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‘CORRECTION OF ANSWER TO USQ

4591 RE RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCE
IN BOMBAY SCHOOL.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN
‘THE MINISTRY OF EDUCATION
AND YOUTH SERVICES (SHRI
BHAKT DARSHAN):

In reply to part (b) of Unstarred
Question No. 4591 by Shri Madhu
Limaye, Shri A. B. Vajpayee, Shri Rabi
Ray, Shri George Fernandes and
Shri Abdul Ghani Dar in the Sabha on
5-7-1967, my predecessor, Shri Bhag-
wat Jha Azad had given a negative
reply implying that no teacher had
been suspended for protesting in that
case. On further enquiry, it has now
been reported by the State Govern-
ment that one teacher had been sus-
pended; and the reply should there-
fore, be in the affirmative. I regret
the inconvenience to the House.

12.28 hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

Letter reported to have been written

by Director General of Technical De-

velopment to M|s. Asian Cabies Ltd,
Bombay

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU
(Chittor): Sir, I Call the attention of
the Minister of Industrial Develop-
ment, Internal Trade and Company
Affairs to the following matter of ur-
gent public importance and I request
that he may make a statement there-
.on:

“Letter reported to have been wri-
tten by Shri B. D. Kalelkar, Direc-
tor-General of Technicaj Develop-
ment to the General Manager of

M's., Asian Cables Limited, Bom-

bav on 15-3-68 demanding Rs. 4

lakhs for the issue of diversification

permission to  manufaclure poly=-
thene pipes,”

q AR I (FEE) WA
qT4E WG AIST | § gg  ATAAT F18aT
§ fa form afam 1 wegia s fpan 2,
39 et & faars 9 & a1 wrf 7
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QTR AA G AT TE | T IT
fomre Wt €1 (smaam) & fafrex
|Tga & g JHAT 14T g 6 forg wa
F 7g e Bt AT &, 747 99% faars
&t dt #TE A1 gAwEEd 99 @ g av
TRl | (sTaAA)

st Ay femd (41=) : owerw
TR Ig AT A § B E? At
e F AW § 1 (TTAA)

st §o wo @t (FTEAA) : T
AN § JFATIS AT a1 2, T FY aE
oY €4 AT =ifgy 1 @ smar d fw
FE AT FFFAATAIT & | (7TRI7)

=t Fag a 1A (faedt 9w)
a #1% foggre a8 & 1§ far a2y
T Wmag | ag fawgw g3
am g (smRam) =R F =mar
§fF @ ® urmwd @ A
arfgu frag fofoaae & @1 "@h
T FT QAT A9 I A1 3w fafa-
& FT &, 7 Fg foyme s Ay
w& @ faat snfgg wte adf ar g7 At

- &Y g et wifgg 1 # g g 5 g

fafreer eamglr ¢ 1. . (FTIA)

TN RETW . W ST I AI
a1 off S RE, | HF a3 3
= oy fea feg arq e ata w3 ?

@Tiz AR ATST fFY arq 9T 351 @ 57
Reply has not yet come. Let the reply
come from the Minister,

=t g fomd : 7g g w0,
T AT F A A g 9ge 47 g7
wrfag, faz Crardt g4t 1

ot wifey sy - # og¥ @ndz wrE
WTET T & TG AT AT 431 T £ fzamy
ggavta e @ §7... (s39m0)
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ot FaT 9T O ¢ qg 94 (oEa
QA F A . ... (FIAA)

it 7y fomd © AT sqaedr § I
g g o TR welt wERT 41 |
SHRI SITARAM KESRI (Katihar):
The reply has to come from the Minis-
ter. Then it can be discussed.
off e ot + Fafefirr e T
WIET & | WY 41 A9 X R ] 7

o5 g7, AL STIEAT F AW
& wgem w7 ag ww 2 OF &Y sy
T WIHFGT TETT FI7T KT A gedy-
faq <& fzgrar | J1 7 #1 F9F X9
wet 4t gl 2 W € 7 I9e 99
staifrs farmafTwmi2 weE ? faqs
HATAT F ISA-FTCNT SHZTHTL FT ATHAT
£ 7 qgAT U wgaeaT 1 u9% VA §
KT T AT HT ALAAL TG §TIT a1 &
favrg ifag 5 5= &1 w407 957 & f43-
& fovgqn ar, faeT 1 47 fFagoamadar
maaEa iy WE?

U AEA[ FT AT AAT ARIA,
7g & & &4 1 sar7 Wy Ry v Afew faar
q wHaAz@@g fegafgmmen
femaar g 1 w@ w5 Afzagwoad &
T IEIX AT 48 Far 2, 78 fyafasn
w ¢ f& us seiifag sifaT givr
g a9 I § 1 A 3T TH7 I3 74 AG
fearam ? #4ifE 93 FAT R 3 gaTw
Higl—

The issue of diversification permis-
sion to manufacture polythene pipes.

By femar s ar:

Illegal loaning and selling of raw,
materials imported against wusers’
license, (Interruptions).

