MINES AND METALS
be pleased to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Nettur Srinivas
Rao Enquiry Committee on Haldia-Barauni
oil pipeline has not so far submitted its
report;

(b) whether it is a fact that a parallel com-
mittee was set up by the Indian Oil Corpo-
ration, Director General of Mines Safety
(Central Labour Ministry), Mational Coal
Development Corporation and  Mining
Adviser, West Bengal Government, without
the senction of the Government of India
Petroleum Ministry in order to prejudge and
prejudice the Rao Enquiry;

(c) whether the report of this parallel com-
mittee was placed tcfore the Petroleum
Committec/Board of Directors of the Indian
Oil Corporation immediately;

(d) whether this report is already in the
hands of Rao Enquiry Committec;

(e) whether it was the Labour Minister/
Secretary, Mines Minister/Secretary or
Board of Directors of the Indian Qil Corpord-
tion or some other authoritics who cleared
the decision of setting up this parallel Com-
mittee; and

(f) whether Government would clarify
the entire position?
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THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND
CHEMICALS AND MINES AND
METALS (SHRI D. R. CHAVAN):
(a) Yes, Sir.

(b) No, sir. However the nsed for a ground
study on the choice of actual mining and
pipeline practices for the Haldia-Barauni
Pipeline was communicated by the Ministry
to Indian Oil Corporation after obtaining
the advice of BOC (Pipelines). An Investi-
gation Committee consisting of Indian Ex-
perts was appointed by Indian Qil Corpora-
tion. The constitution of the Committee had
the approval of the Board of Directors of
Indian Qil Corporation,

(c) The report of the Investigation Com-
mittee was received by Indian Qil Corpora-
tion in September 1968. The recommenda-
tions of the Committee were placed before
the Board of Directors of the Indian OQil
Corporation in September 1969.

(d) Yes, Sir.
(e) The information has been given in
reply to part (b) above.

([) The facts are as stated above. The
Investigation Committee was concerned
entirely with practical and technical recom-
mendations considered necessary to achieve
the objectives of the pipeline, in the most
economic and safe manner, and not with the
question of assessing the responsibilities for
the decisions made for its alignment and
construction,

Wt wy fowa : ssqer APy, g
a1 AU AT w qw & o fraw
41 WR 50 ¥ Iw g & 1 weqw
qEIA, TV I8 ATY § ATHY g
Fr & oy frel & o At fer
s ame T A F AT qrama
g WX & folr o felt wmed W
foam & fad o q8 o1 § 1 W A
s e (@) & &% & qor & e T
ag oY §We FAH T 1Y 7y w1-
10 wqafa ¥ faar wt Bfemw
fafaegt Y wepafa & famm ammdy oy ?
TaFT JEmw wdr ot 7 At famr | w0
) faar ?
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“whether it was the Labour Minis-
ter/Secretary, Mines Minister/Secretary
or Board of Directors of the Indian (il
Corporation or some other authorities
who cleared the decision of setting up this
parallel Committee;”

£aHT WY i a1k Fara Ag¥ frar
AT afaw g ¢

“whether Government would clarify
ths entire position?”

a7 98w ag ¥ | 9% e fAgw 50
¥ W A I W (9 &% §,
HifF & 797 7@ I17 § wlaF -
IO eqdE &1 & fad A ggw
ST T FAT AT IqH qIE FALTHFT
& fau & w7 qgar |

58 9T a faorg fifax fF
W1 F1 AT §F a7 A7 qArfEa g

Wt i e : ag SIFAA < f@w

wE

ot wg fma: seaw wEET,
SHEFT QF IFT ¥asz fauig geT anhgd
o1 A¥T I8 A § gAF FaArw e
wifgd, W4T (3F A9 EIT ATHLY
Y ¥ & g aWg qW G a9 7
g ft #37 f5 d § qeq &1 a9y
TETe grar 1 wax_gg feafa amw
FT 3 A wfus & Siar

ot wew fagrdt amddt: wege
AEYEA, QIX WA 9T AT Y FT 9
W} | 919 9g AT AT faAgy a9
w7 |
MR. SPEAKER: What he meant was
that two questions have not been clearly
answered. One is about consent of Govern-

ment, the other about the permission of
the Oil Corporation.
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Wt vy fowd: & @ o= wH
W F AR #§ fawehfer g r g
T Sfama FUE & Wi gaaeae
FA F =t qTH WL ATHY @ IR
@t & gt are arfaw T e ot
1% W AEdfer

