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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 
t.etrayed the people at the time of the Parti-
tion by gi ving 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. II. 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), National Coal 
Development Corporation and Mining 
Adviser, West Bengal Government, without 
the senction of the Government of India 
Petroleum Ministry in order to prejudge and 

~ u ic  the Rao Enquiry; 

(e) whether the report of this parallel com-
mittee was placed !:efore the Petroleum 
Committee/Board of Directors of the indian 
Oil Corporation immediately; 

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

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

(n whether Government would clarify 
the ontire position? 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND 
CHEMICALS AND MINES AND 
METALS (SHRI D. R. CHAVAN): 
(a) ~  Sir. 

(b) No, sir. However tbe nlled 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 Oil Corpora-
tion. The constitution of the Committee had 
the approval of the Board of Directors of 

Indian Oil Corporation. 

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

(d) Yes, Sir. 

(e) The information has been given in 
reply to part (b) above. 

(0 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. 
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"whether it was the Labour Minis-
ter/Secretary, Mines Minister/Secretary 
or Board of Directors of the Indian dil 
Corporation or some other authorities 
who cleared the decision of setting up this 
parallel Committee;" 
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"whether Government would clarify 
the entire position 'I" 
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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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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 
committee was set up the IOC, 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 hy 
the lac with Ihe permis,ion of the then 
Minister, Shri Asoka Mehta. So it was 
apPClinted 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 laC or some 
other authorities who cleared the decision 
of setting up this parallel committee," 

J 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 IOC 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 enqt1ire into and report on the 
circumstances underlying to provisional 
section of the pipeline alignment between 
Ondsl and Salampur, the objections raised 
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thereto, the considerations given to the 
objections by I.R.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 
early 1965 and the eventual decision to 
realign the route. 

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

(i) Can the pipeline Engineers, 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? 

(ii) 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 anyone, should be held respon-
sible therefor 1" 

-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 LO.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 1 Has 
there been any delay or omission 

in this malter, and, if so, who is 
responsible for It ? 

(v) With the receipt of many repre-

sentations from mine owners and 
in the light of the further discu.<sions 
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 1 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 t ~ 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: 

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

"(ii) The nature and extent of restrictions 
which may have to be imposed 
under various Acts and regulations 
on mining coal in the actual work-
ina areas, and 
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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 i cto~  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 
l'>e done. There is no overlapping between 
the two Commillees. No two parallel Com-
mittees were appointed. I f you allow me, I 
may also mention that though the Technical 

Committee considered and recommended the 
technical ways and means as to how to lay 
down the pipeline, they al,o mentioned: 

"Considering all aspects of the pro-
blem, t ~ Committee has come to t he con-
clusion that laying of the pipeline in the 
present alignment through the coalfield area 
has not been a happy choice. In it; 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 

~ pipeline withla special squad sufficiently 
equipped with men and materials for the 
purpose." 

Though it was not in the terms of reference, 
the Technical Committee has also said that 
it was a bad design and lay-out for which the 
IOC will have to spend always for the running 
of this pipeline. So, it has not prejudiced the 
enquiry of the Rao Committee in any way. 
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DR. TRIGUNA SEN: The i ~t u tioni  

about the appointment of Mr. Rao who was 
then the Chief Vigilance o i ~ion  He 
was, I am told, the Chief Justice of the Mysore 
High Court. As he was the Chief Vigilance 
Commbsioner, 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 
said 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 coneerned, 

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 I said, the 
day before yesterday. we contacted 'him and 
we are again contacting him. I have sent a 
man today to sec 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 .. I have 
explained why these two Committees were 
formed: the Rao Committee and the Techni-
cal Committee, 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 corne within the purview 
of these two committees. 

>.it 'fa ffilfll: ~ll  llJJ1l'J: '1Q if 
ll 1~ ~ I· 

DR. TRTGUNA SEN: I will explain it. 
The hon. Memhcr has mentioned the names 
of several of my predecessors '1nd the officers. 
I do not agree with him to lay the blame on 
them, tecause t hey were more experienced; 
and they were statesmen. I am a newcomer, 
a technocrat. J 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, 
I 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-
CClrs were responsible. 

~ tnt f""",: IT ~ it; am: it 
~ ~til ~ ~~~~ 
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~ I 4'·it 'lWT 'fT fit; Whether the Geolo-
gical Survey was taken into account. 

r",'mnf"l"i<'1 4'q ~ ~ l ~ '4iT 

tUt fifilIT 'fT ~  illl' ? 

