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took exception to it. What else is
happening in this country? Coming to
the ordinary people themselves, the
burden of excise duties has been
raised in the last ten years, as much
as eignt times and yet they say: we
are helping the ordinary people. If
they are doing so, it ought to be in
this way. that when the burden of
taxation and excise duties would
generally fall upon tne ordinary
masses and it had risen eight times,
their standard of living rises at least
four times, if not eight times. Has it
risen? Is it not a fact that wherever
¥ou go, vou come across millions and
millions of people who say that their
standard of living has not risen at all.
The pensioners are obliged o com-
plain; their own Central Government
employees are obliged to complain and
cven the pazetted officers are obliged
to complain beeause the inflation that
has come in the wake of their plan
expenditure and taxation has been
eating into the incomes of our people,
into the public revenues; so much so
cven  the middle-class  people  are
being crushed down by these burdens
and they are made to feel terribly
unhappy. If that is the position in
regard to middle-classes, one can only
imagine what must be the real condi-
tion  of the masses, the working
classes, the peasants and all the other
people who are obliged to depend
upon their own income, such as the
self-employed people.

Now, Sir, the excise duties tnat
our ordinary people are paying
amount to 87 crores; that covers the
whole of our expenditure on decfence,
Rs. T48 crores, leaving an excess of
Rs. 79 crores. That nearly covers the
1otal amount of money that this Gov-
ernment  is spending on its own
administration, Rs. 91 crores. There-
fore, I charge this Government of
impoverishing tne ordinary masses,
the poorest of the poor in this country.
Instead of raising their standard of
living it is bringing down their
standargd of living and it is mintaining
its defence forces as well as its
administration from taxes Imposed on
the slender, weakened, and debilitated
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shoulders and bones of the ordnary
masses of this country. In these
circumstances, I do not see any reason
why we should give any kind of
support to its Finance Bill and the
Budget proposals.
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In econelusion, I wish to say that
our Party standg nere and also in the
country as a parliamentary demo-
cratic opposition to this Government
and the ruling party behind it and
it is our bounden duty to go on
exposing its failures and lay bare its
professions of socialism and say to
the people again and again in this
Parliament as well as outside that this
Government is not really socialist; it
is not Gandhian; it Is not the people’s
Government but it is a Government
which stands only for more and more
power for itself and its services and
for wasting the resources of our
people, impoverishing the country as
well as bringing our country to the
brink of financial as well as social
run.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee rose—
Mr. Speaker: | am calling the Prime

Minister now tp make a gtatement. I
will call him afterwards.

Shri Priya Gupta (Katihar): We
are to hear the surrender of Rann
of Kutch.

Mr. Speaker:
Prime Minister.

QOrder, order. The

17.57 hrs.

STATEMENT RE. SiTUATION ON
KUTCH-SIND BORDER

The Prime Minisier and Minister of
Atomic Energy (S8hri Lal Bahadur
Shastrl): A few days ago I had
refered to the initiative which the
British Prime Minister, Mr. Harold
Wilson, had iaken to bring about a
peaceful settlement of the Kutch-
Sind boundary. The  main new
development which has taken place
is that late last night we received
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[Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri]

from the British High Commissioner
{further details of the British pro-
posals. They were communicated to
the Government of Pakistan also
yesterday. No proposals in this respect
have been made by Lord Mountbatten,
who hag come to India for an entirely
different purpose.

We are examining these sugyestions
in the light of the basic principles
which I have already placed before
this House. As I had said earlier,
while this process of consultations
through diplomatic channels is still
in progress, it would not be appro-
priate for me to make any public
statement about the details of these
proposals. It is essential that Pakistan
ghould refrain from the use and
threat of force and withdraw its
forces from positiong which they did
not occupy before. For a number of
days there nas been a lull in fighting.
While the efforts for a peaceful
settlement are being made our Armed
Forces will do nothing to aggravate
the situation unless there is any pro-
vocation from the other side.

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath (Hosh-
angabad): Sir, on a point of clarifi-
cation.

