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Ministries concerned. I feel that per-
haps it would be better for me not to 
take up all these multitude of sepa_ 
rate points but rather to deal with 
this question in its entirety, saying 
something about the broad features. 
Otherwise, we rather tend to lose our-
selves in detail, even though the 
detail might be, and is often, impor-
tant, more especially, in the world 
today and in India of today which is 
so ful] of problems. 

Now, Sir, first of all I should like 
to refer to a criticism which has been 
made strongly and forcefully by Shri 
Asoka Mehta about the President's 
Address being odourless, colourless 
and generally inane. As members of 
the Government, who are responsible 
for the President's Address that cri-
ticism applie,; to us ce;ainly. I am 
prepared to say that  that criticism is 
partly justified. We, as a people, are 
apt to go to extremes of en in our 
opinions or in our language to extre_ 
mes of euology or extremes of criti-
cism. I myself am often guilty of it; 
we, alI of us, are to some extent; and 
one has to think, therefore, how far 
in a State document such as the Pre-
sident's Address one should allow 
onese:! to run away with one's feel-
ings. It is easy to do that and some-
times one has a pleasant glow in doing 
that. But I feel that, because of that 
tendency of ours, we should restrain 
our language on such occasions--not 
always-and try to be objective and 
even colourless. Maybe, it is overdone 
perhaps and the criticism, as I said, 
may be justified. But the House may 
remember all the past Addresses--
how many are there, I forget, a dozen 
or thereabout or more--and the langu-
age has fOllowed a set pattern of 
restraint. Whether that is good or 
bad, opinions may differ-and more 
especially when one feels rather 
strongly about a subject, as, I have no 
doubt, most hon. Members present 
here do, as I do, when we think of 
India, its problems and its future; we 
feel strongly about it. We are part of 
India; we are emotionally wound uP. 
apart from the intellectual occupa-
tions, with the subject and because 

President 

of that strong feeling, my own reac-
tion is restraint: restrain oneself not 
to be led away by one's strong 
emotions on this subject so near to 
our hearts and not to be led away, 
even in judging a situation, by emo_ 
tion. However, I am merely mention-
ing this, not by way of an apology 
but by way of an explanation. It is 
easy-not very difficult-to be rheto-
rical. But normally speaking, the 
~  we have to face, whether it 
15 a problem of our economic deve-
lopment with all its tremendous con_ 
sequences or whether it is a threat 
or danger on our frontier, they are 
easily capable of rhetoric. But 
rhetoric does not solve them. What 
perhaps helps in their solution is a 
certain, rather cold logic and a cold 
understanding of a situation and a 
capacity for cold action, backed by 
warm emotion. 

We are all engaged in this country 
in a task of supreme magnitude and 
when I think of this task which fate 
and circumstances have faced us with, 
I feel both-shall I say-both exhili-
rated by it and also feel the inadequacy 
of ourselves in facing this tremendous 
task. It is not a task of today or this 
year; it is a task of an age tha t we 
face today. It is a task in the long 
history of India which would stand 
out-not we; we are small folk before 
this great task. But this turn, the 
change that is coming in India to 
hundreds of millions of people, that 
indeed is a mighty task by any 
standard and no one can come up to 
measure that great task. We are 
all small folk and we only deal with 
it with some confidence sometimes, 
not because of supreme faith in our 
own abilities to deal with it but a cer-
tain faith in this India which has sur-
vived through the ages and a certain 
faith in our people, hundreds and 
millions of them and a certain faith 
in this Assembly, this Parliament 
which deals with it. It is that that 
keeps us up.  Who, however brilliant 
or great he might be, could imagine 
that he can face this task' unaided or 
by oneself or by small groups? For, 
after all, it is a magnificent theme--
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the history of India for the past hun-
dreds of thousands of years. But 
part of that magnificence attends 
even to the present age in the last 
generation or two who laboured and 
succeeded in gaining the freedom of 
India, and then, again, without respite, 
has laboured to raise India to the 
level that is her own right, a level in 
internal prosperity, in internal well-
being, level in the councils of the 
world. It is not a small task and not 
a task which anyone can fulfil in a 
short period, even of years. And 
undoubtedly, however well_meaning 
anyone might be, there will be mis-
takes made; there have been mistakes 
made. because the task in a sense is 
without precedent in this particular 
context as indeed alI national deve-
lopments are. There is no exact pre-
cedent for any nation because the 
objective conditions in everything 
that apply to that nation have not 
been duplicated elsewhere. 