WWWW‘&IWQ‘I’Q,WR
ag %9 Jra Fw g ?

sit g fag (T9%) cag AT A
e T S

st wy fm@ @ gar fag oY, sm
g fa & dAffr d= § zEw
Tg drfeg 1

A7 gra fram g sw § (& 9
AT FEATT FT gAM A IER G 2
5 ox fagq F art How aofas afzas
gratddros df faagF1'wd garag
T & faar ¢ ¢F FeEfaa aaa
2W & @ gFar § 5 9F 53 A9-
FEFAT ¥ §AT §1, TSR A AT 1 |
afpT Az agd :

Illegal loaning and selling of raw
materials imported against users’
license.

Faq srgatafeiwT &1 78 a1 ofw-
o7 a9 F are 7 & 7 oF wrdr - Ag;
g R AT AT g 1oF A9t s
T ATEAG FT F & I A1 FodAT AR
TAaTar ag S frawi w1 drg w5 faar
W FEa " 7 a1 i g arsde
¥ faars i1 I A9 ATETAT qG
qgf A=} § 97 W) w9 Ay
a1 5 at fourd & fag sva & sm o
TrxafafereT & fag s=giv faadt #1)
at &g g wrAT =rfay A7 e TE @
g 7R 39 & fag wier faqar snfgg

weqq wgig ;. Afae, g fefr
Fre § At F fgedr | e dav g 1 wgh
aF 57 AT Fiqa FT AT 2 g7 q
qger ag AT & e FFo TTo ATTE HT a<H A
oTT | 99 1 FEA 2 fear A 13 wmaw
qr o IuH a3 iz 2 fafrezomrs
FETEIT &1 §7 W WU HIGA AEA-
fafaeet w7 waw & & wree & fafaee &
qrg arger faasr ag fenéiz & 1 ag aY
A AT GGAA G ...
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=t v forrd : w3 ¥ avelt qOn A
w7 arq § 7 e wdt oaTe 3 ¥ we
it aYye sy aret aon @ § 1 ag gaA
Td a1 & a1 IASr sETw T wifge

oW WERT : agd 91 |ET T
aTh & & g1 FLF R g F & amar
T SATREATE GRHT 9T HT g1 ATAT
1A AL deT R R T |

o gEdr AT W A G ag ™A
wT St & | AT Ao qar € & R
afrmAag g g, ...

stog fomg : S5, w72
wWEI AT HFRETE. ... ..
(wmxem=) .. . q@FE CAOA AR
ST {27 999 WY TE I WL L
(mmew) . . . .92 fag <, s &

am g

e wgta : TET § 1 AT agt A
TR | W ST ARt g & § At
HIT TgT |1 S13Y |

Srog o ddsg o fs
AT TAT 97 &1 98 AL 979 g7 AT A1,
WHfrz i dge o Ty a1 ag
3 1 Smar |

it 7y fowd © 1€ ara @Y | w4
qed §9G AT &1 & |

THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT, INTERNAL TRADE
AND COMPANY AFFAIRS (SHRI F.
A AHMED): The Calling Attention
Notice relates to a letter alleged to
have been written by the Director-
General of Technical Development to
the representative of a private firm in
Bombay. Immediately this matter was
brought to my notice, I had it looked
into. The Officer, who is alleged to
have sent the letter, was away in
Bangkok till the 16th August, but has
since returned and has submitted a
statement saying categorically that the

AUGUST 22, 1969 Polythene pipes (C.A.)

248

document in question is forged and has
been fabricated. The photostat copy
showsg that the entire letter is type-
written angd only the last paragraph
consisting of two lines and the initials
and date are in hand-writingz = The
last paragraph reads as follows: —

*“I would like to finalise this deci-
sion before the 31st March. Please
come with the data for discussion
before 30th.

B.D.K.
15-3-69"

On seeing this hand-written portion,
the Officer concerned recollected that
he had written a note in an official
file  on a completely different
subject, which contained the above
mentioned short paragraph at the end.
He has stated that, above his hand-
written lines, someone had put some
other typed nmaterial containing a
whole Jot of false allegations and then
taken a photostat of the same so as
to make it appear that the entire letter
was a genuine one. The relevant file
containing the aforesaid handwritten
lines was called for. It was found that
certain pages from this file, including
the page containing the aforesaid
portion, had been removed. However,
an authentic copy of the relevant
noting was maintained officially by
another officer and is available.

The photostat copy was also for-
warded to the Central Bureau of In-
vestigation for examining its genuine-
ness or otherwise. The CBI referred
the document to the Director, Central
Forensic Laboratory. I quote his opi=
nion regarding the photostat copy:
from the report of 19th august,

“The letter in question on visual
and microscopic examination, indi-
cates that there is a clear straight
line between the typewritten text
and the hand-written bottom portion
of the letter. The presence of this
line in the photostat copy makes it
possible that perhaps the handwrit-
ten portion has been added on to
the typewritten portion by pasting
etc. The photostat copy, therefore,
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‘may be of doubtful origin although
the final opinion in the matter can
only be given after examination of
the original letter of which this do-
cument is alleged to be a true
photograph.”
Subsequent to the report of the 19th
- August, I have received another report
from the C.B.I. about an hour ago. The
C.B.I. have stated that it appears (I
quote their words)

“(a) The photo-copy is probably
a foregery. It has perhaps
(st Thr 717 : FEOfER A

# aEwg )

been fabricated by cutting out
the last para of the letter,
which is in the hand-writing
of Dr. Kalelkar, from one of
his notes in an office file and
pasting it below the typewrit-
ten script of the Iletter and
then making a photo-copy of
it.