Shri Nath Pail
snould allow
Sir.

{Rajapur): You
one or two gquestions,

Shri Harl Vishnu Kamath: We gave
calling attention notices this morning,
but you have rejected them.

Shri Ramga (Chittoor): Would the
Prime Minister be good enough to
explain in what way the con-
clusions that he has reached differ
from what is known as cease-fire? We
would like to know it because I do
not know the full significance of the
last sentence that he has uttered
here.

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: Cease-
fire will mean & regular declaration
of cease-fire. As I have stated, there
will be no cease-fire unless the
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principle of restoration of the status
quo ante is also agreed to. What I
have said at the end of my statement
is that there ig a lull, but still, shell-
ing sometimes goes on. One does not
know; it mignt develop intg a fight,
but just at present it is something of
a kind of lull.

Shri H. N. Mukerjee (Calcutta
Central): Have we, therefore, in
point of fact, ceased fire from our
side, depending upon the good offices
offered by the United Kingdom to be
likely to be successful? Unless we can
make up our mind about whatever
the termg have been offered by the
United Kingdom being in conlormity
with the statement made by the
Prime Minister in this House before,
there should pot be a statement of the
Prime Minister to this House that at

the present moment we on our part
have already, in practical terms,
started practising cease-firg while

hoping for the best. Is that the posi-
tion, for in that case, it would be
going against the kind of assurance
which tne Prime Minister hag given
to the country.

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: No, Sir,
As I said, it was suggested that there
should be ag far as possible no fight-
ing—I mean, that there should be a
lull, As far as I know, though
Pakistan sometimes do shelling no
doubt, but there has been not any bhig
offensive from that side. Of course,
we have alsp not retaliated. This s
the position.

Shri Harish Chandra Mathur
(Jalore). May we ask a question?

Several Hom. Members rose—

Mr. peaker: One by one. I cannot
allow all Members. I can allow a
Member or two. Not all.

Shri Harl Vishau Kamath: Is it a
tact that in 1960, when Shri Jawahar-
lal Nehru was the Prime Minister, a
Minister-level conference was held in
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January 1860, where the Indian
delegation was led by the present
Minister of External Affairs, Shri
Swaran Singh, and at the conclusion
of that conference a communique was
issued which stated inter alia that
both countries agreed to collect
further data in respect of the dispute
regarding the Kutch-Sind boundary
and, that discussions would be Theld
later with a view, to arriving at a
settlement of the dispute? I am  only
reading from the External Affairs
Ministry's document. If so, 1 would
like to know whether talk; were held
subsequently about the so-called
dispute. Do Government agree there
was a dispute at that time? I would
like to know whether the Prime Min-
ister was aware of this communigue
and this document, this so-called
dispute at the time he made the
statement on Kutch in March o a
little later this year?

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: Yes, Sir,
what the hon. Member hus stated is
entirely correct. This was exactly said
in so many words by the Foreign
Minister when he made the state-
ment on April 8th. He has mentioned
about this in that statement, But
what I have said is, whatever the
differences, the differences concern the
boundary line. We do not accept that
tnere is any kind of territorial dispute.
But in regard to the boundary linc,
of course, this matter could be dis-
cussed; we cap meet and talk about
it.

Shri Harish Chandra Mathur: There
is a news item just appeared from
London to say that Pakistan and India
have agreeq to a cease fire and the
Prime Minister of UK. will make a
statement in the House of Commons
tonight. May 1 know what truth is
there in this statement and what s
meant by the hon. Prime Minister
when he says that “until and unless
there is provocation....". There is
already provocation, The very fact

that that Pakistan is occupyin a
part of our territory is iuelf a
provocation. Do we mean to say that

we are not going to drive them out?
The provocation is already there.
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Shri Lal Bahadur Shastrl: So fa5 &
provocation ig concerned, it is meral,
a question of time. There is no doubt
about it that we take every action
possible tg drive them out. There is
no doubt about it.