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

.n-Iff! l ~ : mq <!IT ~ 

lflIT lR ~ ~ ? 

DR. TRIG UNA SEN: .•. to see the 
aeological map before the alignment is made. 
How can I say it was not done? 

.n-II'! f\ctIfq: ~ lTij' ~ 

~ ~ ~ 'lWT 'IT I 

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. I would request him to give a reply. 

MR. SPEAKER: His categorical ques-
tion is, did the Geological Survey duly care 
for what happened; later on, so many allega-
tions were tbere. 

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

DR. TRIG UNA 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, beca usc 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. 

15ft' "<! ",",If: 1l It ~ 'Ulf ~ ~ 
~ ifTif ;r,fT "'ll: ~ ~  ~ i  ~ ~ ~ 

~  <T.\[ ~ ~ I 

DR. TRIG UNA SEN: As I said, the 

permi"ion of th, Minister was taken to 
appoint this t~c nical committee. The 

estim'Jtecl compensation according to this 
technical committee was not so much-for 
the WO!It Bengal Government about Rs. 45 

lakhs and coal mines Rs. 45 lakhs. The por-
tion of Haldia-Barauni pipeline laid in the 

coal field area which is between Ondal and 

Salampur is about 45 KMs, one-third of 

which lie. over lease hold areas and the rest 
passes over abandoned coal fields and un-
leased coal bearing areas. The diversion 

propo!ICd by a Survey and Design Team 
organised by I.O.C. in 1966 was for 93 
KMs to avoid the existing pipeline running 

avera distanceof75 KMs. This wa"oavoid 
altogether the coal bearing region. The cost 
estimated for this diversion was ahout Rs. 

1951akhs. which was sanctioned. The Techni-
cal Committee in Septeml.er 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 Its. 22 lakhs, out 
of Rs. 195 lakhs, was spent for this purpose. 

'" ITo ifTo ~  : ~ Cf'I> ~ 
l:!R ~ cfti m<'I' ~ 'l'!!: ~ 'q'flOl1fi 

~ 'tiitfr ~ mwr u ~ ~ I 

~~ 'f'Rf qfi"'f'" n~ ~ll  'tiiriT it 
~ ~ <iT ~~ ~  fl iiI':t ~ ~i  ~~ 

f'fi<IT 'iT I m'I \[T ;nr ~ 'iff ii'l; ~ l

~~  if; ~l it ~ ~ 1 l  it ~it lJit ~ 

~ om: it ~il  'iT r", ~ ~t  it i ~c  

If'r<1IfT''f g'VT ~ I nN iII' ~ 1fi' ~  'II 

f'" ;;iT m W::rr If<n ~ ~ "':'(ITT ~ 

~ 'Ill "' ~  ~ ~ ""'" ~ ~ 
~ ~ ~ tt'" ~~ ~  i!iT W::rr 
If'IlT I ~ 'f'I':f ;;iT ~ ~ ;f\"1i ~ 

~ ~ t n ~ f'ti'llT m.: ~ 1 ~  

;m:;:r ~ if ~l  ;jf'flf I ~~ omrl!ft 
~ ~ ~ <I'll: ~ l ~  ~ CfIrn' 

~ ¥rf;;rlf ~  rifo ifflrlfi if ~~ 
~ I q'fi"Iq; w:s,2f<tl'ij ~ t i  

fuTi 'iT ~  if; ~ if if ~ it 
itt ~~  f;;r<n m if ~ ;;rWf it I ~ 
lJ'Tll'<'IT m..r lfllT I ~  it "1T ~ ~ 
IIi1" '«f ~  'l'T fit; ~ ~~ 

~ tr ~ ~ ¥it ~ ~ ~
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[lift iI:r 0 ;rr 0 fi'mu] 

i ~ I!iT 'Ja-r ~l ni  ;ifni f'li ~~~ 

q'tt u ~ fro;;r;r ltiT ~ i flfil:lT 
;;mr lIT i ~ I ~ll I!iT 'foT ~ t iti i ~ 

1i i ~i  l!;'Ii ~ ~ ~ 

~ ~ ron f.t; ~ .rm ~ ~ flIi 
~  ~ n~ i i i  ~i  iti 
~ ma I ~ \ffi 'liT ir;;rr i ~  

!flIT, ~ ~ ~ \ffi ltiT ~ ~ fl{lfl 
!flIT, ~ l!;'Ii rn iti ifTG i~ 

~ ~ ~ tlTlI'if ~ lli, ~ \ffi 
~ iti ~ l~ 1 ~~ iF .q.i\f;;rtT WTlT-
m.: ~ \1if ltiT ~ ~ !flIT I l:fi?: "fT;;r 
~  ;;rr;ffi ~ I ~ ~ ~ itm 
f.tilfT !flIT Ai ~ll ~ 1fT<'!" lfT<'i" rn<r 
~ 1.;;rTififT ~ ~ f'li ~~ ~ 

it ~lt  it 't!U f'lilfT ? 