The note portion of the file
from which the above hand-
written para has been cut out
is now missing.

(c) The above flle, according to
the evidence of officers who
handled this file, and contem-
poraneous notes in the move-
ment diary was submitted to
Shri R. K. Gupta on 30-7-69
and from it relevant note-
sheets were missing when it
was returned by Shri Gupta
on 4-8-69. This fact was im-
mediately brought to the notice
of Shri R. K. Gupta and no-
ting was made by the clerk
concerned in the movement
diary.

In view of the above facts and the
'strong animosity that Shri R. K. Gupta
bears to Shri Kalelkar, there is reaso-
‘nable suspicion that the photo-copy in
question was probably prepared or
was brought into being with the assis-
tance of Shri Gupta. A definite find-
ing can, however, be given only after
the completion of the investigation.”

(b)

I categorically repudiate any alle-
gation or insinuation against any of the
persons mentioned in the apparently

Polythene pipes
(C.A)
fraudulent photostat document, inclu-
ding the alleged writer of the letter.
I would also earnestly request the
Hon'ble Members to exercise the ut-
most care in allowing publicity to such
matters, particularly when there is
serious doubt regarding the genuine-
ness of the document in question. To
assist the completion of enquiry of
the CBI, however, I hope the Hon'ble
Members concerned will make availa=-
ble the original letter also and other-
wise co-operate with Government in

bringing the real culprits to book.
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As regards the issue of the diversi-
fication permission, I would like to
state categorically that neither I nor
any of the two Secretariat Officers re-
ferred to in the photostat document
had dealt with this subject or issued
any instructions or held any discus-
sions with the Director-General in this
regard. The Director-General had
dealt with the proposal himself in con-
sultation with one of his senior offi-
cers, and gave the permission sought,
in accordance with the rules. Nor had
the visit of the Secretary of the Minis-
try on a deputation abroad on the 21st
April any bearing on the diversifica-
tion case which was decided by the
Director-General himself on the 3lst
March.

The House is aware that attempts at
character assassination are on the in-
crease and only some months ago I
had to repudiate in the House a wild
and malicious rumour that had been
set afoot by interested parties, I would
again request the Hon'ble Members to
Exercise the greatest circumspection
in such matters, not on'y when it re-
lates to Members of the House, but
particularly where officials of Govern-
ment, who cannot defend themselves
in the House, are sought to be invol-
ved. Unless we give our Officers ade-
quate protection in such matters, the
entire administrative machinery is
likely to be seriously affected.

On completion of the CBI enquiry,
which is now going on, I assure the
House that such action as is called for
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[Shri F. A. Ahmed)

would be taken against the persons
involved. )

SHRI BUTA SINGH: Shri R. K.
Gupta should be hauled up. He should
be prosecuted.

St SFTIEIT et (g193 ) WA
ug &t aaan 5 = A ¥ faerew
fagi gawt fausmn &, o s #1a-
AET &1 & | A9 TWF AT¢ H 9GHT
T4t 7€} T ?

MR. SPEAKER: I would suggest
that let there be no further questions
on this.

When the hon. Member came before
me and he came to my Chamber, I told
him that unless I had some proof or
near-about proof about the authenti-
city of the document, I could not admit
the calling-attention-notice. So, he
came forward with the photostat copy.
After having heard the hon. Minister’s
statement, I think that we should be
very cautious in such matters . . |

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Why are
you giving your final judgment ? I
strongly object.

o aF  dredlemrie ¥ IfFe
s widr 2w e

it wT * aw #feq, 9% a7
HGFT Fgl &1 wlgwe TG 5. ...,
(smmaq)......

SHRI BUTA SINGH: He cannot
dictate to the Chair,
MR. SPEAKER: I think for the

time being, we may postpone this call-
ing-attention-notice and wait for the
report of the CBL. 1T shall keep it
pending.

=t g famdr c owE A F oA
wfz7 |
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Member

was very impatient. I was just going
to say that myself.
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st faT W W WEE TR,
qg aga wegt ata g & diodtonmie
T # G g, TiwT | F gemar
Wt aga & A E, 3 ard
AT aifgd
MR. SPEAKER: He can send it 1.0__
the hon. Minister.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: I
cannot send it to him. He himself
is the culprit, and how can I send it
to him? His name is there. So, how
can I send it to him?

MR. SPEAKER: If the House
agrees, I think we will postpone this
to some other date till the inquiry is
complete and the report js available.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA WAIDU:
The Minister has charged me with
relying on a fraudulent document, I
have got to explain.

