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LEGISLATIVE COUNCILS
POSITION) BILL

(COM-

Shri Shree Narayan Das
bhanga): 1 beg to mowve:

(Dar-

“Thal the Bill to provide for ihe
composition of the Legislative Cour-
cils of States and for matters cun-
nected therewith, be referred to @
Select Committee consisting of 16
members, namely Shri Ramchandra
Vitha] Bade, Shri C. R. Basappa,

Shri Basanta Kumar Das, Shri Gauri
Shankey Kakkar, Shri K. L. More,
Shri Shankarrae Shantaram More,
Shri V. C. Parashar, Shri Jagannath
Rao, Shri S. C. Samanta, Dr. Sarojini
Mahishi, Shri Sheo Narain, Shri-
mati Ramdulari Sinha, Shri T. H.
Sonavane, Shri Radhelal Vyas, Shri
K. K. Warior and Shri Shree
Narayan Das, with instructions to
report by the last day of the first
week of the mext Session.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member may

continue the next day.

16.33] hrs,

CALLING ATTENTION TO MATTER
OF URGENT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

INDIA's OFFER FOR TALKS WITH PAKIS-
TAN ON KuTcH BORDER AND GUBSE-
QUENT REFUSAL OF PARISTAN TO
WITHDRAW FROM HKANJARKOT

Shrimati Renn Chakravartty (Bar-
rackpore): 1 call the attention of the
Minister of External Affairs to the

*The vote of Shri Shashi Ranjan could not be recorded as his name did

not appear on the Photo-copy.
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following matter of urgent public im-
portance, and ] request him to make
a statement thereon:

“India's offer for Talks with
Pakistan on Kutch Border and
subsequent refusal o Pakistan to
withdraw from Kanjarkot.”

The Minister of External Affairs
(Shri Swaran Singh): There has been
a comparative lull on the Kutch-Sind
border for the last sixty hours except
for some desultory firing.

Yesterday, the Pakistan Government
proposed to our High Commissioner in
Karachi that there should be a cease-
fire followed by a meeting at official
level for tha restoration of the status
quo ante and thereafter, there should
be higher level talks to discuss the
buundary question. We have sent an
affirmative reply to this and suggested
that the ceasefire should take effect as
carly as possible. We are awaiting
further information from our High
Commissioner in Karachi.

The Government of India's position
has been made clear in the statements
madt by the Home Minister and the
Prime Minister in Parliament on the
12th April. We are prepared to hawve
talks with the Pakistan Government
but in any talks we shall take the firm
position thay the Kanjarkot post set up
only recently shoulq be disbanded by
Pakistan. Our point of view regarding
Kanjarkot remains unchanged.

I hope the House will appreciate
that it will not be expedient to say
much more on the subject until we
have had a further communication
from Pakistan. I shall, take the ear-
licst opportunity of making a fuller
statement before the House.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: May I
know from the hon. Minister why it is
that yesterday the authorities who
explained the Indian stand clarified
that India was not putting forward
any pre-conditions for the Indo-Pak.
talks and today we were told in the
House by our Prime Minister that the
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only condition which he insisted upon
was the vacation of Kanjarkot post has
to be acceedeq to. May I know why
our spokesman deal with such impor-
tant matters in this manner?

Shri{ Swaran Singh: The position as
stated on the floor of the House is the
correct position. I have enunciated it
again and if any spokesman at any
level has made a statement contrary
to that or the Press has misunderstood
him, we should rely upon the state-
ments that are made here.

Shrimatl Renu Chakravartty: Will
you take them to task? I am told that
even Mr. L. K. Jha has explained this,
1 would like to know if this is true. If
so will you take any steps? Thege are
delicate matters; they should not be
handled in this manner.

Shri Swaran Ingh: I agree with the
hon. Member that whoever explains it
should (ake good care to see that our
position is correctly projected
(Interruptions.)

Shri Hem Barua (Gauhatl): It
scems that Pakistan is actively follow-
ing Mao's gictum: first occupy a pic-r
of territory; then lay your claim on
the territory with al] the force at your
command. We have apprehensions
that the refusal of Pakistan to with-
draw from Kanjarkot is the gtarting
noint for g fullscale aggression against
India. In that context, may | know
particularly from the Prime Minister
—it would be better if he told us—
whether the Government have probed
into the far flung intentions of Pakis-
ian; and secondly, whether Govern.
ment are prepared to face any even-

tuality that might be launched Ly
Pakistan alone or that might be
launched jointly by Pakistan and

China?

