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the thea Labour Minister, the pre-
sent Horne Minister, had written to 
say that the report should be expe-
dited in four or five months. By that 
time, a number of questions had been 
asked in Parliament. 

Shri Barish Chandra Mathur: How 
does he say that it did not overlap? 
After all, the Chairman was not also 
a chicken. When he stated that there 
was overlapping, he must have given 
the reasons and shown how there was 
overlapping. 

Mr. Speaker: This is entering in-
to argument. 

Shri Barish Chandra Mathur: What 
were the issues involved? It is not a 
question of argument; it is a question 
of information. 

Mr. Speaker: How do they say 
there was no overlapping-that is 
entering into argument. 

Shri Baji: Is it a fact that the 
World Bank team's terms of reference 
were subsequently enlarged to include 
transport by all means and transport 
of all goods"! 

Shrl C. R. Pattabhl Raman: The 
team wanted to have a complete idea 
of rail, road and canal transport. 
They were concerned with it in a 
general way. It did not overlap at 
all. 

Assistance to States 

+ r Shrl Kachhavaiya: 
1 Shri p. c. Borooah: 

I Shri Blshanehaader Seth: 
Shrl Dhaon: 

·75'. ~ Shri B. P. Yadava: 
1 Shri Subodh 1Iansda: 
I Shri Onkar Lal Berwa: 
L Shri Vishwa Nath Pandey: 

Will the Minister of P1B1l1l1ng be 
pleased to state: . 

(a) whether Government have of 
late decided to increase Central assis-
tance for the States' Development 
projects tor 196'-65 by .about !ls. 55 
crores; and 

(b) how much of this additional 
assisLaIlc,' would go to Assam and 
other States individually? 

The Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of Labour and Employment and 
for Planning (Shri C. R. Pattabhl 
Raman): (a) and (b). A statement is 
laid on the Table of the House. 

Statement 

States Centra 1 assi.t:tncc 
intimated to States -----------

on on 
~  22-1- 1964 

2 3 
Andhra Pradesh 39·50 43·05 
Assam 14-40 22.10 
Bihar 4740 51.80 
Gujarat 19·70 21·95 
Jammu & Kashmir 13-40 13·95 
KoraJa 22·00 26.20 
Madhya Pradesh 39·30 47·20 
Madras 40·30 43·45 
Ma:larash[r8 36 .00 36.10 
Mysore 22.20 29·75 
Orissa 2900 34·20 
l'unj:lb 29·10 32.10 

Rajl'than 31·90 39·55 
Uttar Pradesh 78·00 78·30 
West Bengal 36·go ~  

TOTAL: 499·00 558 .50 

111ft ~ T  : ·;f'tlfiJ;, ;f 1.["« ~ 
'i'fl'i!t!T ~ fir. ;;if $f-<:rrn ~l i 'f)'i ~ r 

:orr ~~ i ~ fif,Of-f<f,<f if."rm.q: r~ 
r ~ q~ !of\!{ it ll'T q;r.; 'f.Tq1 it ;;n{ 
~~r  
Shri C. R. Pattabhl Raman: Really 

it was to be financed through Central 
assistance of Rs 500 crores and States' 
resources of lb. 350 crores. State-
wise allocation of Central assistance 
of Rs. 499 crores was also indicated. 

I shall read four or five sentences 
as I think it is necessary to give the 
details. 

The aggregate for the draft plans 
19M-65 proposed by the State Gov-
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ernment~ amounted to Rs. 1,001 crores 
against which the Working Groups 
recommended an outlay of Rs. 1,048 
crores and the outlay which emeried 
after discussion amounted to Rs. 941· 
crores. In the resources Working 
Group the States' resources were esti-
mated at Rs. 353 crores. With the 
Central assistance allocated at Rs. 499 
crores there was a gap of Rs. 89 crores 
under the State Plans. The position 
regarding this gap was discussed with 
the Ministry of Finance on 4th Janu-
ary, 1964 and it was agreed to increase 
the allocation of Central assistance to 
States to Rs. 575 crores, of which 
Rs 558.5 crores has been allocated to 
t~tes and Rs. 16:5 crores kept back-

Rs 15 crores for augmenting outlays 
on' Agricultural Programmes and 
Rs. 1'5 crores for a few important 
social service programmes. 

-.:it 1f1prq- : ';flll',{, ~ lI';! 1;fT'AT 

l~ ~ ~ t ~ li~ ~~ ~r r~ 
sRW ~ q-);: ~ ~r ;jfr mw ~r IT{ ~  

~ >rolf ~ ii  'f!ll ~ ~ 'qfirr 
'liT ~~ i l l ~~r~ I 

Shri C R. Pattabhl Raman: 
Madhya 'Pradesh, it was Rs. 
crores. Now this has gone 
Rs. 47:20 crores. 

For 
39'30 

up to 

1111 ~~ <=m=r ~  : ..... 11f'{. ~ 

7.f;! ;;n;r;rr ~r ~ ~ f""'-f"'" ~ 
~ ~ ~r ~r IT{ 'tTfW ~r ~ orcrrrr ~ 
lf11: r r~r r i't:;rr ~ mw ~r lim ~r 
'il'. ~ if: GOt it 'f!ll ifm ;rzrr ~ I 

Shri C. R. Pattabhl Raman: May 
I read the figures? 

Mr. Speaker: For all the States it 
need not be read. Of course. (!!Very 
State must have said that they want 
more. He wants to know onJy about 
Rajasthan. 