MR. SPEAKER: Preliminary in-
quiries show that it is probably forg-
ed. Pending the receipt of the final
report, we should postpone this to
some other day.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: No..
Sir.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
No, I do not agree. The Minister has
charged me. You cannot deny nie
my right to reply to that. You must
give me a chance to make a personal
explanation.

MR. SPEAKER: Let the inquiry
be completed and let their -eport
come.

=t = formlr © HrodTomtEo &Y

e wfifaT 7@t 2, sa% o ¥

g wq §9 Fed |

ol FA A AR : TR ATATTATE,
Fifertdt & | seqw wEEa, 7T F T
F T A e w4 ar gy T
sfedem g 1w g R AR ®
T qo dfad
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SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: 1
have got the right to explain.

MR. SPEAKER: Yes.
SHRI BEDABRATA BARUA
(Kaliabor): The CBI report says

that there is a definite indication that
it is false. Therefore, it should not
be entertained any further.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: I
do not know why this socialist is
coming in the way of the truth being
known. I am sorry for him.

The Minister says it is a fraudulent
document. That means there is a
charge against me and I have to clear
myself.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Not yet.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: I
am placing a copy of the letter on the
Table. This must be given to the
members and they have a right to
know what is contained in this let-
ter—I am handing over the copy at
the Table.*

MR. SPEAKER: It is already there.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: I
can prove that it is a genuine letter.
It is not fraudulent. (Interruption).

N FALHR AT : BT TF Frol-
T 419 § 9% T @7 5, TR &
LEEAE L (smaaE)

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
We need not wait for the CBI report.
I can say one thing to show that it
is not fraudulent. By mistake, in my
sincerity, I sent a photostat copy to
the Prime Minister for inquiry. The
Prime Minister has passed it on to the
Industrial Development Minister. The
Minister hag given it to the 'people
involved in this. So what they have
done is...... .

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Collu-

sion.
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SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU: 1
suspect that they might have incor-.
porated a line on that photostat copy
and sent it to the police for getting a
report saying that it is not genuine.

I have got another copy. I can give
it, not to these people, because I do
not trust them, but to a judicia] in-
quiry body so that they can even send
it to Scotland Yard at my cosi for
examination and report. I am prepar-
ed to pay the cost involved. I can
give it only to a judicial authority.

There is circumstantial evidance to
show one thing. The Minister has
said that the words in the last para-
graph are not part of the noting on
the file of the DG Technical Deve-
lopment. I am glad they have agreed.
Will any man with any common
sense write on the file as if he is writ=
ing to any person?

1891 (SAKA)

In this letter he has written:

“I would like to finalise this
decision before the 31st March.
Please come with the data for dis-
cussion before 30th,

Signed B.D.K. 15-3-69"

I have read the portion which the
Minister said was correct. He has
written; it is written in handwriting.
Can anybody write on a file like this?
Can anyone with some common sense
not understand it? This is the cor-
rect document, I can prove it......
(Interruptions.)

MR. SPEAKER: 1 thought the
House should have another oppor-
tunity when everything can be dis-
cussed. If they do not want to take
another opportunity, let them go on.

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
We want a judicial enquiry. Is it a
fact that after I wrote to the Prime
Minister with a photostat copy on the
13th of this month, Shri R. P. Goenka
of Asian Cables and. Mr. K. B. Singh,
Genera]l Manager were called to Delhi
at the instance of some officers or the
Ministers. T do not know; I cannot

*The Speaker not having subsequently accorded the necessary permis-
sion, the paper was not treated as laid on the Table.
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[Shri Chengalraya Naidu)

say—and consultations were held
with them by Mr. Wanchoo, Mr.
Kalelkar and Mr. K. D. N. Singh?
Does this not confirm that there is
complete collusion between  the
officers and the firm? 1 further
understand that the officers had con-
sultations with handwriting experts
with g view to declare that the hand-
“writing of Kalelkar on the letter was
fake but when that was not
sible, they decided to declars this
letter as fake and pass on the blame
to some junior officer to make him a
: scapegoat?

I ask the Minister how those very
same persons who are involved in the
letter can declare it a fake document?
Why has not the Minister suspended
those officials involved in this case?
‘Will the Minister entrust this mat-

ter to a judicial enquiry? Is
there not sufficient circumstantial
evidence? Is it not a fact that the

Industrial Adviser Mr. Menon brought
to the notice of the Secretary and the
Director General of Technical Deve-
lopment the black marketing indulg-
ed in by the Asian Cables and
.Somayya and Co. in the matter of

polythene? Is it not a fact that they
applied for diversification of the
licence to manufacture polythene

pipes to cover their black marketing
activities? Is it not a fact that per-
mission for diversification was issued
on 3ist March? Is it not a fact that
Mr. Gupta a junior offirer mentioned
in that letter was transferred to an-
ather section in the same Ministry?
Things are very clear and there is
clear circumstantial evidence to orove
that the letter was true.

