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Aeagirrd  wadggaT  Fwad ad
FIAT 2 SHY SATET IMH 97 HiH
Fas 9 fad 7o 919 97 GIFRIT F
47 397 7rfge A7 w95 F H1E
g & far wg F1aag) wvA afgn

REFERENCE TO THE REPORTED
DISPUTE BETWEEN THE STATE
GOVERNMENT OF PUNJAB AND
HIMACHAL PRADESH REGARDING
USE OF WATER FROM PONG DAM

glo  Wr§ AgEIE (WeA W) ¢
IATIfT Wi, AW g § OUR
AT o TAo Hdo & 6 &
guifra guT & | IaH ag FT MAr
t f& Jsrw wre fegwrws WR_w ow
qit 37 & Qi F I9qM F JIRF
S UF FAST AT VET E WAV I
F BEA F A F T AT HIT
MEAGL Al TAR FAT G & I&S
groT dar g aren fasen & fegwrae
F1 IIFFT AT qatey fgear 7 fham
& fZHIFT TIAr QF HAT AET GIQ
FT TR FH F OTAT F AT FIN
¥ ¥ A1) =% &7 Fa9T ag fAawear
¥ dwr@ &1 270 FAT FT WFAET
1 TTFT FFTT F A | WEED
g & Aw ¥ fegar sfavarg g
war & g 3HANFT BT 8 f5 fewrad
g3 Ff WT ¥ g ¥wEr mar £ fw
91T TF €T ¥ TF AT g vET

o arfs mrr fgmma sR@ A owaw

ZATH T WAIGAET FI TH7T FT FHT
q fedr ar fggrea & TAH F B
7 g gEO AE F wrAl frwe
aar fseasr gfeorma gonr fo festem
& feedr ¥ gawr afsy war wimEan)
wgtga, zq fraE @ ot wrfar 9w
2 I94sT ¥ 9g VBT §: '
“Himachal, the sources said, was also
concerned about the ‘secret’ digging of
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a ‘deep’ canal by Punjab in its territory
apparently to serve as a feeding canal
to the Shah Nehar in case Himachal
Pradesh did not gllow the Shah Nechar
to pass through its rerritory. This was
in violation of the understanding given

by Punjab at recent meeting, they
added.”

% faars & wgry s wfa
fygraal & ag odr & &% Fwar 3w
F1 fqarg qeq & @19 g Wr gr
SHH  HIT - THE FE HAT AL faarg
AT | Y UF g qw &, oF F
FEA GIFIT F Hada F1 13w
1 g F9d) &, f6T o 7T atg
F1 a7 B9, ag fHaT g@ o7 faean
FV 1T &, 48 1T H qvFI7 & arg
§ QAT JEAT § | ug H @rg &7
zg A =gar g f& AR @iy e
aw@ & garak § fw fyeet 3
faaerz, 1982 F1 =0 FIIT WS ot
7 uF FArT fear & f5 ow wredhy
Sl g qfvag £ M g T
gimr faawy sexarr sty gfear Tigh
gHIT YT AAr gEN WX THFT
SECLCIE AL G & R L0 B BT
¥ gmg Afs 1 frgio fear
WG, S F1 wfawgw g g1 ww
W dadr et s osgaaw fwar
W3 | 48 IRW FFT F@1 aftwg
XM SAFT TN FH F FA QN
¥ g & gt o 2Er &) wwgav
WACT A T OWT 4T | W7 qfkeg
F) TAAT HAN AL gL W HE
gIAT TE AT FHT FITT A4S SV FT
ag FarT wiar g fs afewt & a=
F FEA GIFT &7 gofa q947 faar
ST, &9 ug war g fw ozEd
fad s #1, TEW Fisar v @
g, A FTO AN A7 4Z A1 FD &Y
QT § SEE wrfgT gar & fe T
T foqe WTUHE zH oA A
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[7o wrf mgrdIT]

W & wafs =4 FTaR & §
g ug W wErar (zEv Aifar ®)
f& s 1400 fefmaw oFe @z
qrAl gHIX 918 & ST Fad raat
fgegr arft 200 fufegas ows
wZ qril g W.F FH F W1 IET

g .