The Prime Minister and the Minis-
ter of Atomic Energy ' (Shri Lal
Bahadur Shastri): Whatever the in-
tentions of Pakistan might be, we have
to take special care on our side and I
have no doubt that in s0 far as
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|Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri]

Kanjarkot is concerned, pur position
is irm and remains firm. In the mect-
ing which would be held we would
definitely press our point of view that
it has to be vacated. In regard to any
further eventuality—whatever might
happen; there might be a major
attack or something like that angd all
that kind of thing—certainly the coun-
try should be prepared.... (Interrup-
tioms).

Shri Hem Barua: Qur information is
that Pakistan is not ready to vacate
Kanjarkot. Are we going to have
talks with Pakistan before she vacates.

. (Interruptions.)

Mr. Speaker: Order, order. We
should proceed in an orderly manner.
Question might be put. Answers
would be given. All the others should
=it silent.

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: As I
said, whatever the eventuality, the
country should certainly be prepared
%0 face i1 and the Government will
give it the most immediate attention.

Shri Hem Barua: My question has
not been replied to. My question was
verw specifie: whether we are going
to have the talks if Pakistan does not
vacate Kanjarkot, and she does not
Prupuse to vacate  Kaunjarkot as
matters =tand today.

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: We have
not received any reply from them.
In case they take up that  attitude,
than we will decide accordingly. But
at present there is the talk, and we
have accepted it, and we have seni
our reply in the affirmative, and
we will be prepared to meet them.

ot gew w v (2a)
qETET AFET, 12 ATO™ FT T gAT
o & gt grIw H, gH W F AT F
FgT W7 {5 A AF W EATHIE ATTH ALY
¥ ¥ o w7 aw nfeeEe FaEe
T /T §ATHT ) GY T, A9 aw
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g fedft ot #wg o 39 & awem
FAF Faeadi § ) Fag o
AT g R @ yue gt o ag qan
ft gt fs g @ aw ¥ fag
TG AT AU E AT FATHR § @A
o oifFeamr & wow § }, g A ot
qfw feaft E—feat yfr oz gw &
Fa far gam 2

sft W agE wed A Foag A
FE 1 ) W1 7 ww ot gl ag
wi ¥ f5 s et gmr afeo
M A e § Fom AL, aw I
T X g AE § WY @A, I9 61
FFT AT TH 9T A F | A
& are § ¥ & 3 far oy wr ar fr wore
qratd g, a1 gw 39 0 ¥9 A9 a0
R wtr wEA |

ot g9 W wgAT : v faw U
welt ot ¥ F77 97 F o= A% fEer
FACHIZ ® AIAT I FOW, T T
TW 99 § AT AE w40 0

ot | wpTgT et oA AR

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: That
is not what he said. He said we are
not prepared o talk unless Kajarkot
is vacted. That is the point.

Shri Hem Baru: Xanjarkot should
be vacated, and Pakistan does not
propose to vacate it, as it is. (Inter-
ruption).

Shri Surendranath Dwivedy (Ken-
drapore): There is a definite change
in the attitude.

Y G WX wHATT : Weqe qEIey,
oz Wy 39 far ¥ s 7 o,
&Y W w AT g v 6 T w9
oY F 716 Wi # g w71 o7 i aw aw
U A% W TR B JOa=rT qE I
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WV AT  TH a ¥ w1 A
s | " e g e, fafre
ME F) IT ¥ LT Y T B
W1 39 ¥ FAE &, WAL AAAT qEE
AW H ORI UE UF FC X 9 |
a1 A1 7Y g wifgn 6 A= e
a7 T gt AT ST A = A

ot R W FYATT : qT I F
IAT AR AT R

e WERd : TerT W g |

oft R W FEATT : WA AT,
AT g1 &7 ag o £ fF saee
# faeer onfrer wfeear & vt 37 ¢,
w39 w1 wara @ foar mar
qaTT wdT off § 39 fem g IWH
Feam a7 i 1@ % i O TR
Tt A FT AT, ATAT FH IW A
FAST AR FGT, I A FWHANH
A 7@t faar &

W W : T fafae ATew 1
FHA F A o ?