THE MINISTER OF PETROLEUM AND
CHEMICALS AND MINES AND
METALS (DR. TRIGUNA SEN): The
first (b), was:

“whether it is a fact that a parallel
committec was set up the I0OC, DG of
Mines Safety. without the sanction
of the Government of India Petroleum
Ministry in order to prejudge and prejudice
the Rao Enquiry.”

The reply was: “No, Sir™. The point is that
this technical committee was appointed by
the 10C with the permission of the then
Minister, Shri Asoka Mehta. So it was
appointed with the permission of the Govern-
ment of India.

The second question, (e), answer to which
was objected to, was:

“whether it was the Labour Minister/
Secretary, Mines Minister/Secretary or
Board of Directors of the 10C or some
other authorities who cleared the decision
of setting up this parallel committee.”

1 said it was the Ministry of Petroleum and
Chemicals who cleared the decision, took the
decision to appoint this committee,

He asked about the terms of reference of
the Rao Committee. This committee’s ap-
pointment followed a remark by the then
Deputy Prime Minister and Finance Minis-
ter when the 10C came for a grant for the
diversion of the pipeline. He then mentioned
that ‘it must be inquired into; it is a bad
case.' So a Committee was appointed with
Shri Rao, the then Chief Vigilance Commis-
sioner. Its term of reference were:

“To enquirc into and report on the
circumstances underlying to provisional
section of the pipeline alignment between
Ondal and Salampur, the objections raised
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thereto, the considerations given to the
objections by LR.L. and the Government
of India, the decision of the Government
in April, 1964 to confirm the alignment,
the further course of events leading upto
the laying of the pipeline in late 1964 and
carly 1965 and the eventual decision to
realign the route.

Without affecting the generality of the
aforegoing scope, the enquiry shall deal
with the following matters in particular:

O]

(ii)

Can the pipeline Enginecrs, Snam
Progetti be assumed to have exer-
cised due diligence and given ade-
quate regard to Indian laws and
regulations in proposing the align-
ment of the pipeline between Ondal
and Salampur?

On the receipt of the West Bengal
Government's objections, were the
different aspects of the matter con-
sidered with proper care and in full
consultations with the several
authorities concerned?  If not,
what deficiencies have arisen or
defaults been committed, and who,
if any one, should be held respon-
sible therefor 7"’

—These points arose out of the
query by the then Finance Minis-
ter, Shri Morarji Desai—

“(iii) What view must be held about the

expert advice given by Bechtel and
Snam Progetti on the objections to
the proposed alignment? Should
or can either or both of them be
held in any way responsible legally
or otherwise for the loss now being
caused to 1.O.C. and should any
further action be taken about any
such liability ?

(iv) On the clearance of the alignment

by the Government of India in
April 1964, did IRL/IOC address
itself properly to a determination
of the safeguards to be provided on
the proposed alignment and the
costs likely to be incurred? Has
there been any delay or omission
in this matter, and, if so, who is
responsible for it ?
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With the receipt of many repre-
sentations from mine owners and
in the light of the further discussions
with the coal mining authorities in
the second half of 1964, should or
could IRL/IOC have decided to
abandon the alignment and adopt
an alternative one,”

“having regard also to the known
delay in the completion of the
Barauni Refinery and the need
to operate the pipeline? In not
taking such a course, did the
Company act in an improper or
hasty or reckless manner?

*(vi) Was the Board of Directors of

IRL/OIC kept informed of the
developments in this matter and
was the Board approval obtained
to the steps taken from time to
time? To what extent, if any, have
there been improper omissions in
seeking necessary approvals and
sanctions? Who should be held
responsible for any such omissions?

“(vii) Should any of the officials con-

cerned with this matter in the
Ministry of the Government of
India and the IRL/IOC be held to
have been prima facie careless or
negligent in the discharge of their
responsibilities? Should any action
be taken against any of them? If
so, what?