it vy foed (47T) : wEw §
A1 F T qEF FgT AT AT, WA T FqT
far | oo wErE, €W T ¥ U
7 7 I aTE A ey | ag feeeft
W W T oaE g )

WO WEYET ¢ ¥AT IF KT KA
FT wT g |

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: In so far
as agreement between Pakistan and
India in regard to cease-fire is con-
cerned, it is absolutely wrong. We
have arrived at no such agrecment

oft 7y famd ;=T # A WA
frar &

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastrl: I might
also add that in fact there was a for-
mal proposal by the UK. Prime Min-
ister that there should be a cease-fire
for one week. That formal proposal
had come to us and we had rejecled
it. We nad rejected it outright (In-
terruptions) .

Mr. Speaker: I have already said
that unless I call an hon. Member he
should not speak.

Shri Priya Gupta (Katihar): Then
how am 1 to catch your eye. Sir?

He should reman

Mr. Speaker:
silent,

Shri Vidya Charan Shukla (Maha-
samund): ls it a fact that the UK.
Prime Minister desired that there
should be a lull in fighting unless
there is o fresh case of provocation or
aggression; if so, will the Prime Min-
ister make it clear whether we have
accepted this suggestion of the British
Prime Minister?
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Shri Lal Bahadur Shasirl: It was
suggested by him. It is quite true. But
we did feel that during this time
when the talks are going on if Pakis-
tan will also not try to aggravate the
situation we will also not do so.

Some han. Members rose—

Mr. Speaker: I will call anly one
hon, Member from each group,

ot gww @ wgTm (Fare)

ey WERA, W &) g9g 69 §6%
waEdt &1 qfea @I oF A%
fear mam & forg & wes< fomr, Fawie,
FET 9, famdiz, 9@z, +09-
WY, A arry 77 =13 F afews
1 WO FTATET AT E | TR qrAr
frar & ff g oA 99 & & 1 w4
aw & gfar F 2w F qAETy w7
s fean & fF oz @ e § a
e a% mifee 9 AT TS TN
g TEF FT AT A9 9% gH IAN
awE & F A dgr gt & o
CEARICIE GO EUR SRE N R G
erfaar &1 7 FET § 6 a7 Tw
g9 qifeE & gEET a9 A A
H% 97 % TH ITN  FrAAT FA K
far dare =+ &

WA REET : T g AT T
@ & a1 o faar sy

s gAR W wINE: I F oA
¥ #av aw Y w18 A9 A A &

wead AT @ WU AA w A
wAT o7 A IE AT & w7 frar
AR 1 qET AT IR )

&t IER T[T WD : I GH A
1€ T A faorg & ardy fear d ?

£
Shri Priva Gupta: How did Pakis-
tan do it in India?
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Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad
pur): It is a provocation,

(Bhagal-

Shri Priya Gupta: Yes, it is a pro-
wvocation.

o W AT e ;o 92 AE
IT ATE FT AT FIA FT I AT A
qét 8, 39 I H A gaTdr Ay ave
2, g vy & fF o7 aw @y o
TN ATFN FT &AL G FA § AT
T F1E A FTAT AL FY AFAT |

Shri 8, M. Banerjee (Kanpur):
1 rise on a point of order.

Sir,

st fag n@ : T AR w@
o og ! .

weaw wANAw ¢ 39 qLg "I AT-
T ToAE F owzd oA o F, ¥ A
STT T SIC-ATT AT T F7A B FAT &0

st gFR W FGIAG ;AT AT
J#0 B T f T TEH A4 F
T A oy g F A A ogow T
¥R E o ogEL A ogATt FATRAATA #
LiCAE Ui

e WEEE AT IAR TS
2 FER TR A A A aE W
foar @ 1| WAL IAR ATAT FTETA
ATEHR &Y FAH Fr§ KOAAT Y A |

st fag qer ;T A ST ATX
Far ¥ s AT § 7

woaw wAAa: § £F w00 F7 37
T AFAT Z ¢ § A9 W AR W
AT Ad A, W &5 i

st gAY N7 KENT W EHR
srars ¥ #rf 7 wwx gfrm & gEd
EL iR e

s WA apge Ared: FW A a9
WY i § W OF Trwdz WY e § A



13339 Situation on VAISAKHA 15, 1887 (SAKA) HKut-h Border

T9 W W ¥ W@ & I@ W W
STET )

wt gl ATo foramrt ("nmﬂ"fﬂ'} H
o fafr g g fe . . .
Shri 5. M. Banerjee: Sir, I rise on
a point of order.