The Minister of Home Affalrs (Shri
Nanda): This question arose the
other day and I gave very definite
information that they hold {wo-posts
—standing posts—one being Kanjar-
kot and the other is what they ecall
Ding, 1,300 yards and 2,000 yards and
2,000 yards. These are the two points.
There is no question of any area
where they have occupied and where
they have got their forces ranged to-
wards the whole area. That {s not
s0.

oY gew ww wgwTa ¢ quTy gefr
St ¥ 9t ag w7 @1 fir o o arfeeT
FAHE #1 Gl T oM, aw %
T 39 § Iy T8 78, 39 &1 I
aff mar ¢
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ww WA A AR A
Tk R ¥ T A7 Fewe (e
W I9 ¥ A AT WAV, AL WY HA
foar | o= W W dT AT
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ot g W €Y T HAT AT

¥ 12 arra 1 /TF %7 97§ ow aw
affe wwetz AT A w4,
T¥ T FH I9 § qEET AEY w4 )
AW T AT & IH far @

WOIW WEWW :  ArAtg ATeq
w7 d5 I |

oft gew wrr wwETw ;X g & wfy
T & FOU &5 AT #, Afew w4
Sw T IO fewmar amy

ST AEN ;T AT ST AR R |
HAAIG §%%g 9T 43 4 |

Shri D. C. Sharma (Gurdaspur):
From the statement made by the hon.
Minister of External Affairs I find
that desultory firng is going on. 1
also find that they have occupied
Kanjarkot and also Ding. Now, I do
not understand how our talks are go-
ing to materialise, because, to me it
seems that we are confronted with
the same situation as we have in the
Ladakh area. They have military
posts and we say we shall talk to
them only if they vacate the milltary
posts. But they do not vacate and
they do not accept the Colombo pro-
posals. I do not understand how we
are going to get thesc things vacated
--Kanjarkot and Ding—and how we
are going 1o stop the desultery firing
which may flare up into active firing
any time., I want tg know from the
Minister of Externa] Affairs how
these two positions are going o be
reconciled and how these talks which
they are going to have are going to
materialse.

Shri Swaran Singh: The hon. mem-

ber has expressed doubts as to whe-
ther thesg talks will take place and if
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[Shri Swaran Singh)

they take place, whether what we are
trying to achieve will be achieved or
not. I share his doubt. At the
moment, there was a proposal to which
we have sent a reply. There is no
further reply from Pakistan. I would
not like to anticipate what is going to
happen or what we should do. At any
rate, I would appeal to hon. members
that whey, negotiationg are going on, I
should not be asked to state publicly
a;z to what should be our attitude in
the negotiations.

it R W WYY : Ers WEEY,
Hr srereat &1 qare § | wgAr g
g fe 12 arQw *t sary welr ot 7
A6 WeRl § v ar W g W ag
sTeaTea fear ot f o 0% g9 Fae
T EATHT AT AL FET AY, A qF
gw fet 1 Fma o o G4
s | o wae welr ot v § fw
RS9 A AT FOT WX IW H W
st | Awgnmagmg fr
SE well A A T Or S 7= famm v
o\ w1 ag A1 AT Fg @ & 99 At
e F g g frag e et
¥ firt wrvaren € f @9 a% aifeer
EATL NETH B WTEAT AGH HC &, O
TF 79 I9 § TEHEE g waE

WO WEG : qg SEedr &
SV A § | ST W 5 Ag G 8,
o % & ficdw 2 &%

Y R wR AT T T HAT
o ¥ 3w faw ag T A W 9 e
gW afeET & a9 a% e gy
w4, a9 o f6 gn 9@ oy W@
oW oA ?

WWW WY ¢ 9T AT s
i ad )
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Shri Surendranath Dwivedy: This
needs clarification, because a wrong
impression will be created outside that
there is a shift in our position. On
that day he deflnitely saig that we will
not have any talks with Pakistan un-
less Kanjarkot was vacated.