“(viii) Any other related matters.”

These are the terms of reference of the Rao
Committee.

Now,

he asks what were the terms of

reference of the Technical committee so that
he can find out if there is over-lapping. That
is very simple. The terms of reference of the
Technical Committee were:

u(i)

i)

The portions of the pipeline if
any, likely to be affected taking
into consideration possible subsi-
dence, fire hazard, actual coal
working etc., andthe extent thereof,

The nature and extentof restrictions
which may have to be imposed
under various Acts and regulations
on mining coal in the actual work-
ing areas, and
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2 1 T8 guTTaT wu & fag fawrfor
WHTE AgaT ¥ A1 ff R IHET W@
ag &7 | § aw adl we =wgar g
TAH WTHAT A § W F LAY qGT AR
JAT AMGATE | ¥ aedi F1 A+
w7 gawT o fafeme fegr o, arge
AT &1, foew Ty & ag A ar ar
wrafga afasifal & 98 g
TATEIATE AT aXg WA WTEA T
T oY fa=r< & foar 91, camfeea
AT farefase dq 1 W 9 @|—r
q1 47 9} AR FT FiFe ] F fAv
WEE e Hug 17§ 41 ¥afEew
¢=q HWMT TF 4 g7 HARIA ET
¥ ag gEfaam Feady #1 w3 faar
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*(iii) To prescribe ways and means to
reduce loss of coal by modification
of mining methods and that of
pipelines maintenance practice.”

These two terms of reference are quite
different, one is to fix the responsibility, as
to who was responsible for the alignment,
the officers or the Directors; the other was
to go into technical matters. Since Finance
had accepted and sanctioned the amount of
Rs. 195 lakhs or something like that for
realignment, a technical committee was
appointed to find out, to avoid the hazards
of fire and coal mining, and how it should
ke done. There is no overlapping between
the two Committees. No two parallel Com-
mittees were appointed. If you allow me, 1
may also mention that though the Technical
‘Committee co ed and recc ded the
technical ways and means as to how to lay

down the pipeline, they also mentioned: g7 T 4g aed v‘rmg 1t sirfaara
“Considering all aspects of the pro. AL A T AR R AT E
blem, the Committec has come to the con- A !‘G‘f«’lﬁ' @ @1 gfﬁ FI Freg

clusion that laying of the pipeline in the
presant alignment through the coalfield arca
has not been a happy choice. In its wake
it has brought up a number of problems
which have to be faced by Indian Oil Cor-
poration throughout the life of the pipe-
line at a heavy recurring cost. It will have
to maintain a constant vigilance over the
@ pipcline withfa special squad sufficiently
;%mq’ with men and materials for the

¥ STEATE Wi 7E AT F g7 ATFA
FY A T § 1 TAE AT A AT T
A W% TIEH UF 9T G, FodT A
& ofasrQ, 387 o1 F1 Ffqat §
374 §TT §34T T AHIA FI 48
1T hATE {6 § Fr wrgfan F Aiqterg
FIFF UF @ AFAT§ | I99] GgH
a7 fagr aar gefmfaai & gro f
T W A UF FAAT ! IR
wata fear, gf, &, 7 T o qwar
g1 TawT Adrar gar % 40-50 w09
&7 & faege a9t /1T woll qATES
FT F49 AW W T | IEF AR
qg QO AMGT AT E | A7 2@ g,

Though it was not in the terms of refcrence,
the Technical Committee has also said that
it was a bad design and lay-out for which the
10C will have to spend always for the running
of this pipeline. So, it has not prejudiced the
enguiry of the Rao Committee in any way.