Mr. Speaker: Let me hear'the point
of order first.

Shri Ranga: How does a point of
order arise over this?'

Shri §. M. Banerjee: When you raise
it. ...

Shri Ranga: 1 have not raised a
point of order,

Shri S, M. Banerjee: The
has called me now.

Mr. Speaker: But I would not hear
a gpeech.

Spcaker

Shri S. M. Banerjee: I am sorry,
such interference should not be there
from a senior Member.

Mr. Speaker: Would he formulate
his point of order now?

Shri 5. M. Banerjee: My point of
order is that the gquestion asked by
Shri Kachhavaiya was whether a map
hag been circulated by the Pakistan
High Commission here, These maps
have been circulated to all Members
of Parliament which, according to us,
is seditious, because they show our
areas as their areas,

Mr. Speaker: What is the point of
order?

Shrl 8. M, Banerjee: The Prime
Minister has not answercd that point.

Mr. Speaker: Therefore it is a point
of order?

Shri 5. M. Bamerjee: We are not
getting a reply.

Mr. Speaker: Shri D. N. Tiwary.

Shri 8, M, Banerjee: You should
protect us. Thig is a specific question.
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Mr. Speaker: He might resume his
seat. This is no point of order.

st g A1 fmardt : w feafa
77 } e arfear gardt vfe & oF &7
9T W A FC & W AwT A
WL FEd & o S g AW L L

8Shri 8. M. Banerjee: They arc the
disrupters.

st gt ar. frard ;Wi gw SR
¥ OF A< ¥ IAHT Al w1 oy femr &
are wrf wrdarf A R @ E L@@
feafa ®2 a =i o2 fams faai &
qrz wriaTe # IR | arfEeT 2 ar
=€ gift 7dF &, 77 Y vy fry dar
g 1 g ferfa w2 a% =@

QF WTAHTG TR : 9 A% RAE
qET 2|

st gr. A faary @ Wi fEEd
fet amr g Friank = w47 7

st gew W wEEw ;W g
efwam #1191 Fte af §, 39 7 a5
&% famr smom 7

st wre wpge et .y feafw
T Iz ;e gl 1 K 3w §) Joke
¥ gz fafes o1 07 #7eman f f
3T 7 Y Y, g et o A w
T TG T A%F | w@H 7 ww
T8 ¢ 6 g o wae w1 Iy
o 47 §H a7F 47 I ATE |

st swmiie e (feet)
TF A # W & v o § e
F ot frarz & rew ¥ g WO
a1 awren foir § & qrerg fade §
TEH UF AFT F AF AW H qUT w7
& ag wgrfw | =ad, 1965 Y AW aAw
feafa dur At ) wvAy, A7 A% T
#1 %1€ gare dar A gran | e "Wy
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[ st W)

F gt wwTT FT arafaErg #7199 R gu
T wat A ag wgr 91 s faard ot
F goe ¥ vy B8 gy 04 Y
agA A A, T AT TF AT AL
FTHA | ATHA TF TG 9T TUH WA
FagMisggfraae: sfadgm
FATHIE FY AW & 7 | F T A
g f& mifar ol wom A &
A H e 7 uE AW A7 T gariy
sffear fre @ & o g i gl
¥ e A A @ g, 2w
@ ey A A R e
§9 foq # agi &9g # T WL 9T
WY A 19 T I AT W 7
enfaaTa A T FET & A T WFT
o Y Ao T TR | 9T A §WT &
AEqw ¥ 2W 1 §9 a1 wfgw, A faw A
arfer HAarewyow 9@ &% @
FETST EY W FHG WG S THT o 7Y
form & mx 3w o o wrd gd
g Im ¥ T A aEd F =TI

it ST agrg < mweRt < ¥ A AT
& Fgr 9% wAEw aEE £ GA T
Fger gt § For &1 g W e
T FTEY | T AT g F 91 qga
qOH Y FH AN R TEE@