Shri Ranga (Chittoor): The Exter-
nal Affairs Minister has appealed to
all of us that we should not embarrass
him by making him say things which
he might afterwards think he should
not have said. The same thing applies
to them also. Sometime ago, the
Prime Minister was good enough 1o
call the leaders of various groups into
a conference and suggested that we
should try to cooperate with him. We
have been trying to do that. From
what hag been said repeatedly by
some of the members on this side, it
is clear that there seems to be some
clear shift—how far, it is for him to
decide and for you also to observe.
He said, without their vacating Kan-
jarkot there would not be any talks.
Now they have agreed to these talks
without any such pre-condition at all.
It is very unfortunate that they should
have chosen to take this new stand,
while appealing to us for cooperation,
without sending for us, taking counsel
with us and giving us an opportunity
of knowing their mind in a manner
which would not be prejudicial to the
national interests,

Shri 8, M. Banerjee (Kanpur): My
point of order is this. All these ques-
tions put by Mr. Kachhavaiya and
others arose from the reply given by
the Prime Minister when he said, in
reply to a specific question, that we
are not going to have any negotiations
with Pakistan unless Kanjarkot is
vacated. Today all these questions
are being put on the basis of that ans-
wer given by the Prime Minister. Is
it open to the Minister of External
Affairs to say that we are having
negotiations, it is a very delicate mat-
ter and we should not put him in an
embarrassing position? I want your
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clear rulivg on this point. We want a
clear assurance that we will not nego-
tiate with Pakistan unless Kanjarkot is
vacated. That assurance has colne
from the Prime Minister. Why should
the External Affairs Minister try to
hush up the matter? Let the Prime
Minister, Sir, answer it.

. Shri Lal Bahadur Shastrl: What I said
was this, So far as Kanjarkot is con-
cerned. it is our firm intention that
their standing posts will not be allow-
ed to continue there. We stick to that
position. | have said that we stick to
that position and we will stick to it,
Of course, for removing it, we shall
take appropriate action after talking
due account of the time factor and
other circumstances. In the mesn-
time if there are any talks and there
Is any guggestion that we should desist
fram such a course, then we shall
make it a condition that Kanjarkot
should be vacated. Otherwise talks
cannot proceed. I have made it quite
ciear that in the mcanwhile if talks
are held we will pres our point of
view that Kanjarkot has to be vacated.
Bhri Hari Vishnu KEamath (Hos-
hangabad): And, you will break off.
‘Shri Lal Bahadur Shastrl: And
break off talks later on as soon as we
find in the discussicns that they are
not prepared to accept it. This is our
position. 1 would -equest the House
1o consider this. After all, we should
not refuse to talk to them if they want
to, but in the talks we have to refer

to the stand which we have taken
(Interruptions).

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

Sbri Alvares (Panjim): Will they
take appropriate steps to recover
Kanjarkot?

Mr. Speaker: Order, order.

o gwew fg (aR) ;W

T o dwe § g w K uw w1 oy W
qMG ...

St R WX WEA : g7 ¥ Arfr
B T amwet et 8 1 AW ww
Afrd i amsA Aag §

CHAITRA 25, 1887 (SAKA)

Pakistan on Kutch o606

border (C.A.)

WO W AT AT HC
WE T A e g .
gerdf afgm AW 21 A
AT FT T HqeE § 7

oft g W wEET Y AT
ar |

oft gworw foy : & o7 T a@T— g
AR A W e rm g F g ma @
Le i A

W WET Al AT E
Ear o @ W dwe dooew oaff
b ag i wmw A e & ok daen
Z1 oWww w1 § grw w9 W
Q@ g o o e & A §
LR LGS L A
T |
sft qgwerw fox ¢ WO W AT
L
R wEN: T WTT W W AT
LR R R LR Gl
Shri P. R. Chakraverti (Dhasnbad):
Sir, in the face of the deepening
crisis created by the provocations of
Pakistan on different frontiers of
India, will the Government set all our
misgivings and doubts at case by
affirming strongly that Government
will face the situation with firmness

and strength as is expected of an in-
dependent nation?

Shrl Swaran Singh: Yes Sir.

ot T ¥ww oaw (arwEey)
aifeeara 1 ag sgav § s ag faer w4
w07 | Avg # ATy w AT
fag &1 a%T T F @A TaAR
qufaer wfw dmw g mew g
TA R A AT ETA T Ay
wATT HTA Gl F 0% FEATE s aT-
F1Z TTFH HTE IAATT 101 AXYAT 747
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[fr 71er i T
FXT | Y 7T | A7 AT AANT FIA W feww qzmo®  (gewgT) o