ﬁwquﬁ: qg WAl @E-

qur F& & AT TAT HAT AT F & TaATH
¥ @ S fe aga wedr ¥ @z 2w
& fag &g @ 91, asdas oF, I
qir W Y FY & 17T A7) A1 HH
TILCIEH F 679N UF YT F 75 & |
TWE 97 W F 1% CF qre a7 a9
Jg A ¥ WIWA WT@r 1 gEY § 9ar
war § (6 ag s feae e

argAL ¥ &7 ATy ITHTQ grfae A
g1 gy FAT ¥ AW, seraT Wi
9TF AgAT OF 99 qNG WAl 4, 6EA
# Az § o a5 goTET w4 A
ST SRR G &, ¥ AEAS F aw-aE
uri. €Y. O, WEE, TN GTET ¥ AN
Mere ¥, FWT G O W AAE
% gg % wfawrd 4 | gafag & Sy
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wEar § 6 #m gasr Pl W@
fafeaa Y strat st afy £ qraefr 41
UIT IOk A H FewiT F4r HAATE
wT @ § #ifF o g F wodr
T &7 § aga qwa faarar €7 @ @
I X FR F? ogw wew H oz
®HAG AgT T T T SwfE g8 o
q gt H11 F 1 40 T4} F7 IFLA
gar a1 Afer Jarfaga @7 F oz
sz 7t faam | ag Faq AT 7 797
4 9T qgN FgT 97 W AAY g7 FADY
& WA § W 5T 0T AT g @
§ Taam § S A9-0T qe 9F F9
qU T F ) gAF are W F
YA 9gN N7 § qwrE qrear g 5 @
I T ATgE ¥ 2223 F ATH
#1 T3 79 AT =4 Ao aifz o
Feafrat § 39 9% F1 AF ] 9T @ET
TA FATT F AT R FTAAT T
T og fasge wogaT & oT 9347
AT | TZ FAIT BT AT TTELAEL
FATH A6 AT 71 fF a1 AT 1%
T AT A ag Fgy § e aw et
HAAT | I 1T A FEIQUT AT o1
wrE &1 AT 9g¥ g &7 g4 S
QATHTATL a4 Z |

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: The firstquestionis
about the appointment of Mr. Rao who was
then the Chief Vigilance Commissioner. He
was, [ amtold, the Chief Justice ofthe Mysore
High Court. As he was the Chief Vigilance
Commissioner, naturally, he was to find out
the responsibility of the officers or the con-
tractors, and it was natural for the Ministry
to place the papers before him to enquire
into the matter. He worked for about one
year. Then, when he retired, he said that the
report was ready and it would be submitted
within a week. As a matter of fact, several
times we contacted him. The day before
yesterday, we contacted him again, and he
sald that the report was ready and that within
a few weeks he would submit it. This is the
position so far as the Rao Committee's re~
port is concerned,
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SHRI NAMBIAR: What is the value of
the report?

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: He was the Chief
Vigilance Commissioner when he was ap-
pointed. After having completed the work,
he said that he was writing the report; he
required a few days to write the report. We
cannot appoint another man to do the job.
We cannot force him either. As 1 said, the
day before yesterday, we contacted him and
we are again contacting him. I have sent a
man today to see that the report is made
available very soon.

To fix the responsibility of the officers and
the contractors, this Committee was appoint-
ed. I seek your protection in this. 1 have
explained why these two Committees were
formed; the Rao Committee and the Techni-
cal Commiltee, to see how to lay the pipeline
alignment. About the contract given for the
whole pipeline business, that is a different
matter. It does not come within the purview
of these two committees.

oy wg fomd :  ag AT 9 ¥
iaT & |

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: I will explain it.
The hon. Member has mentioned the names
of several of my predecessors and the officers.
I do not agree with him to lay the blame on
them, because they were more experienced;
and they were statesmen. | am a newcomer,
a technocrat. I cannot sit in judgment on
their decision; their judgment was correct
so far as I can understand; they are not to
be blamed about the pipeline business. You
know the Committee on Public Undertakings
—a Committee of Parliament—is very much
seized with this problem, and their report
will be available very soon. We expect to
get the Rao Committee report very soon.
After these reports are received, I will be in
a position to explain in detail about what
happened in 1963 and 1964. My knowledge
is also limited. Under the circumstances,
1 seek your protection about the first ques-
tion he raised, about the responsibility for
laying down the pipeline and about the con-
tractors—whether the Ministers or the offi-
cers were responsible.

oft wy formd : & dwzg Fan ¥
goar § ) WA AR F @
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€ | &% Y871 41 ff Whether the Geolo-
gical Survey was taken into account.
faardifass 47 ®1 dee @@i@ &1
e frar qrar 4§ ?