Taw T AT e ¥ s
fif gn wEE1 I T AN &,
I §AG A GO AG ARY | FA
AT AT T QR A
qeEt @ g9 A @ gt gE e
ZH ¥ w1 vy fF gaTa 9 aga v
AT T AE A AT |

ol ReTmT el aga 3 A
Lo

ey "W : feA A A Ty
T
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st @ g e el A
T T A § | FTELF A FA-HET
& #v ug 9q9 @ R ag 9 A
T & 1 weEd, 1965 #1 foafa
a1ew g1 | Afe T & |ry-aTy gy
Wt AT gt i Hior wrae d e
Sre g o, A ow g AT am
&1 39 W FW gWg AT, 96 A1 F4 H
3% fofows aw & 1 o A @
& e I S A AR A A
¢ Ho-wmET ¥ A

qF wTm A ooy f 9
& |1 WY AT WY a% A8Y g1 qrr |

s AETET T o a%

WA T T 9T 8, a9 9% 9%
from Fa P aF P W T

AT =JTfE |

weyt wEEw ;& g ATt & e
wFAT E | F A A FY gonwa A1 2
qHATE |

Shri Bhagwat Jha Azad: The hon.
Prime Minister in his statement has
said in the end that we shall not do
anything to aggravate the situation
unless we are provoked. I would like
to know, firstly, whether the constant
presence of the Pakistani forces on
our soil south of the de facto line is
a provocation or not and, secondly,
whether our receiving of insulting
and nonsensical literature and also
the map telling us constantly every
morning, “This is not your territory
but it is ours” is a provocation or not
and, if they cease to be the provoca-
tions for our Government and for us,
I would like to know what are the
other provecations which will pro-
voke the Government of India so that
they may retaliate even when all
these talks are going on?

Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri: 1 Lave
already replied to that question ear-
lier. I have made it clear that, what-
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ever the lull, our forces will not
aggravate the situation. When 1 said
that, 1 said it only for the period
during which these talks are proceed-
ing. Otherwise, we are quite clear
in our mind as to what our responsi.
bilitles are and what we propose tu
do. In regard to the publication of
this literature or the maps, ete, I shall
Jook into that matter,

o T AT Sitfn (e ):
ot foem oY =9 & vt sft e
fesgeam & wrwer ® ot A1 Aew # an
fegem &1 afs & a8 amr §
0 faweam & g afaw @ ) q@i A
g MEETd w4 w1 doT ¥, AR
a9 fF A wrw@ § o o o
T IT AGN | W I9 ¥ Y q19 WO
aTt % dYer 4T 9g 49T 3 weaw Ay,
fr g5 @ &% @ & wroo &
FHATH GATE  UF ggatal &1 gfaga &
=T & 78 #rf qifeea o7 o) g
At & qff aifeeam ax gwet w o
STEATE | AL ATT AT &1 AT =1fE0 )
# a7 T e & W 43 d
AamgEd g1 ag wh g wwd
fergeam arfieea &1 fedt 7 et
A ¥ g A9 O o a@e 6 ¥
A FTAT T 1 597 < fergear
¥ g e (feeww ) off W
FrA1 & TEATAT EET & 1 WA e A
WA FET N

wON  AEEW : WY AT A 09
FT AW GO W A

o T wART \ifgan - & FwE
AT A F @1 ET A v e
wHT waw orET fRT Wi qR e
0 1 I X A W ww
W w0 W gETT @ Adre
FTama
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¥ qur o ¥ 9% g g §
& 15 W 1947 ¥ At WY Aww
& & o § feeeft & awae § ot freft
FORTT & 8 Ao 7Y | 39 790 & oY
gAY i ey 7€ 9 F Ak 7 qw A
Fo 7 Fg § | ag A AT aw W
@ Fgm Aferww & Fooee g
sae w16 oY =1 JT 9T e HAT 'Y
agi Owm wX f ag feelt ot g W
MeEs T8 $6 ow 7% fs oy o
afm adf fom O ) aw fas od
qae g |

st wrw wgrge wedt : gg ar &
s FTAFTE AR wg A7 ot 2w
Frow g9 9 fa qu fat oft graa &
oreT & oy darc A § 9% wo v
% fold dare At § vz & felr s
Wt &l g gw w O ¥ i A @