In that letter they had written that
Mr. Gupta would be transferred and
they need not worry. They said: you
pay us the money and give us the
data; we shall issue diversification
licence by the 31st March. What is
the usual procedure? Papers go from
the plerk, to the superintendent, to the
higher ups. In this case the Director
“General of Technical Development
called the flle without any clerk or

pos- |
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assistant putting it up. He issued
orders giving permission for diversi-
fication. How do you say that there
5 nothing wrong in this? There is
sufficient justification now for hand-
ing the matter over to a judicial
enquiry.

I do not believe they are entangling
the Minister but by their entangling
the Minister by mentioning his name,
these officers are trying to get out of
it. Therefore, to get out of the mud-
dle, I want the Minister to entrust
this to a judicial body. This is a most
important thing, and to get gut of this
muddle, the Minister, in his own
interest, has to do this. These officers
must be kept under suspension imme=
diately.

SOME HON. MEMBERS rose—
MR. SPEAKER: Order, order.

SHRI SHIVAJIRAO S. DESHMUKH
(Parbhani); Sir, I rise to a point of
order. My point of order arises out
of this. The Minister has made a
statement with reference to a Call
Attention Motion, and the hon, Mem-
ber of this House, in his right to have
a personal explanation, has challeng-
ed that statement and has said that
the statement made by the Minister
is untrue. In the circumstances. what
remains in the hands of this House
to do is to refer the entire matter to
the Privileges Committee, because a
judicial commission can only be or-
dered by the Government. If the Gov-
ernment is not prepared to have a
judicial ecommission, this House can
refer the matter to the Privileges
Committee and let the Committee go
into the matter and submit its report
to the House. (Interruption).

SHRI CHENGALRAYA NAIDU:
There is a question of privilege in-
wvolved in this. (Interruption).

SHRI F. A, AHMED: Mr. Speaker,
Sir, the main allegation is that the
photostat copy was handed over to
me and that I handed it over to my
officers and it is they who have given
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this reply. May ! tel] the hon. Mem-
ber that neither the hon. Member nor
anyone handed over the photostat
copy to me. The copy was given by
the hon. Member to the
Minister.

AN. HON. MEMBER: He said so.

SHRI F. A. AHMED: From her
office, it has gone to the CBI. It has
nothing to do sg far as my Ministry
is concerned. It has gone direct %o
the CBIL It has not come to my Min-
istry at all. On that basis, the CBI
has been making an enquiry. I have
said that the hon. Member should co-
operate with the CBI in order to place
all the material which is at his dispo-
sal before the CBI, and on the basis
of those things, the enquiry may pro-
ceed. Now, whatever action is called
for against anyone involved, that
action will be taken. That is what I
am saying. We do not want tg con-
ceal anyone. So, I would appeal te
the hon. Member that he should place
the original letter before the CBL

The only thing that strikes me is

that no one would be so foolish as to
write in a letter

Prime

saying “Give me
Rs. 4 lakhs for doing this work"”
{Interruption). No one will write like

that and say “I will take it.” (In-
terruption)

MR. SPEAKER:
Limaye.

ot 7y fmad © wem wEEw, w=E
T & 7 AT% T Tigan § 5wl aw
T qF T WL L ATG FT 979 7, IN
% # T T AT FE T TEN 247 A8
E Fif® wwdt wgrea 7 w97 w1 & fr oag
FAAT Hodrommio ¥ frarareiy 2
T drodtonrEo ¥ 1 fafimm oy =&Y
A2 wafae ol 5% T g9 T
g Agarg | AfeT § wrad avee
TH g AT AT g Forad Wiy qan
<o ofrgs Ffaer et oY we-
i faare e & a2 we frmae
FIAAT FT FeATA FT @ & A H I
SR A AATENE | g7 F oS wved
g AR E ... (TEEE) L.
1960 (ai) LS—9

Shri Madhu

SRAVANA 31,
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13 hrs.

& oroF AT afmraT Ffas F1o1-
T fro #7 wz 9T narIEE, 1960-
67 TR TETE | a8 AT RYFET 76T 31 AT
27 g drmrzzem & A & agw AT
ARATE | OF 299 1397

“RAW MATERIALS GIVEN ON
LOAN

(Partly secured by deposit of
Rs. 8,94,500) Ra. 841,625."