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: I can understand,
when you lay down a pipeline over a long
area, naturally, it is our duty..

oft wg fama: wo At el
T FT W A ?
DR. TRIGUNA SEN: ... to see the

geological map before the alignment is made.
How can 1 say it was not done?

ot vy fowmd : AT da SO

% & 78 qer ar |
MR. SPEAKER: I happen to be sitting
now as the Speaker. But when I was the
Chairman of the Committee on Public Under-

takings, something was there. I cannot state
it here. 1 would request him to give a reply.

shefeom: wo W A & f
wEng g7
MR. SPEAKER: His categorical ques-
tion is, did the Geological Survey duly care

for what happened; later on, so many allega-
tions were there,

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: 1 do not find the
name of the G.S.I.

=it g famd : W wATTAC FAS
F A H AT g A § | I T
fr wafeai &1 14 da o ¢ | Afew
¥\ FNE F1 foid ®ew & o
T ¥ FT A @@ | QAT F oqmA
IHRT OF T T A< TRAT TG | IHHT
ST ATTIN A& 94T T § IEE  WETC
I AN gg Fg & FF wrEEEA
2 0T @< g WX 9T AN
HATEARZ HT T AT AT, THH g1
aga & @) a7« fear s Ay SR
ST $19 FT FHT 45 ATC To JomEwm
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AT 9 W afimw FA aE A
qEET ¥ AT IR 45 9@ wo AW
q¥it | I ag WY Fgr & fE ATEAT
TTEadA & fad 22 W@ %o w1 @W
g | gy s fewmifw &« oam
sfifama T #RET w7 A F@ AT
va¥ faadt qadt & §? sgawa
AT AEEARE FT TG § qE HQ BT
STaFaAr & ? A9 s g Agar ¥
garar wify o o #3A
¥ o feeroria Remm ar ?

W REWEE: ¥ 1 Ig FER
37 § | IATY T AT 1Y, A Y

&8 garar g ?

ot vy fomg: @@ za<w Ay §
ar I §, o fa¥ gw Fr &% 7
FIEEH ¥ Siw § ? gEwr gAwr
e #1 faerar anfgd 1 & wgar g fw
STY 9§ ATA1 B aua A |

o % a7 w1 frgfe &Y s g
T FaT § 9% go &, ey aww
&7 AEHT AT FAT Y | FAT g I AT
Fr a1 g5y § 5 97 wfew Sadr
wizga fufaea a9 I3F q8-37-A7
o) Fwafadi  arg 93 go 97 ¥
FTA1 FT AE AAY A gL AT FA A1
FT 99T § {5 o A FRET Faw
gr9ve € & fa¥ oY, a9 SAar v
TELT AT TIEIWA F a1 7 AT qATLA-
FeFar dagT g A FT 7 341
TH HHET F1 FoiE |47 F amy waiq?
oIE W1 TTLHRRA A OF A F 419
gz et a1 G, T@FT A o
faerar =ifgd | wraw F77 F fawala
fear | ga® o ¥ ot wra I geTA
nifnd fs faT feudde w1 wlafafa
o wre fawr &1 wfaffa s @
fafref #Y aeafy & forgr mn ? ofimw
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e &1 ot wfafafe ar 93% I
wgrfe & faar aowre &7 wqwfa &
wra g W | AfET FET F afa-
fafe sz fawmr & afafafa & famn
HI9HT TrRIfT F qF FASTH AT |
ag &« Wik, §. ga. A a5 @ § )
T AHIT g7 AT =rE. . wa.
wifead &1 aeeTT gT F 1 FH
FOft 7 F waddiz we sfear ¥ g
W § wifs 37 wfas § aoge
O &7 | e st faror &7 & frewa
¢ A a8 &9 F ATAY &7 qHrE FET
MRS &, d 9g T AW F7 qEC FO
FT aTg9 F2 @ifd G T qTHy o7
T

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: Sir, so far as the
report of the Technical Committee is con-
cerned, I am prepared to lay it before the
House.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: The entirc
report.