(%% wri weew @ go)

wo wgg : qW A W Al
#; A A At fe
Rt

o Wy fawd : weqw Wy, T
Alfgar & A1 waTH oM 91 w1 9w w0
FAM AT ? WA F I &
AAedtr & 7

wea wgEm : 3= 3 aEre fear
2T wgW HEr S 4 IH OFT @ ¥
famr

st fom gzame  (mvEEgT)
AT UR AW AIE AT L L.

weR "gm : #1E cATEE W
ar¥T A R | ;|
st firsr gz 94T w1 AT

arar wifge | wrs o A s At
faar
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WET AT : OrETE W OWT |

wt fepa qzamw © wrel o R
aTa 7 faur & | gaTH w1 AT WAL
=1fgy |

wwaw wpEw . & A g froag
fagq mew 2 mar § A q@r mTeen
Lok

»ft feqra qeaTaw s A% STATE A
WTAT AK TF A WAIAAT @A AL AT

2

eI AFNAT . AAAE AT AA
_WT W FAq 3

st fomA qzamow . =T ¥ oo

wredt A ¥ AT &1 FaArq fgear
AWt 4§ AIEAT @O T |

werw wgvaa - & 3wy R o

dz @

st fewa qzame @ o S
Yaar &

geam wEET . WTEY, WTET |
* 7 urg F1 17 IR F2T ¢ R A7 A2
A | T qFAT

st frma wzamw i T@ oA

A FFE AT AAA T )

18.23 hrs.

FINANCE BILL, 1865—contd

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: The Finance
Bill was before ug a little while ago,
and I must say that for reasons very
different from wha* were pressed by
my hon. friend Shr. Ranga, I um also
not particularly happy with the men-

sure, The Finance Bill is the cons-
pectus. . . |

of oW WT wwAT . B W
T oE
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WETR WEE © TW FTIE A qF T8
Tzt frar ar fx w7 3@ wwAw @
F1 9" £ & fAu 28 qrv arie #1
Az dzATaTI Al gR AT AT FT WA OH
w1 il gm0 W 9w w6
= & & g g9 e oad
qr =27 54T TF |

Shri H. N. Mukerjee: [ could refer to
many points of dissatisfaction in regard
to the Fiannce Bill. I won't refer to
all of them. But I want to refer to one
matter in particular in regard to which
1 wish the Finance Ministar to give us
some satisfaction.

It has been brought to the notice of
the Finance Minister that certain finan.
cial transactions which this country has
been entering into with the US have
been causing a great deal of damage
not only to our economy but also to the
independence and development of our
country.

18.26 hrs.
[Mr. DepuTvy-Seeaker in the Chair]

The Finance Minister said g few things
about the PL 480 transactions and was
trying to point out how they did not
mean any particularly inflationary
danger to our economy. I shall even
grant, for acgument’s sake, since there
are so many other factors making for
inflation, that the PL 480 transaction by
themselves may not come under that
category of criticism. Butl what I fear
is that out of the PL 480 transactions
uptodate, which up to the 20th Novem-
ber 1964 came to about Rs. 1,421'9
crores, some Rs. 80 crores are made
available for private enterprise and
Rs. 105°3 crores are placed at tha dis-
posal of the US Government to meet
its expenditure in India.

Recently, particularly over this
Kutch crisis, we have seen something
of the character of the policy of the
US, and this allocation of accrued
rupee resources to the extent of more
than Rs. 100 crores in several years



