Selkh Abdullah's
Increasing Unemployment

n

205%0. SHRI1 SHIVA CHANDRA JHA:
Will the Minister of LABOUR AND RE-
HABILITATION be plcased 1o state :

(a) whether it is a fact that unemploy-
ment has increased under the lust three
Annual Plans ;

(b) if s, the details thereof and the
steps taken by Government for increasing
employment under those Annal Plans and
the result thereof : and

(c) the total pumber of unemployed at
the beginning of the Third Five Year Plan
and the total unemployed persons at the
end of the Third Annual plan ?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOY-
MENT AND REHABILITATION (SHRI
BHAGWAT JHA AZAD): (a) and (b).
The only information available on the sub-
ject relates to the number of work seekers
on the Live Register of Employment Ex-
changes which is given below : —

PHALGUNA 15, 1990 (SAKA) Pra=Pak Spaech (C.A.)

Date No. on Live
Reglster

31.3.1966 24,69 421

31.3.1967 25,60,503

31.3.1964 28,79,741

31.12 1968 30,11,642

The wvarious development programmes
which were undertuken during the three
Annual Plans have generaied more and
more employment opportunities.

(c) No reliable estimates are available.
Thc Plaoning Commission have set up a
Commitiee of Experls on unemployment
estimates in August, 1968. The Committee
will examine and make recommendations
on the methodology of estimating unem-
ploymeat, labour force growth and employ-
ment generation.

12.05 hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Pro-Pakistan Speech by Sheikh Abdullah
MR. SPEAKER : Shri Prakash Vir
$hastri, Calling-attention,

N. MUKERJEE (Calcutta
North-East) : May | rise to a point of
order in regard to this 7 We have a com-
vention in this House that whatever might
be the expressions during the excliement
of a debate, In the formulation of ques-
tions and ltems which are printed oa the
Order Paper, insinuations should be
avoided as far as that is possible. Shelkh
Abdullah is a citizen of this country...

SHRI H.

AN HON. MEMBER : He does not

say so.

SHRI H. M. MUKERIJEE : Whaiever
he may say about it, we consider him as a
citizen of this country, who {s not here to
defend himself. 1 could have understood
itifit had been mentioned as the report
of a speech which appears to have beem of
a certain character.  But to make a posi-
tive statement aboutl a certain person who
is not here to defend himsell and to have
a question or an item on the Order Paper
io that manper is something which goes
against the graing of parllamentary pro-
priety.

MR. SPEAKER : 1 think so that it
could have been framed ‘reported speech’.

The expression used could bave been
avoided.
SHRI S. M. BANEBRIJEE (Kanpur) :

We ulways suy ‘reporied speech®,

MR. SPEAKER : | do not think that
| need any seconding. 1 accept it and |
have said exactly the same thing. A phrase
like ‘reported speech’ or something like
that would have been better. But anyway,
it is thore. Shrl Prakash Vir Shastri may
raise it oow.

oft serndte et : (argy) werw
miza, & whewsefs W wge &
frexfafaa feag & o< qu-wrd wooft o
ey sreles w3 gT wigar § fx wg W
wrt ¥ ow wemRg § —
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THE MINISTER OF HOME AFFAIRS
(SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN) : Mr. Speaker, Sir,
Government have seen press reporis of the
deplorable speech made by Sheikh Abdullah
in Srinagar on 2Tth February, im which
among other things he is reported to have
stated that if the Government of Jamnu and
Kashmir were Lo grant proprietory rights to
refugees on evacuee property bloodshed
would follow. He is also reported to have
asked the Kashmiri youth to rise and seek
what was due to them and said that the
Pakistani youth had shown them the way.
The Government of Jammu and Kashmir
are closely examining the speech with a
view to deciding whether it is actionable
under the law.