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: It is true that
Mr. A. K. Roy, the retired Auditor-General,
was proposed to be appointed to head this
Committee. But I am told there was some
discussion in Parliament, because he had
some connection with Turner Morrison or
some firm. Both the Prime Minister and the
then Deputy Prime Minister advised the
Ministry to change him and place Mr. Rao,
Chief Vigilance Commissioner, in charge of
this enquiry committee. So, it was done.
There is no connection of Mr. A. K. Roy
or his son or anything. He was not appoint-
ed later.

Stagfema: ¥ ¢y & &
&Y q17 TEY F7 @I E, FoAY & & A
48 @E |

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: As I said, the
permission of thz Minister was taken to
appoint this t:chnical committee.  The
estimated compensation according to this
technical committee was not so much—for
the West Bengal Government about Rs, 45
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lakhs and coal mines Rs. 45 lakhs. The por-
tion of Haldia-Barauni pipeline laid in the
coal field area which is betwecn Ondal and
Salampur is about 45 KMs, one-third of
which lies over lease hold areas and the rest
passes over abandoned coal fields and un-
leased coal bearing areas. The diversion
proposed by a Survey and Design Team
organised by I1.0.C. in 1966 was for 93
KMs to awvoid the cxisting pipeline running
overa distance of 75 KMs. This was to avoid
altogether the coal bearing region, The cost
estimated for this diversion was about Rs.
195 lakhs, which was sanctioned. The Techni-
cal Committee in Septemter 1968 have re-
commended that a portion of the pipeline
over a length of approximately 12,400 ft.
should be diverted, not the whole of it. The
new diversion would add upto 37,000 ft.
The estimated cost of this diversion would
be only Rs, 22 lakhs. Only Rs. 22 lakhs, out
of Rs. 195 lakhs, was spent for this purpose.

st g1o Ao framdi 1 RN A% AW
a1z & @17 aTer T2 ag auear qfenw
grecfEm 4 F o wf 4 )
I A afews weEfaE 33§
AL FT T8 -4 AX F 7 Gzanew
firat 91 | w19 &1 99 3 9T 3F 9RS-
qrEA F AMA & g 7 G a¥ 99
EECE R RE R C ]
TR ZOT & | WG {1 ag o FE v
o o1 27 foar Ay e AT E
FAY BT AW TATEE T ¥ AT §S BA
w3 F fod v @@ wwT By faar
AT | TW THT AT AT & A6 FoOANT
¥ gt fewe frr ik #77 fvag
1A qgt 7 FOTE qTq | FHW AT ey
TEARAAT FLHF A TIETATET IH AWT
¥ Fafa srgigex o A ¥ swwt
aaré | afewsd grevEfa R A Ay
foie df 99 & grag H 7 TEARE F
w1E €29 forar o 7 se A & ) 7
ATAAT /HE @r | X A wEs dgar
%Y o frmrgr fF ofews wweEfem
A ¥ auE & @ f5 daw gwe-
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[ﬂ gTo ATo ﬁﬁTﬁ']

fasa &1 qar s S F argaarE
o foagad fedtam =Y ox fwar
WTT AT AEY | TH FT GAT AT F A7
IT AW Y g oF & faan ¥
frr s femr gy & 5
ag fex ofvs weefem #48 §
aWY W | qfEw g w1 W AdY
T, e ¥ ey I B OF w7 fEar
™, AR TF F F 418 IEAY
@A € Hrgw Tw @ wE, W) IW
TR EF RN qrgwegw ¥ At -
W § 97 A gey fomy man 1wy D
qA AW WA § | g FAA F QAT
e mm f§ 5@ & A "W few
o | s wvgar g qw e
¥ e & qar gt ?

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: T can assure the
House through you tbat on receipt of the
Rao Committee report.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY: What atout the
report of the Public Undertakings Committee
already submitted ?

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: The Public Un-
dertakings Committee is seized of this pro-
blem in great depth and I will leave no stone
unturned to take all necessary steps to imple-
ment whatever will be the recommendation
by the Public Undertakings Committee,

ot wg formd: S A A Iw
gfre = o & gus fodr w7 w07 7
(Interruptions)

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY:
There is a little confusion, It is not the report
which is expected. The hon. member referred
to the report which had already teen sub-
mitted. Before that was considered, why the
0Oil Corporation, the pipeline division and
other divisions were amalgamated? We are
not concerned with the expected report. The
question is about the previous report, whether
the ministry took any action on it.

