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Defence Audlt Report
Controversy Continues

MR. A. K CHANDA’S LETTER
TO SPEAKER CONFIRMED

“The Times of India” News Service

NEW DELHI, April 19.
controversy over the De-
fence audit report, 1960, con-
tmued in the Lok Sabha
when Mr. Feroze Gandhi

'virtually to question Mr. Morarji
‘Desai’s contention regarding
'manner of its presentatlon to the
‘House. .

Mr. . Gapdhi had a.lleged yesterday
that a “grave. violation” of the Con-
stitution: had ‘been commitied. in the
presentation of the audit report (by
Mr, Desai) to.the House without the
relevant appropriation accounts,
~ The Finance Minister, for his part,
contended that the Public Accounts
Committee of the House had decided
in 1952 that, whenever there was like-
ly to be a delay in the presentation
of appropriation accounts, the audit
report ‘might be presented in advance.

NOT WITHOUT PRECEDENT

Intervening on a pomt of order to-
day, Mr. Gandhi said that the-Finance
Minister had claimed that the Public
Accounts Committee's-decision ‘‘author-
ised” him to present the report by
itself, “What the committee had ac-
tually said " was that,
pres‘emat_ion. o

Before he could. complete his argu-
ment, the Speaker intervened to de-
clare
tomorrow when the House. takes up
the Finance Bill. Only, I must be
satisfied as to the relevance of it.
Sub;ect to this I will allow him..

Of interest was Mr. Gandhrs dis-
closure that his objection to the man-

report was not without . precedent.
Indeed the Speaker had, as a mem-

‘today |
| once
again seized on a refernce to it]

the:

whenever the.

“l will give him an 6pportunity

.on the controversy,
ner of the presentation of the audit

ber, “objected to . certain . procedures
adopted by the Audltor.General some
years ago.”

“The last Audltor-General, he added
had, - at’ that time, - “takeu ob;ecuon
to what you had said in:the House.”
Subsequently, . the matter - went ‘before
the -Public Accounts Committee and
the | Auditor-General made a ‘state-
ment on" the subject, I invite. your

lattention,” said Mr. Gandhi..-

IRREGULAR PROCEDURE

The poim of order was raised by
Mr. Jaipal Singh (Jharkand), who
claimed -that, the .Defence. ‘Minister’s
request for placing .on the table of
the House .the Governments state-
ment in regard to items in the audit
report was ‘“‘out of order” and should
not be allowed.

.Any explanations to.that report,
he said, should first be placed before
the Public Accounts Committee. If
that procedure was not followed and
if the Defence Minister was allowed
to place a statement, it would lead
to “a see-saw struggle” of statements
and counter-statements, -

. The Speaker, however, ovetrruled
the, point of order. He said that Mr.
Krishna Menon might or might not
place a statement. A point of order
would arise ‘only when Mr. Menon
actually sought to place the state-
ment. The question of a ruling would
arise ‘only at that stage. -

Answering a query from Dr.. Sushxla
Nayar (Cong.), Mr. Ayyangar con-
firmed that the Audltor-General Mr.
A. K. Chanda, had written to him
He said that he
would consider whether the  letter
should be placed before the House as

desired by the members,
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