1 would like to add that the report that
I just got on teleprinter from the Govern-
ment of Kashmir is as follows. This is
the free transiation of it in English. The
portion in question appears to have a
little different version. 1 thought that 1
should bring this to the notice of the
House also. This is what he seems to
have said :

“We warn the Governmeant that it is
playing with fire and the Government
of India wants to play a bloody drama
here."”

This is what he has said. I thought
that 1 should bring this also to the notice
of the House.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE
(Balrampur) : He has said ‘bloody bath’ ?

SHRI Y.B. CHAVAN : He has said
that ‘The Government of India waats to
play a bloody drama here".

it seTaiT Qe : A wegEAT W
g%t ygOeh Afagt mw o o
frgeft wea Afad & goofaom ¢
TT U@ GTgw w AT Nar @ W A
wi¢ et feel facda 92 oy gu 9T%i
fawrer war @ oofy Y AT ORI AW
wRET & g ¥ 0 Thwm FT @
¢ G ag a1 o § g faEr fed
FETT w1 gt AME U WA { 72 THTA
A ¥ gT WX A@A | I E THT
w az Qe W1 alw MNEX AqTWT TR
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& qmwan § fe e aoee W wiasy &

frda a1 & fag qafea grar wfge
Ig A WA WEKEY 91 IEE AR

afzae g Nag gy

‘Um wegrAr & efaoely e
qifFera-aads s’ qifee awd
§F gaw § Qe A omoA €
grrer § el gwe w1 Wi wda
Y fear 1 ¥ giq dag 28 T
w1 femT oxmsy fagd 378 wod wfa-
fafa & foesr o & 3% wraar Y gAr
¥ wegeT & Araw w1 @I 9wd frar
1 @ ez WY ¥ gl forem 3 fE
¥ woge A woA fr ) AW & 3w
AT F AT WY & g § A2
Zrzwﬂ%mﬁm,trmmﬁﬂws
|

: ot srze fagrdt aroRad : weEr waw
|

ot el e - ot g wear
wET R

gae gad wgr ¢ e arfeeaa e
wt wifge & gard Afqaf § graw &
I @I A WA F ATg wAGA &1 &
7Y awwar fF TadT A W @ AN @
ag A9 ATAETd ) § Iud J@ gegedr
& sifeens qwda & 39 9FR & awas)
%Y %57 fgarar ? qg woN 3 9% w1 @
TEI & SO ArESW geaw o fogi fs
w6 Jea@ fegr aar @ T8 gEaew § w0f
TEY Arasrd 4 ?

Weqe HEIRA, 4 AR Hegeer ¥ TR
Az0Ar g AT w@r 21 IvC qrfwEE
Fue gg w1 0 @ gl gwie
T @ & X gz owen At ¥ ag
AT wigar g 6 57 Sl & wWRY
w1 feet swrc w1 Wi weedr ey
¢ 7 wrea sOeTT 1 Y e fawnr @
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I8 w41 fed) gF AN TR AEAFQ
a?

@ aa W & falw w7 ¥ AN
wIgar § ag 48 fF O @ wege T A WAl
wifer ) aaw) &Y gEw gEw wree a9
¢ fr weiT oY qiffea T & wfgsrc i 2
azi ¥ wre gu qmdt W@ fs oarg #
WFEL W AT AR 4g ¥ A gEAAE
|7 1947 § qifgeqry I8 17 ¥ g
gAY g fearal & gfasre 21 73ee-
TR wfawT ¥ wod otz ¥ oy g
femr & fr 9w mifa®mar 8% 989 9
famar arfzn | geqw agiag, fag sra &
qrg g & wft d«aAr & ofwdga F
|t gTRIT ¥ 78 Affa m9Ar o ¢ fw
g B fadry wiasre fad g 1 fex
¥ gww § A wiar § fm o & gl
oY &7 22 JIw ¥ 7@ W §, THEATHT
wfama 7 fond & fs g8y o srfasmn
sfeeTT wiar &1 IR 6T w4l €0 96T
wt wifeT t awEr oz ¥ oFAw
a@ grfg gz £ o ey e & g
weAY A} Fezrw § @rAAr Jigar g v w7
To w1efT gyae ¥ wiww  qrdf &
A Arad ¥ G w9 Aaw F wgr §
TAETTFT Ffaga 1 fNE & aEA w7
nfasia: 21w fe Teg # a1ea ¥ faags
9% FT T | ® & e W% Kfwar ¥
€9 GFIT & G5 FIAT FAH & T
wearg o famar € W ol av [e
wgeT ¥ 39 90N WA 9T qifew
grga A gy § A wifew age @ @
g