71 faota |wre & forort &, 39 14T
T WTATT AT EMT Y

st o agrge e gz i nw
WHAT & | AT RAFE F AL H TS
I AR E AL A § A 5w
A wA R e 3w oW oeR R, T A
T AR & | TW A IFI A ATELH
far &, 2t Arq carzrzm f2r &
IEET FH F omw™aTT 0T Eh 0
¥ F1 FIAT & A7 AT gLTAT §, T@ATE,
g TRAT § ag 4 A1 A & A fy
& AT =8

ot T e oW qrfeeTe A
ars 77 fzar & f ag SovF= ®1 @
Tg wom | oFr frafy & a1
war omd # 7

oft wre wprge wedt : dmrEw A
T O AW gETY O s A A
IW ATE T e g A g

st TR e aTew A Ay
w1 wETA g § 7

Mr. Speaker:
yak.

Shri Kishen Pattna-

Bhrl Priva Gupta (Katihar): Write
to them and get the answer.

Mr. Speaker: [ have never called
Shri Priya Gupta. Unless he is cal-
led, he should not put any question.

Shri Priya Gupta: The only reply
is “yes” or “no’. 1 do not under-
stand this policy.

Mr. Speaker; Similar is my condi-
tion. I cannot understand his
interruptions.

=% #1 W7 §w w7 fggemr
AT F qeEAr &FTy v T
a7 AT fer @ fafed
TR ar e g 0 7 A Ee
A amg & W fre g & wwr fa-
it & saw 0 qifEET B §IETT
oIS FIAT Y

Shri Swaran Singh: I have not

followed the question.

WEqH WERA : qifdvATy /I A
gardr feat  fafasY meemmsea 07
vaTr fear & war ! Gar S A gl
frat g @ R 97 o mAea fem
m & 7

Shri Swaram Singh: This gquestion
does not arise out of this at all.

W AR S AT § mATe
feor &0

off ferm wAmw oS E© AR
9 FT FqTT 2 AFA E |

Shri Swaran Singh: They have
been mentioning in the course of
their talks that there have been mili-
tary movements and they deseribe
them as aggressive postures by India.
But we have firmly rejected them. It
is our territory and it is for us to
decide about the movement of troops.

ot femm qZATOE ¢ TH ¥ AW
Pt & g wfwwT A fmr g
w & g § gy & AT SmEA
g1

oft Tm Aww qrw: w7 T R
ATET @ @Y WA wel AT &1 8ET
Wh‘l’ﬂfﬁ | FATH AT IAL XA
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AFTAVE | FAMATE & | B
@ & o & art HoaTra e 2 ?
waaT<l & A7 98 19 odr ¥ ) o
Fert wfawe a NrFgrd W AT TAT
arar =Jfgd

W wEE o TE F osE & fw
FETMEIFF At AR TR wHEA
L -1 - A

WY feqs gzamE : 7 w7 &
arE F T oA S grasAr Y

ot s el (fasEte) ¢
A7 GIFTL F1 WTEA & % 97 7% 91
fasg Agasa a1 9w F@Aw
aifaarie wYT 3w 7 3% 78 aaaE
25 AMALY, 1965 ®7 I7 31 Afeal 7
fam &t agt w=f & ofewrfig s
T8 T 9 W7 WTTA IR 3 49T
A FT UF aAg g @ ofEme
1 HIT AW FT G AFGH  H ATARILL
& 1 & qTETT ¥ qg ATAAT ATEAT
g & wadt wasy foafe €0 & O
qT 7% FRIET FA AG A wHA
IF K FT AT FT F w4 AT IR
J 9T ¥ Fome gy w1 waAr w1 ol
O oAl €Y 3w &y g A I aw
oY Ty g fe aifeerd dame o
AATY 97 ¥ qge wiuw 7w , A7
I® & grar wrwne fd s vy dofea
¥ @1 # | oA feafa & W aoeT
1 I § TS FAT FE AR
Sfea g 7wl Y swra wat w
9 a9 ¥ oo WraT A Fgd & e o
TF qifeeTr w1 arfem A A 8
oY arary feafa A gy I §, aw aw
WTTA qIffeAT A aTA w7 w1 A
;e

Shri Swaran Singh: I have already
said that there was a clear proposal
on certain matters to which we have

CHAITRA 25. 1887 (SAKA)
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sent a reply. I would appeal to the
hon, Member that unless there is a
reply to that, we should not take any
other step.