Iq wMA &7 g9y A0 Ffe
¥ oF W WA /A & W ¥
qiT $/ W 9T I/, 4§ TAf €W
3§ FEqT ¥ g9g w@a § f& S
FIU TIAT GEIEN WIT-9TF wHAS
F WIHIT Y Hadq w0 g

AT, @ wwar g fF of qs
9§ SwacAT Wi BF § aq17 4G g5
zxfae & m9sr I99d ¥, U
TgT § AL 9T 0 OF WA FT AV
g 1 1969 ¥ JIT TISA W1 W,
qor 74T 9T ESH ET il &  FIX
¥ oTyd W 4§ —.

" “Under the Treaty, India is requited
to make certaiin deliveries of water from
the rivers Ravi, Beas and Sutlej to
Pakistan during the ‘Transition Period’.
The present indications are that this
Period will end on 31st March, 1970.
After the end of the Transition Period,
India would not be required to supply
any water to Pakistan from the :ivers
Ravi, Beas and Sutlej. However, gome
waters may go down the rivers Ravi
and Beas after 31st March, 1970. This
‘would be the case during +he flood
monthy of July, August and early
September. Storages have already been
undertaken in order to conserve the
flood waters mentioned above and some
project reports are under preparation.
As soon as the shortages are complcted
and the Rajasthan Canal is fully deve-
loped, all the flood waters woulj le
completely utilised in Tndia. There is,
therefore, no  question of a faulty
opetation system in India, as a con-
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sequence of which Pakistan would con-
tinue to get water free of cost even after
the presecribed period.” *

sind, ag oara fawr wur 4
10 ®T, 1969FT1 T&F I, AL 919
o1 & wfew & ag 23 «ATE, 80
1 § forgdt mar & f& a9 &
9 ug wew wiET ad fearg
g&r & 7 Wi 5 FEr ¥ e
& dwra 1 fFmads @1 ST i
g & ¥ fawtor w190 = mIT
AT ST T §F qQiF  TqSAT &
wRATT FT gawdre F fwur g
TEET waad ug e fF 1980w atdl
11 &I@ @9 ®EEW R At S
qga g & wAare feafy o €
fs AT $7 a7 Ag W &1 9EHT
FIIO 42 & & g7 o= et & newsy
org N quaEEr Jg g v8r g,
gfcors waEq Wit &fa, S HREAGT
qrfFEITT & FHT o1, STEWiafd S
At Ak gEr, fead mAEre
arfFEgTH F1 AT T &1 FOT &80T
fagr, 1970 aF, WT 1970 F 17
ag I 9Tl gW OF qAT ArfEe
g1, SgFT gAY F1% At fewr
g AT IW F gar F1 @iwd & foag
3§ Iy F) TEAWTA FI §FA 9,
afsa gut wg £fF 1970 35 &\
dgT @1 T fear AfFET Se% g A
grog ¥ fgatg F &roor sEoqueny
F, N7 W w1 AA W T gl
q7 ¥y & | 9fe W &7 ° gar agt
T g1 VBT & | S |l w oW
ur @ &, wfeEare &t Qi o
TRT & | BEIR AT 9STE WY
fewrae g3or § =71 95 ug fagrg
g foas ofvormegsr 3w €1 s
grafa &1 wra gift gy w8 &, =WiT
IED I T ATFT & F719 9 F g
FJroxg ) § agwi s ain grar



305

IR FRF AT § WL S URY
7 WA 99 JIAE A AT E,
ORI FEF) ATET AU | Z7Y IZFT 47
7% feafa gt sima f5 27 &1
Tegt ¥ uw g 9t &7 wraw g,
AT 37 el F IT0F w7 F TR
st & et amy #8 far 3@ s
FIT, wAg @AfaEs ® & SR
IF FT g ARIT qMAT I g
STFRT FZAT AEAT I | T&F TIT
st §AT AT g0 WY AWM H
awI AT @, 3T FT AFET @10
W@ ar ey a3t fqzeyar #wie Far
A FFAr &7 WA H AT ¥ [ven
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Ear i g 913 § 97 faavw aaw
¥ZA & |IAA 9TIJ FL AT 58 FIH
F Mg QU FF, e Ay #
NIFETLHT 17 £ ;v faar wWrg

= IumwmEle : AT ET FTAgA-
3T UFAF1T | HF T F) FIFITE)
2 ATEAT, 1982 F 11 g7 dAF &
fao wafra #1 st &

The House then adjourned at
thirty-five minutes past six of
the clock till eleven of the clock
on Tuesday, the 2nd November,
1982,
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