IeEaEeT wfagd o o ¥ daw
# W §THTC &7 Afr v § 7 0w WeR
& frove wgtn & sfdga w1y & aw
Wt fe faad maewmewT & warr sh
faast 437 fasw fadw soeg &
safer /I ST U6 quR . foer fe
FTOR & weg euik § o awew T
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£ mea qeere wa) 37 43 g€ ¢ W
6T w4 F qIY FAT g § ?

et ara o & e wrgav § 9% T8
¢ f& @ wwiT w1 ag gewge IFON
st gt wifer geaedt g T T -
AT & W g AR ¥ fag g @@
garwgd & 7

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : The hon.
Member has raised a large number of ques-
tions. 1 will try to deal with them as far
as | can.

First of all, he said that I had not
made reference to certain portions of
Sheikh Abdullah's speech. [ thought |
should not quote the whole speech here
but only the relevant portions which were
rather deplorable. One was his reference
to a ‘bloody drama’ or ‘blood-bath’ or
whatever it is. The other was adout ex-
pecting the youth to rise and take action
on the pattern of Pakistani vouth etc. |
have made those references. The other
portions are also there ; 1 have seen those
reports.,

Certainly, whatever he has said about
Ayub is something which is very deplor-
able. His trying io portray a picture of
Ayub in the context of Kushmir or India is
something very deplorable.

We know Sheikh Abdullah sometimes
takes the opportunity to make some brave
speeches here and there. Ultimately, we
will have to make an assessment of what
exactly he is likely or not likely to do. It
is on that assessment that we will have to
decide what action to take. Io this matter,
we are in very close contact with the
Government of Jaimmu and Kashmir,

SHRI RANDHIR SINGH (Rohtak) :
Put him in jail again.

SHRI Y. B. CHAYAN : No. Itis no
use merely (rying to dramatise the issue.
1 would request my hon. friend from
Haryana mot to try to dramatise these
things.

MR. SPEAKER : We were talking
about cross-breeding: of cattle in Haryapa-g -
little while ago.
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SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : So that is one
aspect,

The second aspect is concerning pro-
prietary rights to those refugees who have
come from the other side. Really speaking,
the question is about giving them perma-
pent proprietory rights over those lands.
‘That is a matter of which the Jammu and
Kashmir Government are seized. They
are considering a Bill about this particular
matter. It had been referred to a select
committee and | think it has come back
with a report. Some legal points are
favolved about which they are taking the
view of the Attorney-General.

1 can say what, really speaking, the
issue is. The Jammu and Kashmir Govern-
ment has taken the position that this can-
not be treated as evacuee property because
these people huve moved to that area
which we slill clalm as our own area.
Therefore, it cannot be evacuee property.
1f at all this land is to be handed over to
these people with permanent proprietary
rights, it will have to be acquired. This
particulur matter, therefore, is under con-
sideration. Unfortunately, Shelkh Abdul-
lah, quite inconsistent with his reputation
as a secular man, has tried to communalise
the issue. That is a wvery unfortunate
part of it. That was why 1 said it was
deplorable.