Shrl C. R. Pattabbl Raman: For 
Rajasthan, fram Rs. 31'90 it haa lone 
up to Bs. D'55 crores. 

-n ~l t r  <=m=r ;roo: ~ <t'r ~ 
~ r r~ i't ~ ufu ~r lim <t'r lifT I 

iflIT ~ if: f<;rit ~ ~r ;:mr it ~ 

l(7.fT ~  7.fT ~ it; ~ ~  \Tfw ~ 
~T ? 

Mr. Speaker: For famine condi-
tiOIlS, is the amount separate, or is it 
included in this? 

The Minister 01 Finance (Shri T. T. 
Krislmamachari) : It is not included. 
The amount spent on famine relief IS 
not included in this. The ,problem 
itself is that in regard to famine con-
ditions in Rajasthan some other 
things have to be done. These methods 
are being looked into by Government, 
not only to provide famine relie!. If 
as a result of famine. certain other 
expenditure has to be undertaken for 
purposes of relief. then that will be 
looked into. 

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: Rather 
inaudible. 

Shri Ranga: PerhaPs you. Sir. could 
hear the answer, but we could not. 

Mr. Speaker: That is being looked 
into. If more funds are needed. they 
may provide. 

Shrimati Yashoda Redely: The hon. 
Minister said just now that the Cen-
tral Government had given extra funds 
to the States The Finance Minister had 
said that t ~ Government of Andhra 
Pradesh had requested that either the 
Nagarjunasagar project should be 
taken up by the Centre or extra funds 
should be provided. So, I want to 
know whether specific provision for 
this has ,been made by the Planning 
Commission. so as to relieTe the de-
velopment pressure on the State of 
Andhra .Pradesh. 

Shrl T. T. Krlsltn8maebar1: It is a 
matter which it is not possible for I 
Us to go into In this House. The 
States do have a very legitimate case 
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for implementing the schemes they 
have on hand. Of course, they have 
not got the resources, but the Centre's 
resources, too, are not unlimited. That 
is where the Planning Commission 
comes in to discuss with the States 
and the Central Government and to 
define certain priorities. So, the 
methodology of it is rather difIlcult 
for us to discuss. At the moment 
what has been said is the amount 
mentioned by my colleague. Beyond 
that, I do not think I can add to tba 
information of the House. 

IItT ~ T  q'rwitf : :fi!I q'(or ~ 
~ if. 'fI"( ~m  it r ~i  ~~  

r~  ~  im l l ~  ~  ~ ~  ~~ 

it ~  it q2'<i ~r ~ r <tfT q-r I 

l~ w.p" it ~ ~i it ~r i f'<:q'ji 
~  lfi'r ~~i 'fir ~  <m ~  mcrR q""{ 

~  h,';;fi it; ~ ~  f<iQ; ~  it f<r.:.-r'1·T 
Wi ~ii i  n:'!ii ~  ~  i t r ~  ~ 
if>T1i if <i"iTf'i.t1' ~~ ~  ,,;or 'i"'f. ? 
ShrJ. C. R. Pattabhi Raman: The 

question refers to the backward areas 
in Uttar Pradesh, 50 far as I can un-
derstand it. Separate answers have 
been given with regard to the help 
and the pilot studies which took 
place. 

Shri Bibhuti Mishra: In view of 
the Prime Minister's repeated state-
ments {hat the per capita income of 
Bihar is the lowest compared to all 
other States in India, may I know 
whether the Government contemplate 
to give more additional assistance for 
the development of Bihar? 

Shri T. T. Krishnamaehari: Subject 
to the overall pOsition of the Central 
resources, the requirements of every 
State will be considered. 

iii\' """" : o;r'f;r;r, * lt~ ~ T 
~~ f'fi t(i;.1'f"(pi<{ ~r ~r ~ ~T 
ItiTlM ~~~~it~ T~~ 

~ r r ~ it; ~ tr ~ t", ';;'U 'f.T!fIn' 

~t  

Sbri C. R. Pattabhl Raman: As I 
said, it comes under the Social Wel-
fare Board. It is rather a difterent 
heading. But I may point out that for 
Punjab, from Rs. 29:10 crores, it haa 
gone up to Rs. 32'10 crores. 

Sbri Basumatari: May I know 
whether this is correct or not; namely. 
due to the heavy floods in Assam last 
year, ......... . 

Mr. Speaker: If representatives. 
from every State desire to put quea-
tions, even one qustion may take 
more than 15 minutes or so! 

Shri Basumatari: This is with re-
gard to planning, and Assam is spe-
cifically mentioned in part (b) of the 
question. I wanted to know whether 
this is correct or not namely, the 
Assam Government wanted an addi-
tional allotment for giving relief on 
account of the heaviest floods that 
took place in Assam last year but it 
was refused. I want to know whe-
ther this is correct or not. 

Shri C. R. Pattabhl Ramaa: The 
amwer to it foIlows from what the 
hon Finance Minister said just now in 
re ~r  to Rajasthan. In Rajasthan 
and Assam, if there are special condi-
tions, they will merit special treat-
ment. 

Unemployment among Graduates 

+ 
J Skri Blbhuti Mlsbra: 

·758. "\.. Shri Maheswar Naik: 

Will the Minister of Planning be 
pleased to state: 

(a) whether it is a fact that the 
number of unemployed graduates in 
the country is increasing year after 
year; 

(b) the latest position in this re-
gard; and 

(c) if so, whether Government 
have thought over this problem anI! 
taken any decision thereon? 