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: I can a~ u  the 
House  through you tbat on receipt of the 
Rao Committee report. .  . 

SHRI D. N. TIWARY: What acout 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 t ~ to imple-
ment whatever will be the recommendation 
by the Public Undertakings COIIIIIIitIoe. 

~  II'! ~  ;ifT ~ '1ft ~ 
~i i t t~ t~  ? 
(lnterrllPtions ) 

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 t.een sub-
mitted. Before that was considered. why the 
Oil Corporation, the pipeline division and 
other divisions were amalga mated? We arc 
not concerned with the e<pected report. The 
question is .bout the previous report. whether 
the ministry took any action on it. 

DR. TRIGUNA SEN: I do not know 
if it ,riles out of this. but J will look into it. 

~ ~ i ~ ~ : ~c ~  

i ~ li t ~l i ~~  ~~ 

~ t ~ I 

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

MR. SPEAKER: The position is like this. 
What about the previous ln ln ~ ofthe ('.001-
mittee 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 taking 
due care of the coming recommendations, 
But what about the recommendations which 
have already been given? 

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

o;ft ~o '1)0 ~  ~ ~~~  

~~ ~ • .. T ~ if ~~ ~ It 
~ t t~ f1:rf.rm: '-1T qm<f; ~  

l!1T o ~i  ~  wl1T1f;; lfiOfI<: 
CflfT ~ ~  m. l ~  ~ I!iT ifT1f 

ft;n:rr ~ I q ~~  lIT en ~  ~  

~ ~ l ~ ~ if <fiT1f ~ ~ 
~ I ;;ft"IJ lfl'f I 970 <tiT ~ i  ~~ 'rn" It 
mq; ~ ~ fum 1fT : 

"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 connected with the Turner Morrison 
Company. which with Andrew Yule and 
other collieries entered into collusion with 
the Director,General. Mines Safety and 
got a scare started that the Mines Division 
\\ill impose restrictions on the operations 
of the collieries in the interest of mine 
safety." 

"It should be remembered that the 
whole raeket started when Mr. Sachin 
Chaudhury was the Finance Minister and 
hi. clole relation Mr. Bhaskar Mitra was 
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associated with Andrew Yule or some 
other collier." 

1ft 0 m<: 0 l ~ lift 1 ~ ~ ~ , ~~ 

i ~ooi ~  uq ~ 

i!il 1966 if ~ ~ ~~ ififT ~1l  

qll"T a ~~i ~~ l1 ~  ~~ 1 ~ 

m ~ ill!; ~  1970 'lilT ;rIlT ~ , 

~ l 11  ~ ~ ~1 U"ll WITT 'fiT 
me iI'f ir( ~ , ~  ~ ~ ilTG '1ft ~t ii i  

ftq'tt ~ ~ ~ ~  ~ ~  ~ 

~ fii"fi ~ tn: ~ l1 1 l ~  ~ ~ gm 
~ m ~ ~ii i ifiW:T ii"fiT f<:<iTt ~t t ? 

~~ ~ l ~ ~  ~  

;nlf iff;: ;jH "flor ~ ~ ~  ~  ~

'{Sf ii"fi<: ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ f;rm ~l  

fii"fi ~ ~ n  ~ ~ 1  'P;: ~ Ffr 
i~  ~  CFrl ~ 1i  l'f'jf1, 

~~ i ~~  mq '1ft '1"To 'L0 d'to 
if; ~  ~ ~i  ~ I ';P:fi C'f'f. m'1" 
~ ~ ~ , ~  ~ l  ~ i  'IlT fl.9 
~ il ~ ... 