SHRI BALRAJ MADHOK (South
Delhi) . The hon. Minister has made a
wrong statement. They have not gone
to the Pakistan— occupied area ; they have
gone to Pakistan,

ot were mreft @ wsgw wEEy,
W AW W A1 g ANT 47 IEE AT
At fer gy @ @ g AW
wegEdl & @1 S qA wifa wr A
e § A1 woir el qiferm &
Aoy 7 A I s fwar § W
IAWT Y GIHIT § THAATAEY FiawaA €1
fad Y A FRAT 9z ¢ fs morEMEER
wfaga ® fetd a7 @ e F A=
faever safsaadl & §t & s goet €
IR gry F vy afafear § ok wma
FER T A A edi g g ?
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SHRI Y.B. CHAVAN : It is nota
question of the Goveroment of India being
silent or not being silent about certain:
things. This Commission was appointed
by the Government of Jammu and Kashmir.
Natorally, in this matter, it is not: right
for the Government of India to rush with
their views.

SHR1 N. R. LASKAR (Karimganj) :
There is no doubt about one fact, that
Sheikh Abdullah is today an utterly frus-
trated man in India.

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : In India.

SHRI N. R. LASKAR : This has been
more so because all of his attempts to
force the Government of India to talk
with him on the basis that Kashmir is not
an integral part of India has completely
failed. But one thing which is disturbing
is that in the recent speech which he
made, as the hon. Minister rightly said, he
has communalised the entire issue. 1
would like to know whether the Govern-
ment is taking any siep whatsoever so that
he cunnot spread communalism between
people and people in that valley.

SHRI! Y. B. CHAVAN : | have already
explained about the action to be taken
in this matter. The only thing which we
can do, we should do, is to keep a close
walch and make a proper assessment of the
matter. Ultimately, whatever action has
to be taken will have to be considered mot
in isolation of an individual, Sheikh
Abdullah, but of the effect it will have on
the situation in the Kashmir valley
{tself.

SHRI A. SREEDHARAN (Badagara) :
The hon. Home Minister has advised us
not to dramatise the situation, and | do
not want to dramatise it also, but this
issue was raised on the floor of the House
on a previous occasion, when the strong
Home Minister of India stated that he
was walching the situation in Kashmir
closely and persisiently, and he was watch-
ing Sheikh Abdullah also, and he gave an
assurance he was doing that. In the
phrascology of a great author, his assu-
rance came like the roar of a tiger, only to
disappear llke the gumil of u somke. Here
is a statpmeat by Sheikh Abdullab. | am



313 Shetkh Abdullah's
not worried merely about the law and
order problem, 1 am worried about the
imuge of this Government. When the Image
of this Goverument is put forward before
the entire world, we are all one, that is
how | feel about it. Here is a man who
calls this Government a worthless Govern-
ment, and only a docile Government run
by a superannuated political party can
tolerate it.

My qnestion is this. Sheikh Abdullah
wants to create un explosive situation. He
has given a communal twist, and this is
not merely a problem of Kashmir, itisa
problem of the people of India. To fuce
it merely from the point of view of law
and order, | Jonot think is the proper
solution. A popular movement has got to
be built up in Kashmir to face it. In view
of this fact, will the Home Minister take
steps to send an all-party parliamentary
delegation to Kashmir to popularise the
issue that people have got to be careful
ubout this communal twist ?

SHRI Y. B. CHAVAN : The hon.
member started with a very brave stand,
and | thought he was going to make some
revolutionary suggestion, but ultimately he
brought a rat out of a mountain, He
talked of tigers and snakes. He seems to
be fond of snakes. But apart from that,
as | have said, the only suggestion that he
made was, which is certainly very indispu-
table, that 10 meet the situation there
should be some popular movement. |
entirely agree with him that there should
be a popular movement about it, and if
hon. members want to take any deputation,
certainly I will give them ull facilities.