st weTIWTe Srest ;o He aTe st
2 Wy sfrmrar i g ! A A
9t Ty fror wat A w1 qewy fad

WO WERY @ g7 A A IR
i

oY gern wre et FiwR g
T * TE R

WWW WERT : 3ET W 2 TR ¥
o7 w7 T & % 37 )y gw 7 A o
o7 odT 9T JETE 0T AT & AT
TEAAM AT AT EAED . .

ot e et ;e g
aga ooz 9r 1 W & fa wfus sammal
Y e AR § | FHOCL G AR AATH
Tarswiwofmraffaos w
e § 1 T A ww e fede
fafarae ®1 aw7 &Y Znit | T0 FgE &
7z o1 grm fE afeE= & T o\
TATT TET A A wiw A {47 AT
Wt v agarsnw #y fafa 5 3
it feafa & &7 wroA awee g3 d
qrfeeTa @ TraE &7a7 e qRAT
gamr? WMy o g 79 77
qreTT &7 ¥q1 wfafear d ¢
The Minister of Defence (Shri Y.

B. Chavan): It will be absolutely
against the public interest to disclose
what the Chief of Army Staflf report-
ed to me, Naturally we try to get in
touch with what is happening on the
other side. These are  operational
matters., Certainly, 1 can assure the
hon. House that, as far gs the army

is concerned, it is in a fit condition v
face any situstion that arises.

st seTTee WreRt o ®
g & @ arwrdt T @Y owx K
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18 hrs.

Shri Harl Vishnu Eamath: May I
reming the External Affairg Minister
of the manner in which he tried to
play down or slow-pedal the blatant
fact of Pakistani angression when he
made a statement on the 3rd March in
this House saying that there was no
octupation of any territory, there was
only intrusion; whereas a Government
spokesmap only last Saturday, giving
a resume of the events in this particu-
lar region, said that by the 3rd of
March Pakistan bag established its
standing post already in Kanjarkot; if
60, whether the Government gpokes-
man was authorised by him or whether
he made a wrong slatement on the 3rd
March to mislead the House and to
lul] the people into complacency? Toi-
day, in view of the Government's past
performance on China, {s the Prirue
Minister in a position to firmly and
categorically assure the House that if
in the course of talhs Fakislan does
not agree to vacate Kanjarkot, other
measures including military will be
taken to expel Pakistan from Ilanjar-
kot and get the aggression vacated?

Mr. Speaker: Why should the House
insist on this that if this happens, this
is not to be done? At this moment it
is not a good policy.

Shrj Hari Vishnu Kamath: We have
learnt from previous experience,

Shri Swaran Singh: It is not cor-
rect to say that 1 played down any
statement, 1 gave a factual statement
and 1 stand by every word of that
statement. 'That statement is correct
and 1 would refer to the relevant part
of that statement. If there is any
statement to the contrary made by any
person, that statement should not be
accepted and the statement that 1
made is the correct statement.

1 would also appeui 10 the hon. Mein-
ber that in these matters we }.'.hou\d
also keep our own interest in view.

APRIL 15, 1965
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To refresh the memory of Shri
Kamath, I would refer him to para-
graph 5 of my statcment that I mude
that day in which 1 quoted a note of
the Pakistan Government. That note
is dated the 1st March and I have
quoted that in thai statemeni. In that
note the Pakistan Government had
mentioned that whiie Kanjarkol is be-
ing patrolled by the Pakistan Hangers
the old fort in the area has not been
occupied by Pakistan iorces. That
was their clear statement in that note
which Pakistan had riven to uz and
which is dated the 1st March. We do
not accept that, but that is a statement
which is contrary to what you new
say that their post was already there.
That is not even Pakistin's case. 5o,
1 would request tnat we should not
press a case which is not even the
Pakistan case ang i+ will bu very
wrong for any hon. Membc twe ...

Shri Hem Barua: Pakistan intruded
into Kanjarkot on the 2nd Feoruary
and this is on'the files of the External
Affairs Minlstry. The Home Minisier
knew it. But, unfortunately, they Jid
not inform the Defence Minister.

Shrl Swaran Singh: In these matters
if there is evidence of that type which
really clinches the ssue and conclu-
sively establishes the fact that there
was no Pakistani post. 1 would appeal
to the hon, Member not to demolish a
case which, even according to Pakis-
tan's admission, is there. It 1s not
correct always to put it in a form
which is absolutely incorTect.