11~ ~  ~it ~  f'l'q. ~ , 

..n ~ ~  SP'fi·TI!T i ~  ~ , 

,,1 wo If To ~  ~ u fl!nlT ~ 

m1f.f , ~ it 0 11;" 0 ~ 'IlT <fr 0 l! 0 
W\"O if l:i!:,,;iIi ~ , ~~  '1ft ~ ~ if 
~ 'f9" ~ ~ , ifTif<'!T ~ ~ 
a m ~~ if i ~  1j'l!IT ~  ... r006 ~ I 

If!fT wr ~ ~~ rn 1 t ~ l¢'t t~ 

~ iii f;oro; I1;'1i 'iTf"f'lTifc 'lIT ~ tt 

,ro ii"fi,;r if; ft:r!1; \lilT<:: ~ ? 
DR. TRIG UNA SEN: Well, Sir I have 

just been inrormed that the pre\ ious Com-
mittee on Public Undertakings recommended 
that the pipeline shOuld be merged with the 
Refinery i i~ion  

SHRI D. N. TIWARY: No, that is wrong. 
I was the Chairman at that time. The Com-

mittee never made 9uch a recommendation. 
The recommendation was to go into tbe 
economics of both the divisions. 

"" '"! ~  q,r",qlile; 11ft ~ 
i ~1  ~l l~ m'Ii ~i  ~~ I 

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

~ ;:A <:nf: fcrcrru ~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ 1 i l ~ iF ~11  f(iflliliM ~ 
fii"fi/l"T ~  fi:lf;m;;: ~ 'fi& ~ ~ fll'i 
~  ~ , ~ ~ l  ~ ~~ ~ I qrcr i ~

Il"T1fe:U ~  T'ih ii"fi;: ~ ffi'flI; !faT ~ 
~ fii"fi ~t  ~ , ~ t~ ~ 

~~~ ~ , 

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

'"'" If,! ft;rIfq: m 1 ~ ~ n 
;;!frG! ii"fiTif ~ fii"fi 11;'Ii ~ i!fI11fto 

l i on a ~ i ~ ~ t~ l ~ 

~o  f'li ~  "florT if; <mr ~ II'iTif 
~  

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

fJ('( Wo q'to ~  ofto !{o mo it; 
m i ~ ~ i ~  if ~~ ~ I 
~i i n ~ i ~ ii i l ~~ 

~ I ~ i  ~ 1 ~ ~ i  >ilfIU II'iTif t 
fll'i ~ 11ffl1G war;T ~  <r fif!R:T ~ , 
~~ lfTffi ~ 11 ~ 9"ltt d\' 'Ii1itt ,m 
iii<: ~ ~ ~ <'Tif11f ~  ~ ~ I{-(f 

ii i ~ , 

SHRI HEM BARUA: Is it not a ract 
that Shri Srinivasa Rao is a retired Judp 
against whom serious alleilltions were I1IIIdo 
on the floor orthe House in 19641 Accordina 
to your own version, Shri A. K. Roy was 
dropped because of strong opposition in 
Parliament. Why did yOU appoint 8hri Rao 
as the Chairman of the Inquiry Committee 
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in spite of the allegations made alainst him 
on the floor of this House? Is it not an in-
stance or by-passinl 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 weeks". 
Even now those "few ~  are not over. 

DR. TiUGUNA SEN: I find from the 
records that Mr. Rao, who was the Chief 
Vigilance Commissioner, was appointed to 
enquire into the whole matter, and I take 

it that the o~ n nt appointed a man of 
integrity as the 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. I can 
assure the ou~  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 douhle 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-
tractors have already wound up their u~i

ness? 

DR. TRIG UNA SEN: I do not think 
they have resigned. 

MR. SPEAKER: This question has lone 

a little beyond the scope, mostly because of 
questions arising out of your own replies. 
I am very helpless in that. 

WRITTEN ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 

s.ttIag up of an AIkaJold Plant at Neemudl 
tor ProceHIIIII Opium 

-722. SURl VlRENDRAKUMAR 
SHAH: Will the Minister of FOREIGN 

TRADE be pleased to state: 

(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 wah laid four years 
ago; 

(b) whether no progress has been 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 (SHR! 
RAM SEWAK): (a) Yes, Sir. The founda-
tion stone was laid on the 12th November, 
1966. 

(b) Although the actual con~t uction has 
yet to be started, the plant de.igns have al-
ready been approved and necessary arrange-
ments finaliwd 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 
pr'!sent. By oc ~  opium" the Hon'ble 
Member c~u a l  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 alkaloid5. With the com-
pletion of these investigations, no further 
delay is anticipated in the commencement 
of the construction work. 

Trade Arrallllements witb Yuaoslavla 

after 1971 

.726. SHRI SAMINATHAN: Will the 

Minister of FOREIGN TRADE be pleased 

to state: 

(a) whether it is a fact that Yugo51aYia 
Business Deleption visited India and pre-