“SHRI A. SREEDHARAN : My gues-
tion was whether the Government of India
was going to sponsor a delegation, T am
an individual. If | want to go, | do not
need your permission to go there.

st oW wwm @t (FUTANR) ¢
WO AAIEW, WA # A wwgear /K
s 7 oft FIT A weagw faum
az & @ ¥w  uwarn, gLan o WA
armT fedt o g77 77 R Fa dar
w qT gewar st ¥ o faogerd
g At g oo ww @
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afaera g qaar & arg faearagsa 2
7g A1 1 NS W § fe gegear
EIT WA § 9% ¥ § | 1@ qHg e}
id awn @ wdfar W a1 o AT
weg § gfremm & Wl gEd i o
"agedT & | §9 2T ®Y OHI W g ¥
gfenig § gard 1adde wq1| §T @
2 gEA A 9dY # Y @A
HgqT wHE & MAfer N g A oww-
arew tfezfadter faw qre fear, ag #aa
it Igea N qf ¥ fee @ fear o sw
#ifer & frgwg fear war a1 fs qfese,
ufrzz frear 7 geard ® vaAfas g
#r qfa & fay yatn a s@ fear 97 )
qU HIN &7 Gg W AT W@ R R ww
aug wfeazi, aferd, fireall o qegrd
%[ CEIATT WFIAN ¥ & faq fear o
w1 wY i% & faA ag omwr wfewz
¥ Mfzr g€ ol 98 arfas gaT § W
ORI ¥ €@ AW & qram faar g
wrem H wqT wqT R, 9g AT 9AT R
e ot wred wgr & fw 2w & afeorad,
afexdl, fredt Wi qEaTt &7 sEwE o
Atz &Y avar ¥ fag 72 feqr wram, gq
% faeg e gedrarer fiear war @

& wgar wigar § fr fer wsgewm @
IECH § AT FICHIT FT AATT AT |
FFFIA qgd AT & g o A fe
aFi FT qEGE  FHT T I A0EAT 1Y
e Y1 I A G HT AT WA
I:3ra wfewdi & gregzifasar Y g
# ¥, formd azi 9 FEgfas yraqig
wgwT ¥7 A7 WA IT 99 ¥ qfF wc
aF | A& wegeAr 71 fae A wa Gy §
AT AT TE B, IAKT EA®T [IAT 47 gET
% 4gif w3 a5 agafea O oz e
FEA waq K1 dwaw anfaq FwAr wigr
afe & g% wigm & DT TWU wIAT
qrger g1 FEA D AT AT a7
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[+h s swrer @mreft]
w9 & | @AW F wogw qgd B w0
TaTY gU gg Ma 5w 1 ¢ FF sAw s
A § W 5 A ¥ arfwar e
%1 wifq FTe0R 7 fadg v & foq oF
7% fgmien® w9 ¥ gwm &
gaX IEN TR T wfawa @ fond
& s As feg gafrw g
TALH FUA 1 UF IgT a8 wha 1241
¢, wrc g1 & & ar av wg 19w e
frald :1 fleg @I H o § AT SN
frarems v 7 3, af @ agt s
TqEH g W oA Ty |

w foa & s & quAr g ¢
fos w37 FewrT fe wageAr S oS B
2y g o waargw Ueefads faa
o1 AgaA 29T 6 ¥ o fvg gu
NEATEl FT AT HIA U AW WIEAT 1
w1 wfuw arn ama  ggafa 24

geu v ag ¥ fe s sfaer
9z T & wider qT JA1, IEA Feqid 4,
Tt fggel &1 ofswa gan araal syl
& wray ¥ | 3 Hge wfawT € g
W W E RO Hemrarawr 2 &
w1 Tz g g A amg ¥ oz
gl &, faemfor s d § aw g,
wig ag feg & a1 gaaara 1 @Y wa-
% ¥ oo faeqrfeal % a19 77 smEge
fiear 2 foF Y A gl ¥ arfeea w
m IT %Y qrafe @rq 7 faeqrfoay w 2
fear, =g oz fag @ ar gawma ) &
AAAT qrgAT § 6 o mew wiww
fefid & wmere qx W W STl ¥
®z mdz Y o€ g i g fomd ag
IR frarens w7 ¥ arfe ST ¥ S
ST ® WY qEIAAT O SqAgT &) 6% 7
W WY kW awg ¥ wwwfr i
TaTHE WY ALY & A W Ady Y 7