About the second issue, the pusi-
lion has been clearly stated that we
are taking every necessary step.
After the statemeny made by the
Defence Minister, there should be
reassurance in the House and in the
country about the steps that are
taken. You should not really try to
belittle the efforts that are being
made. It is very wrong. It is not In
our interest to adopt thap posture.
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Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: On a
point of order, Sir. I am constrain-
ed to ask you whether you have
ruled out. as you appeared to be
inclined to' do so, the second
part of my question because 1]
do remember, the House remem-
bers, the country remembers—it 15 a
bitter memory—that when tha late
Prime Minister gave an  assurance
that aggression will be wvacated, they
climbed down from day to day, from
month to month, until finally the
stand of November 1982, has been
further watered down. Therefore I
want an assurance. I do not say Lhat
they take military measures straight-
away. Even Prime Minister Nehru
said once regarding Pakistan in the
east, in Bengal, that if certain steps
failed, other measures would be con-
sidered. I do not want anything but
that assurance today. If Pakistan
does not agree to vacale Kanjarkot,
whal are we going to do? Does the
Coowvernment assure the House that
all other measure. . . .

Mr. Speaker: Should that be an-
nounced at this moment?

Shri Harl Vishnu EKamath: Because
we know Pakistan, we know China
very well. They may not know.
You know Pakistan. And whay has
happened in the past? What wrong
is there in asking the Government to
give an assurance to the nation, to
Parliament and to the nation? Let
them say that they will take other
measures.

Mr. Speaker: What they have to
say, they are saying. 1 am allowing
every question {o be answered.

Shri Hari Vishno Kamath: Ilave
you disallowed this part of the gues-
tion?

Mr. Speaker: As regards the ques-
tion he put, I got the answer. (In-
terruption) Order, order. [ am not
concerned with what had been said
at that time. I am not to comment
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on it. T have only to get the answer
to the question that is put.

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: The
question that I put?

Bhri Lal Bahadur Shastrl: Bir, we
know our duty and we have full rea-
‘isation of our responsibility. . . .

Shri Harl Vishnou Kamath: What
happened in NEFA?

Shri Lal Bahadur BShastri:...and
there is no doubt thag we will dis-
charge our responsibilities 1o the
fullest extent and to the fullest mea-
sure possible.

8hri Harl Vishnu Kamath: That is
only words, words, words!

WMo W wAge wfpar  (wlan-
TE) : ¥ af A1 a6 9@ faEr

wgar § WY ftw W W sew
TARIAM I A TWE YA ¥y
g

WO WERT 1 ag 37 67 e d
OTT WA 4T A A | TR A AT e
o gemr Of |

Wo TR AT Wy + F ara ¥
T EE ) TZ AE TR §e s
o1 7, W R g% aE g
q® @ ag e & fe da fr s
wef wmEw wER & fr afeem A g9
ad wgr & fe @ S aeh w5
ar 7@ #41 | @ @ R4 S AT
3 qifie & w7 femn & fir oy worcene
QT FTATRA 7 W O AT R, W v
o €

Mr. Speaker: I did not allow his
question. His name i3 not there.

e YW AT g quE 5
Armasz @



9615 Talks with APRIL 15, 1965  Pakistan on Kutch 9616
border (C.A,)
WeIH R ¢ A |
R Wy p— 97 FAA ST IR A 15 aE &1
o H

|7 |

W WEWT : wE g6 T dE
afanr o7 1 gavar waw § )

st geurw fey (Fvmm) @ ofe-
W wteaeh g s AT @
t fF s ofeeam &1 gereT
ot fegem @ @ 97 guen T o
fegmam 7 wiffeem 1 1§ &% awans
T AFT A B [FAA AT 7AW
1T @ Wyt § |weAn, W ogEra
a1 ¥ g wq g, e oA fRde,
FARAGTIRE | A AFCATAS
oFTES § w0 & 3w A A fear @
Wi aex sirdftfaaa fare F & fadr
wETT A wn fRar & ) e AR
o1 B @ & 39 & gETad & gOeTC A
w1 w29 517 §, W< Frw a3g o aeaTe
39 F1 S gETAAY | ¥ AHER F 9
®TE QAT § I FT BT A AS gy
¥ fay ?