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: I do not know
if it arises out of this, but I will look into it.
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ot ax fag:  gee W
®Y I K130 SH AT § ! HETRE
FAg il

SHRI SURENDRANATH DWIVEDY:
Sir, he has not given a reply as yet.

MR.SPEAKER: The position is like this.
What about the previous findings of the Com-
mittece on Public Undertakings that have al-
ready been finalised and conveyed to the
Ministry? Regarding the second part you
have already stated that you would be teking
due care of the coming recommendations.
But what about the recommendations which
have already been given?

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: 1If it has been re-
ported and commented upon, 1 agree that
steps should have been taken,

ot o Hlo &AW : TH |AM BI
qed qug +t fawd ¥ A wAWA #
gurk oFq fafrex o wow g,
At gaiaT, AEE o gAEA wEIT
a7 a3 ard. @, gA. FEEd & AW
faar &1 & swaT a1 @ femta

9% § g gadl fafado § s AT @
&1 8F W 1970 F1 IR UF 97 §
|16 a0 & foram 9t

“This matter was raised by me and
others in Lok Sabha some time in 1967 and
we strongly objected to the appointment
of Mr. A. K. Roy to head the enquiry into
the proposal of diverting the pipeline.
The ground for our opposition was that
he was connect=d with the Turner Marrison
Company, which with Andrew Yule and
other collicries entered into collusion with
the Director-General, Mines Safety and
got a scare started that the Mines Division
will impose restrictions on the operations
of the collicrics in the interest of mine
safety.”

frT I+ frrar :

“It should be remembered that the
whole racket started when Mr. Sachin
Chaudhury was the Finance Minister and
his close relation Mr. Bhaskar Mitra was
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associated with Andrew Yule or some
other collier.”

dre WTXo ATA® Y T &7 § 1 AfET
T TUIH AT & qTae[E Y UF A
T 1966 ¥ FHST T ST 77 faav
T | A9 ¥AFAS Y &) A g E
greEr mE 1 1970 W omATE )
Ygegafog w=dt @il vy AT A
®z a7 v ¢ | AR [T q© W IAHT
fedie 7 fawelY § 1§ SIFAT STRAT
£ % 9w o< forae w9ar @ 5 q% gan
o F aw FHE A FqE faaaft ?

o NgAr ATEd wi9qE & 1 I
AW ALIAR ARTA @ & AR a-
Tq FT A @ &1 A 37 fadw wem
f& ag wne §3 FeFTT FT F AT
=31 g1, FA1 IART AAT |

Sewe ALET, AT | T Jo Ho
F Yoo | 9% &1 W aF w
g @ § 1 AfET wdr s9d o g5
mafEr g, | .

weaw wERw : §1 Agr @ T
ot <fe T : W oI 2

ot go HYo @Al : govw faar @
w1a 1 oY Fro qFo faardr o Yo o
Yo H WAH E | IFA o THH IXH
TTH TS F&T § | FAIAAT FTH T
g W g ¥ SqST vTa7 AR &
7 7Y AT W AT ATAY A Aw
¥ & faq o= oifeommie & wRdr
AFR F & faqgdax ¢ 7

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: Well, Sir 1 have
just been informed that the previous Com-
mittee on Public Undertakings recommended
that the pipeline should be merged with the
Refinery Division.

SHRI D. N. TIWARY : No, that is wrong.
I was the Chairman at that time. The Com-
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mittee never made such a recommendation.
The recommendation was to go into the
economics of both the divisions.

sft wy e : arferile o w9
TATET | I MAAT % H @ [T |

MR. SPEAKER: Since the Committee
on Public Undertakings is already function-
ing, 1 think we will leave to it.

ot o T foard oft & wgar
? s qeridme & fag Faerdizes
e safy ffie sgam R s
fFar & 1 ag 3o #71 3F= & 1 wg -
TN T qH T T afF qar =
I & qeg 71 ¢ | ag AT wEww
BT o YR

MR. SPEAKER: That is also a parlia-
mentary committee.