SHRI Y.B. CHAVAN : 1 have al-
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ready replied to most of the Points that the
hon. Member has raised and I shall try to
repeat one or two points. He asks whether
we are taking any action on the recommen-
dations of the National Integration Council
which held its mecting in Srinagar on the
use of temples, churches, mosques, elc.
The hon. Member is probably aware that
such a Bill had been introduced in the
House and it was referred to the Select
Commitice and the Select Commitiee had
submitied its report during the last few
days and it will be considered in Parlia-
ment. He has asked me about the Unlaw-
ful Activities Bill. There is some legal
doubt whether it could be made applicable
to Kashmir. We are introducing another
Bill to make this point clear.

This is ahout the legal facts : whether
these things should be made use of against
any particular organisation or individual is
a matter of judgment, as 1 said.

About the Gajendragadkar Commission,
again | would like to say that this was not
appointed at the instance of the Govern-
ment of India or the Home Minister. This
Commission was appeointed by the Jammu
and Kashmir Government itself.

MR.
Limaye.

st ¥ W (wrEwalw) o owsay
2y, #3 oF yeE fear ..,

SPEAKER Shri  Madhu

MR. SPEAKER : Order, order. 1
would not enswer the notices on the foor
of the House. (Jarerruption).

of ¥Ux & : Tz adY T 17 e
Ja%) urax oz &7 fear § @ =
o e ¥ feafa sm d, @ ant #
TG a1 aerdr famey Trfee. .

MR. SPEAKER : It is not proper. |
would not answer any notices given. Will
you kindly sitdown 7 1 would not answer
any notices.

ot ¥w Aw ;A weary 1 w3 frar
war § ar Y, A% A § gy W @
waaf
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MR. SPEAKER : 1 cannot answer.

S50 many notices are given. If I have 10
answer them, | will have to answer them
the whole day. (Interrupteion). It is not

So many notices are given to me
to answer everything here,
1 do not know.

proper.
and if 1 am
where will it lead t0 ?

st wy fawd (397) : wOR) q@AT
Tifgg

MR. SPEAKER : &ardr ¥t aff
Tifgg 1+ Not on the floor of the House.

It is wrong : it is totally wrong.

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE rose—

MR. SPEAKER : Why don't you see
me in my Chamber ? | would like to here
you, and | would like 1o have your valua-
ble advice. You are a very senior Member
and the Deputy Leader of a party. 1
would like to have your guidance but not
on the floor of the House.

H. N. MUKERJEE: 1 am
grateful for what you say. Please listen
to my submission at least for a change,
because 1 do find —{/nterruprion).

SHRI

MR. SPEAKER : Whatcan I do? 1

cannot deay.

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE: If you
hear me because you think you should
hear me, 1 am ready 1o say, but if you hear
me under a sense of grievance or that I am
trying to take advantage of my being a
senior Member of the House............
(Interrupiion).

MR. SPEAKER : It is not for Shri
Mukerjee alone ; | am speuking for the
whole House. It is not for Shri Mukerjee
alone ; | am speaking for all the senior
Members.  Further, some of the new
Members may not know the procedure and
the rules. But all of you, senior
Members at least koow ; you have been
here for 15 years. 1 would like to know
from you, senior Members, what will be
the position il every point that is not
sllowed and not included in the agenda is
allowed to be raised on the floor of the
House. And if 1 allow it for one Member,
whether it is for Mr. Ranga or Mr. Vaj-
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payee or Mr. Mukerjee, then, how can 1
disallow it for any other Member 7 What
will be the fate of the Speaker, whoever is
in the Chair ? What will be the fate of the
Speaker ? That is what | want to know ;
please enlighten me.