AT A qTF AT FAT A IHA ATIHA
F FAT WIAT 47 qg TR Avy faar 2
qMT FEET F wFrg T § fewmr w@r
3%:ﬁrra'r=lﬁ%ahﬂﬁmmalj

TAGHUAENE 7909 9T | ag
gfadr & arew, ggaa a9 faar
T §8 w9 A fzan, 8 @= faw
™

“Sales include sales of raw
materials amounting to Rs. 25,23,
585, These include sales of
imported raw '‘materials of
Rs. 16,75,752 being surplus and/
or defective,  Application for
clearance and/or permission of
Government in respect of these
sales has been made by the Com-
pany.” -

7g A1 OFeEH SIEHG afrem A F
TR W ¥ TR I 4% § &
TTYTE 9T ATEAT §

“Conditions of Actual User licences

“This licence is issued subject
to the condition that all items
of goods imported under it shall
be used only in the licence hold-
er's factory at the address shown
in the application against which
the licence is issued and for the
purpose for which the licence is
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[Shri Madhu Limaye]

issued, or may be processed in the
factory of another manufacturing
unit but no portion thereof shall
be sold to any other party or uti-
lised or permitted to be used in
any other manner. The goods so
processed in another factory shall,
however, be utilised in the manu-
facturing processes undertaken by
the licensee. The licensee shall
maintain a proper account of con-
sumption and utilisation of the
goods imported against the licence
in the prescribed manner.”

w9z Zfed —fawas s
THIHST TAT AIG ATAHA

“It has been noticed that in
some cases, the actual users divert
to other channels/uses the raw
materials or components ete.
licensed to them for use in their
factories. Attention of the actual
users is drawn to the condition
applicable to A.U. licences, to
the effect that the goods shall be
utilised in the licence holder’s
factory only for the purpose tor
which they are imported, and no
portion thereof shall be sold 1o or
permitted to be utilised by any
other party. Steps are taken to
ensure that this condition is striet-
1y complied with. If any licensee
infringes the aforesaid condition no
further assistance will be given to
him for the import of goods in
the category of actual users, with-
out prejudice to any other action
which may be taken against him
under the Imports and Exports
(Control) Act, 1947 and the
Imports (Control) Order, 1455
dated Tth December, 1955

BT AT HE1eq, § At Ay & FArAw
Tear g fr fow e Famt ¥ o
A qer T, W Ay § 9«
gteifrs saem & fiwas @idt fF
FITAT TIE T FT JoATA  FIH T
= A AR HEE 2, A€ g
SqTET, W 9EId ¥ SET IR
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e 9 faear & 7 g que # faer
2?7 A aw g fr fomdl wmEl wix
FAXST TGl F1 JATH 2, T q@ & AT~
Tg of far o3 § @t oaF fiw wET
WEITHIT & JIHAT 2 |

wega g, fFed feer faar
wH AT W I AT A ag ¥
fe #m ag 9 @@ e 2 o

o= wmEmn o, fear s so
gr A wwrr FE 4@, &few
qUE@T 94T 1,000 2§ wfoe

oI Ty HTO AT AT § a9 fTar
@, At a9 % faar o, W gEd
&9 ¥ &y 50 9@, AW Frawea 2w
OF FULT To % a9 79 § |

T ATEHAS TX A WA ¥ I
FA TR ¥ AR A, sreArafeie
# qrftwm & aw B A sw
T # g5 fraw w9 @, o1 7 mEA oW
FATT WA I w Al faw a2 d fe
o fasht @@ @1 osAer e
qEr gmT =rfEd | A oEr w1 F
T & =fza faax faaeh =@
o EITW | TR UF FWT EF aF
FaTT At wET avEne & o

g faang oz & f& war amfd
geedt & foq eeafafeso & @ 5
ST & q9 ot A 2 AFA | Afww
A o #1 safEt fae #
T

gafay  # ot wgRw 7 AT
aredl g fF @ awe A sww R
& W @ T 7 g @
FAl FET e F &7 A8 9 &, TR
TATd A& A Afed K oag 9w
wdr 3 fr it g g e 2, fow
FAXH wH W g, 9 92 § wfaw
ghm o1 owm Aifer F e
T T N A TR TAIA A
fram & gaar & &, @1 %AW
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e 2 A¥Em Wy Fow
# oot g nfed

qeRq WER, ® THET 9
foarterdt & ara Fga1 =mear g fr #9
fedfes zma & wmET FEMAT,
AAAE AEET dgd qET &, afew
T F1 ATHAT TroWodATo H Jamm,
g9 ZYH FT AT TEIHCA T &
qreg AT o7 3q fafr A wd am
F qfe F1 | T AE FEA A N
FT ATAET  TIET, ULHEH  FHS A
T8 I\ FrATdE #11 & FEA SEa
g§fF mmad @ Ffefome v
% fag dare & & A s omem
TR g8 0 ATAAT EETY #EA &
TErHEH  FUEl, Tt mETIEd
FE Fowaa A fey A
FHA T O FAR 7 oF oF AT A
# e w7

# o 5l wERT ), §E
F1 ATEAT 3T ARATE R AT Fo
dlo  WEAFT A F TNI 9T A&
faes 1 W Ffow Ag 41 7 g
mﬁrmmﬁﬁjmﬂi}-
gre @i, zer g, wwaener g, W
oF  F WA WA At atfoe s
AN LR SRR R Cio
S E A R AR A
ary A€l g | W7 Hdr mERT mR
Ay qfefmam sAsad & fAu
fAT & QATRA # WY s &9
7 &2 @ fmave & e AT
TE F PR 91, B WS AT FY
afafaai 1 99 49, W7 OF UF wHA
# agt gfe & v, AR @ A
# oy afrz §77 & A & S g,
IHT 4Tg § W ATRA  FY ) "G Y
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feeft afifs & qui feme w1 w
T H A0k 1 &TH A gem ar
gfn  mom W fE oTEE amar
# & T FWE? zm E om
AETE 1 a9 qF T ) FRAT§ |

SHRI F. A. AHMED: I have list-
ened with rapt attention to the hon.