Shri Swaran Singh: About the fir:t

part, the Home Minister had stated
on the last occasion that the other
countries were being informed. That
has been done. Also, the Security

Council was informed. So, we have
tried to kecp the countries informed

about the true facts of the situation.

About the second part, that has al-
ready been replied to by the Prime
Minister,

Shri Priya Gupta: Does the Prime

Minister include us also in that “we

are responsible”? Does the Prime
Minister mean that we are not in-
cluded in the word “we"?
oft wfere o dow  (vr)
3 =T Y WAz 97 0w WY arfee-
i & @t o Ty frwr e femy

TE | w4 9 ATE &1 Il A AT
fem ofemma fafaedr 371 awen w10
F ) A T AT A% FA FAGIZ H
A qff A A ¥ 7 o oA
qHA U A 5 AF KA IF e A%
FATL 9 @Y F AT ST 417 FH A
® Frart Wi Al oA 7

st wd Fag: A 9 Adi d0
9% faeye mAa a@ & & wwan g
o'z gA 7 g fam ot w1 @1, s @ gardy
A W% 38 0% gET w= AT
arey fafaret & @2 w71 ¢ fF gw 38
gifga #3471 @ & 99 w®F 1 @
Ty g

oft wiwre |Te qTa : ww oy
Qomag M A R} I3 oWN
as W qw sl !

ot ww Ty : o1 a0 AT
e AdT Y, I WX A wEr )
THd A § o 15 arf@ IR
Faat |

werw HERW ;) o feg W
¥ qemor ur Afe ag 92 A€

ot wow few o awt o g
R aIE A fqw At ww Oy
fasmmez wt g€ dY o

weow wEed o & oag s
Sga1 A g GEOS T 0

=t arerw Fe: 1 2 avdrer WY o
a%TET § WaT HdY A ¥ oue Wy
¥ wavw § 7% ¥ 4f5 3@ g
" wewr ot fegr fe ® X dar Af e ar
at 7w ¥ 1§ WY o Frad A
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i & fedl F 9% W W & ATy
uf A7 qAT 9gm g, W% fee &
WAl FATE w2 A e
W@ aF FACHIZ F1 I § gAT
aes gUE K f& 3w wr = a9
£ agi A} A & 1 1y 3w § e sm A
R F g0 woe aww, wo 9T aw,
aw wTEY F QU F K G U FHATE
F | g dw Fgre w8 T
g1t &, o7 F1 a2 7T A I FE) A
L
v £ a7 F BT AT A4 )

"d gad gy oF grir iR saTwE
et o oy, &% gw A @ & fag
far 7% & "

g fr & s faur a1 ¥ -
M AW gaaT & w @ ag wd
frear @ fF g0 a3 s34 F1 T 21
T W T A A % AR 9§
wgr fs Foawe @l 78, WK
39 % @1q qg Wi @ ¥, 99
ara A8 & | = ag wd freear @
ar 7g w4 frreran @ f ofy ag Fome
HT WIS T Y AGIT A GU A FH AF
oF TeE T, # A ag o
mgar §

sft sy g el e & R
w1 # ag1 @1 4 faegw fd H o
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2, o o w1 w g o T frea
afar  fam @ & o1 & & @ wwran)
ga ¥ ot ag g7 mar § i e o A
vt & @ @ 7 ag v gt fe
Fararz ardll fear amg 1 gw ag ol
T @ g A W SR A
aftagmgtfvgzaad,
art ot qF frafy oY, oY qzh i gea
4t, g W1 o A1 g S gy F
T OHTT AEAE | A FE & A
ag = Y feafy @ @1 #2374 | oW,
TZ UF T3 § fr tTzwm WY iwNC ),
W1 gt feafa 4t 3@ 07 ag a0 g,
o7 39 9T T 7 w0 & fag A
g 1 f5T gw w1 avaea w01 7 w0
T a%a ¥ | IW aad oW
T §1e &, ar AEY g ¢, ag Ay e
TG W Iq F GEe A g
a1 gf  w wwATs woh §, T oEw
IR § I9 F1 AT AT A IR
T

Mr. Speaker: The” House will now
stand adjourned and meet again at
11 a.M. on Monday, the 18th April,
1965.

1813 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned #ill
Eleven of the Clock on Monday, April
19, 1965/Chaitra 29, 1887 (Saka).

GMGIPND—RS—261 (Ai) LS—25-5- 65—970.