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE : 1 know,
generally speaking, when you intimate to
us that something has been disallowed in
your pleasure, at least | make it a point
not to mention it in the House. But occa-
sionally there are exceptional circum-
stances. Even earlier in the House, in the
previous Parliament, occasionally.........

idmterruprion).

MR. SPEAKER : It is not one occa-
sion or for one Member. It is in respect
of 520 Members and 520 occasions, for
each Member.

SHRI H. N. MUKERJEE : 1 am not
answerable to my brethren. 1 am not my
brother’s keeper. | cunnot be answerable
to them. But in West Bengal...

That is what [ dis.
allowed specifically. You ure raising it.
I think it is out of order here. But | am
not able Lo say so to senior Members. You
are putting me in & terribly embarrassing
position.

MR. SPEAKER :

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE : 1 would
not refer to it, to what is happening in
West Bengal ; thc Home Minister said the
other day that the Government of India is
pot an adviser of the Governor, but I find
reports in the papers about the Central
Government experts giving advice,...

MR. SPEAKER ; 1 am not allowing
it. 1 do not want this to be raised.

SHRI H. N. MUKERIJEE : Well, if
vou do not allow, naturally we have to sit
down.

SHR1 NAMBIAR (Tiruchirappalll) :
The West Bengal Legislature is going 1o
meet at 3 p.m. today, and we do not want
1o+ have apy trouble in relation to it. That
is why we want to say. (Jwicrrupiion).
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‘MR. SPEAKER :
Madhu Limaye.

' Question o.f.'

Order, order. Shri

12.44 hrs.
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

Evidence of certain Iron and Stee] Department
Officials before Public Accounts Committee

@t 7w fmy (A7) : & fam
TeATT AT WA T@AT Wrgar g

“That the question of privilege
against Shri N. N. Wanchoo, former
Secretary, Department of lron and
Steel, and Shri S. C. Mukerjee, then
Deputy Iron and Steel Controller, for
allegedly giving false evidence befure
the Public Accounts Committee, be
referred to the Committee of Privi-
leges.”

Wiﬁﬂ?#ﬂﬂrmtali g aga
g &1 amgy gard arfagriz &
wfazra & ¢a fFeq &1 F1€ g@u Iz
A el gR g IR R fF @
qiaegs it & ag awr fraie
st

oy &1 AU geqry fedt @Ay &
fams g & afew 1 I WA &
faars ¢ foedid aiferardiz & @ qeai wt
‘qar IAN IFEE THRITTE FAA ) H-
g fearn

G AFIET qYAT F WA R T I
Ag & fEO0 qw Q0 S Ay WK ya-
q¥ fecdt & w2197 s gHo HYo gl
¥ faes gawa aaAr wgar § s
IR BT W ATE FIA A9 8T
darx fear ¥ & qifariie € a3 &
AL wHA ¥ FrAY I fwar

@ ady Wit qE-wEE gy
e ¥, fowd ey odieR aiaE,
Y O g UT adr 378 arafha
ot gt g oY, S aiy A, S gl A
g &, g ol

MARCH 6, 1969

240
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(1) Fratr & at & fafewa sz
grar wrfgw aar %7 & gg wwAEA
faaar wifzn fs g faale & s fada
gzt faddy, areaq & witg § ¥t g
5T

(2) & w4 qzz sfama I& &
TRE &
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awg anr foaar ar | off 7ig 3 Y Wz,
ag ¥ g@q & da7 99w, W@IE:
The instructions of the Ministry
left some room for different interpreta-
tions. 1 feel the instructions of the
Ministry were not as clear as they
ought to have been on this particular
point, wviz.,, whai was intended. The
Sub-Committee enquired if there was
anv misunderstanding on this point
between the Economic Affairs Depari-
ment and the Ministry of Iron and
Steel. The Secretary, Ministry of Iron
and Steel stated, "'l would nol say that.
Ihe Ministry of Iron and Steel do not
seem to have translated the instructions

of the Economic Affairs Department
in clear and unambiguous terms.”
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