Member for all the general wild alle-
gations which he has made.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Wild?

SHRI F. A. AHMED: Sometimes
people think of others as they them-
selves are. When I have made 2a
statement. ... {Interruption).

st wAT S TR TE A ]
oqIIH |

St wered et wgee i, &
g SETT § | (Faww)

wem wgRw: AT Ay 1 A9
R MGRT AT A1 AT W FAET
T gfa
it 7 fewd : welt S W OR §
&1 0F ar § w9 2 'wd & F -
T & g dae €
SHRI F. A. AHMED: When I
have made a statement that so far
as this particular matter is concerned,
it was not referred to me at any
stage, if the hon. Member has any

evidence, I challenge him to produce
that evidence . ... (Interruption).

it we foerd ;72 A9 & T A
T@E | WYk FETHC F U T F
& f W AATAT TR A A TE
fam | A1 sEEE § fAd dUTCEY
ElEC

mq@wﬂﬂmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ
o A AT |
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SHRI F. A. AHMED:

You said
that you doubt that.

Then, not only from what he has
read from the report of the Esti-
mates Committee but even from their
balance sheet report itself, it js evi-
dent that Messrs Asian Cables have
been selling some of the imported
articles. Therefore what the DGTD
has done is—that is my information—
that they have reported this matter
to the Controller of Imports and Ex-
ports and the matter is under inguiry.
They have reported the matter and
you cannot blame the DGTD and say
that when this matter was brought to
their notice they had not taken any
action; on the other hand, they have
said that in selling it they have not
taken permission from the DGTD.

ot 7 fomd : Tsafafwdom 1
quAE &6 A 7

SHRI F. A. AHMED: They have
not given permission for the purpose
of selling.

For the purpose of diversification
may I point out that the general
orders do not restrict it to the prio-
rity industry list at all. So far as
the first 25 per cent of the diversi-
fication is concerned, the officer can
give that permission provided for the
purpose of diversification no material
or component is imported and so on.

SHRI MADHU LIMAYE: Is poly-
thene indigenous material?

SHRI F. A. AHMED: That is with-
in the jurisdiction of the officer con-
cerned. For that purpose, they need
not refer either to the Secretary or
to me. But even then if there is any
allegation, I am prepared to look into
it.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA:
What about you?

SHRI F. A. AHMED: Even about
me, if you have any material against
me, I challenge it . . . (Interruptions)
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=y Wy fomd : 7w A1 fE

Tt wgreT frerer Anfaw @iw & o

darc & ? o wr i ¥ ¥ AgeE a8t
grgiara wg

SHRI F. A. AHMED: I have said

that. If any material about any irre-

gularity, any’ illegality, is brought to

my notice, the proper action will be
taken.

st g fomd . wensr wEEw, WY
gvq T I97 T foar 1 T Avw g
qT | FZ & AT A FF |

=t HAT ST A © T HRIEA, A
FHLEATL 21 39 F1 7 fay | F s
tfFmmdTFOA FTAAA & 1 H A
w1§ qifafess a8 2 1 =9 & WET OF
FreerhT F1 W7 fafaeer agaay, |

Y @ feg o W T ST AT

W FEC AW TR T AF AT
feorwm &1 @ @ & wivw Awa. 7
F AT FEAT T W19 39 FT A
&%, g fafaeee &, A1 &7 5 77 )
s wrer Frdrer dan €Y 2w wLfaa 2
SR A FE@ERE AT w9 A 1 A
g affr g7 =zt Ft o mar fasd
aTfaw | IFA WA AT H 4 Fr -

“My understanding with you
for Rs. 4 lakhs may be confirmed
and your side will take care of
any payment to others direct.
For my purpose, you are only to
ensure that the support of Secre-

tary and Minister is there when-
ever needed . . ."

oeTE WEYEd, WY @EAT 4% & fF
I TAAT I AT & AT B Afaer
o 5 8 @A =t | § ggmr Aut
awgar g wfe e fomd o 7 v
s wme ag #z< AW foar a7 fe ow
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& o Wt sgweefmae ofggw &
Tt § forer & s @ 6 o Sex favg
e & 1 v e s o
Fac fafaie ¥ arg ag 9 78 =i fox
T E 1 39 & FAfww srsf A F A
2 | 7g Y A1 wEe € 99 & faerw
T O FW H AE 08N T g A A A
FT TFTA W & ) A ATAT A
TS AT H F1 AT G IA F ATy
# ey fat & A A wrd A T
#1621 39 W & o Feaor
F 4 H 99 | fg1E7 TEEH 7 48
e f 3% w99 a7 fear stra @ &0
ag W@ W E oA ¥ e A
q1ga 3 #g7 6 39 7 ATHw ave 7=
1 9 T 99T a1 HIT I F HIG AA
YT FTTET 39 3 7 TE § 2O A U8
# fr FTo=ET AT F OA ¢éEH 30
AE A FEAMFEFTF AT JF
foerd F A § IOET F E

FA0 9 § A9 Y HHT H FAA
Y AT TE F T qg S SrEA -
fRdwm g @y srEAwEfE I gun
1 7 ag sEATfEEI AT e
*1 four & forg g | 7% o 97 Aif-
s FTT A SR T 2 fo #
TR shwAET A gf 2.