ot 7g fmd: SO g gaAr
sarsT F0 § fF uw faoddz &t ot
g A aF W A TG A g7
Farda fF 97 AT F qra fegar w19

g1

MR.SPEAKER: The Members of Parlia-
ment are there in that committee,

s o HYo wwHT ; 'ﬂ’o!{o o &
ar #gw @ ¥ fawl ¥ oo 3
IAE F 1T gH F1E FAAT HTAT HY W@y
&1 afeT Iu% a1 qaa smer s g
(&% ag WAz @Y TR 7 ey qry |
&9 aTey w19 % BT H wRA e
FII AR IF aAH W oy ¥ h
FLA |

SHRI HEM BARUA: Is it not a fact
that Shri Srinivasa Rao is a retired Judge
against whom serious allegations were made
on the floor of the House in 19647 According
to your own version, Shri A. K. Roy was
dropped because of strong opposition in
Parliament. Why did you appoint Shri Rao
as the Chairman of the Inquiry Committes
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in spite of the allegations made against him
on the floor of this House? Is it not an in-
stance of by-passing Parliament? Then,
he has not yet submitted his report. At first
he said he will submit the report within a
week; then he said “within a few wecks™.
Even now those “few weeks” are not over.

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: 1 find from the
records that Mr. Rao, who was the Chief
Vigilance Commissioner, was appointed to
enguire into the whole matter, and I take
it that the Government appointed a man of
integrity asthe Chief Vigilance Commissioner.
I do not know whether his character was
criticised in this Parliament or not, but he
was appointed to this post because he was the
Chief Vigilance Commissioner. Sir, 1 can
assure the House through you that I am not

here to defend anybody who has done any-
thing wrong.

MR. SPEAKER: Thank you very much.
I think we should stop here now.

SHRI HEM BARUA: Shri A. K. Roy's
name was dropped because of criticism in
Parliament.  Allegations have been made
against Shri Rao also on the floor of the
House by Shri Kamath. Yet, he was appoint-
ed. Why do you adopt double standards in
the case of two men?

SHRI S. KUNDU: May I know whether
after this Rao Enquiry Committee was set
up some of the officers who are directly and
indirectly connected with this matter have
resigned and gone and the concerned con-
trac‘t'?rs have already wound up their busi-
ness

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: I do not think

they have resigned.

MR. SPEAKER: This question has gone
a little beyond the scope, mostly bécause of
questions arising out of your own replies.
I am very helpless in that.

WRITTEN ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
Setting up of an Alkaloid Plant at Neemuch
for Processing Opium

*722. SHRI VIRENDRAKUMAR
SHAH: Will the Minister of FOREIGN
TRADE be pleased to state:
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(a) whether it is a fact that Government
had decided to set up an Alkaloid Plant
at Neemuch to process opium and the founda-
tion stone for the factory was laid four years
ago;

(b) whether no progress has becn made
so far in implementing the above scheme;

(c) whether in the absence of processing
facilities India exports opium exclusively
in the raw form, though it is more profitable
to export processed opium which has a good
export demand; and

(d) if the answers to above parts be in the
affirmative the reasons for slow progress of
the Neemuch Scheme and the steps proposed
to be taken to improve the situation?

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE (SHRI
RAM SEWAK): (a) Yes, Sir. The founda-
tion stone was laid on the 12th November,
1966.

(b) Although the actual construction has
yet to be started, the plant designs have al-
ready been approved and necessary arrange-
ments finalised for the appointment of con-
sultants and other agencies for the execution
of the work on a top priority,

{c) Only raw opium is being exported at
nrasent. By “‘processed opium™ the Hon'ble
Member presumably means “opium alka-
loids" the manufacture of which is a highly
technical operation. The question of deve-
loping export markets for Indian alkaloids
will be considered after the new project comes
into operation.

(d) The slow progress was attributable
chiefly to the need for condicting further
tests to establish the commercial feasibility
of the laboratory process and the subsequent
decision to enlarge the scope of the project
to cover finished alkaloids. With the com-
pletion of these investigations, no further
delay is anticipated in the commencement
of the construction work.

Trade Arrangements with Yugoslavia
after 1972

#726. SHRI SAMINATHAN: Will the
Minister of FOREIGN TRADE be pleased
to state:

(a) whether it is a fact that Yugoslavia
Business Delegation visited India and pre-