MR. SPEAKER: You may send it
to them, whatever material you have
got.

it wae wve e e & IR
T AY | I a1 9T 500 27 Fefw
ey wafs foamoiz 339 50 27 Y
& Y | Y AT A A § &= T
T Avg ¥ W § o fm m
(samEm) . ..

MR. SPEAKER: Ay sorts of alle-
gations are being made. As the hon.
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St ®JT A T qH FqvET ar
FT #A AfS | W T A wy R @
wel WERT F 9 WS | A w2 e
S UF ATEHTHAT F9 § 9 a8 57 0%
F9 74T & WA AT W1 weAT mEEw
08 A1 WY A W #E FAw # fom & e
T AEHA A T2AT F @ A fergema
TAfRTA T34 al #1 OF fa ¥ &
T FEAA fqEr ) GdY & i
warfa fafes & faefasr & Wy 357 18
5T A9 FAF BT WedT G WY 704 &
forr foram gom @ 1 ¥ qm ez
wR Y | T R A R,
IR THSE F FAX & AT w2t wraar
AT ¥R F F9C F FAwET F
LG AW AR AW F o A
gr | Tafy § =g fF weft wEey wo
O T H, g feler ¥ Al T
A &1 Afsfue g s g
TR g TEE Wreq § g oz
YT 9 FT O g1 9F A 47 A7 A=
wered 3w & fau sfefoes s
FA 71 W fo ofeqs oar3ew #0er
#1819 3 91 2w atw & & =g fr o
T AFTTA § I7 R Aoz w1 faqr = |
I8 HeFWl A3 fafreew ame
HAT WEIRA 8 F FT A T F Avger
mife & A e wet wEEw gro T
X IIGT STET 7 @I § ;A oo 4
feardre Trovifors g ¥ § (waw).

MR. SPEAKER: When allegations
are to be made against a Minister
there is a procedure for that . .

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 1
wrote to you a letter that [ wanted

to raise it . . .

MR. SPEAKER: Not that.
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WL &I WA azer fEe
fafrrex 5 faoms #1 =ww F
TR 41 99 & {0 0F gegar THea
¢ foaw1 % 9g g1 T a%d § dfea
W aE ¥ qg AT A9 FT
g Al 719 wiww Aifew & oA 98
QT TRl FLEHT | IW F A O AA-
g SEaR & )

SHRI F. A, AHMED: The only
thing which Mr. Gupta has said is
in reference to a letter, The genu-
ineness of the letter is also challeng-
ed. As I pointed out, there is a typed
portion and also a hand-written por-
tion, I have not been able to under-
stand why there should be a 1iype-
written as well as a hand-written
portion. In that type-written por-
tion it has been stated by the per-
son against whom the allegation has
been made that he wants Rs. 4 lakhs
and he says, ‘You look after so far
as Secretary or the Minister is con-
cerned’. I do not know how that can
be regarded as a proof that I have
taken something in this deal. I have
not been able to appreciate that. I
again challenge Mr. Gupta that if he
has any material before him, he may
place it before the C.B.I which is
making an investigation. (Interrup-
tion) Regarding the other allegations,
it he has specific allegations let him
come forward with those allegations.
What is the use of talking like this?
(Interruption).

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA: 1
have got photostat copies here.

MR. SPEAKER: We pass on to the
next item.
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13.18 hrs.

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

Annual Report of the C.S.IR. for
1967, ete.

THE MINISTER OF EDUCATION
AND YOUTH SERVICES (DR. V., K.
R. V. RAQ):

(1) (i) Apnual Report (Hindi
and English versions) of
Scientific and Industrial
Research for the year
1967 along with the
Audited Accounts for
the year 1966-67.

(ii) Annua]l Report of the
Council of Scientific and
Industrial Research for
the year 1968 along with
the Audited Accounts for
the year 1967-68.

(2) A statement showing reasons
for the delay in laying
the above papers.

[Placed in Library.
1773/69.]

See No, LT-

Review by Government on the work-
ing of the India Tourism Develop-
ment Corporation Ltd., etc.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL
AVIATION (DR. SAROJINI MAHI-
SHI): On behalf of Dr. Karan Singh,
1 beg to lay on the Table,

(1) Review by the Government
on the working of the India
Tourism Development Corpo-
poration Limited, New Delhi,
for the year 1967-68.

(2) Annual Report of the India
Tourism Development Cor-
poration Limited, New Delhi