And so we are engaged in this task. 
You might consider as if all of us, the 
millions in our country, who are 
actors in this drama are weaving 
some grand pattern in tapestry, a 
many_coloured pattern, in which 
millions of individual threads go in 
to give it shape and colour. We are 
a many-coloured country, with many 
hues and many differences, and yet 
tied up also in infinite ways. Through-
out history that has been so. Today, 
the high privilege has been given to 
us, of weaving this pattern in our 
brief lives and leave something worth_ 
while for future generations. It is a 
theme for a great poet, a great writer. 
How. can we deal with it, and so, 
in our inability to deal with it pro-
perly and not to lose ourselves in 
rhetoric because we feel so much, we 
try to be matter of fact even though 
there might be much passion behind 
those simple words. 

Han. Members criticised and rightly 
so, because this House is meant for 
criticism, for searching criticism, and 

yet, I imagine that behind that criti-
cism there is a vast amount of agree-
ment about the fundamentals-about 
the details, of course, there is bound 
to be criticism, but about the funda_ 
mentals there is agreement. Perhaps, 
there are some han. Members who 
even differ in regard to fundamentals. 
May be. Sometimes I felt, when Shri 
Ranga was speaking, that he differed 
almost about everything that we did-
external, internal, domestic or other. 
He seemed to think, and his party 
seems to think, that instead oi giving 
thought to the problems and their com_ 
plexity, all that is necessary is to tell 
us that he stands with God and that 
will convince him that everybody is 
in the right. I do not know exactly 
whether he and his party have got a 
monopoly in God' I shali think rather 
poorly of GOd if that is so. However. 
it is really extraordinary how, Shri 
Ranga, sweeping away Planning, 
sweep;ng away External Affairs and 
everything, in the full warmth of his 
rhetorical address, went on, regardless 
of fac ~  or circumstances or reason or 
logic. That is not good enough for 
us. We have to deal with f"ct and 
circumstance. 

If you think of our economic con-
dition which is the basic thing and 
our Five Year Plans and the rest,. 
again they give you a vast field for 
very legitimate criticism, and natu-
rally so. Do you think that we Mem-
bers of the Government, who may be 
sitting here in serried ranks before 
you. do not criticise each other or 
criticise our own work? I can tell 
you that though we do not agree with 
all the criticisms made, we agree 
with many things and many of the 
criticisms, and we could add to those 
criticisms ourselves. That is inevit-
able in the nature of things in this 
tremendously complicated busine's of 
planning for India, because, behind 
these five year plans, ali these reports, 
whatever may come into these docu-
ments, lies throbbing of our humanity, 
400 millions, and only a superman can 
deal with these problems with the 
assurance of certainty. We can only 
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grope, trying to learn from others, 
trying to learn from the experience 
of our Own people, trying to learn 
from our mistakes by trial and error, 
etc., and go ahead and profit by the 
criticisms. That is true. 

But in criticising or in understand-
ing a certain picture, I submit that 
we must remember that valid and 
helpful criticism comes only from an 
overall look and not taking out a bit 
regardless of its surrounding circum-
stances and dealing with it entirely 
separately. The whole question of 
planning is the inter-relation of a 
hundred and thousand and million 
things in the country. It is not leav-
ing things to chance or dealing with 
something or put up a Dharamsala 
here or a Yatimkhana there. That is 
not planning. You may talk of a 
Dharamsala and a Yatimkhana and 
say they are steelworks or this or 
that. All that is not planning, even 
if they are steel works or anything 
else. Planning is an attempt to see 
the life of the nation as a whole. Of 
course, before you make that attempt, 
you have an objective and the objec-
tive must be seeing the life of the 
nation as a whole, the progress of the 
400 million people here, not measured 
by this group or that community 
progressing or not. 

Take the question of unemployment 
which is so vital for ·us. Of course it 
is vi tal. How are we to solve it? I 
am not going into that question now, 
but suggestions are made as if it is 
through the knavery or folly of the 
Government that the problem of un-
employment is not solved or this is 
not done or that is not done. Now, 
it so happens that the unemployment 
problem is a problem of many coun-
tries in the wide world and not ours 
only which increases its popUlation by 
50 or 60 lakhs. We must consider it, 
but it is rather unhelpful criticism 
merely to wave a flag and say that 
unemployment is not solved. 

First of all, we must have a clear 
idea as to where we are going to: 
broadly, and not in detail. Secondly, 

President 

we must plan to go ahead in spite of 
the views which Acharya Ranga was 
pleased to express. We have to plan· 
to go ahead. Everybody recognisel 
that. (Interruptions). 

An Hon. Member: He is not 
'Acha.rya'. 

Shri Tyagi (Dehradun): Shri Raja-
gopalachanl 

Shri C. K. BhattacharYa (West 
Dinajpur): Acharya Kripalani will be 
offended. 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: J must cha_ 
llenge all this. Shri Ranga is Acharya 
Ranga and no ~ n  else. Now, it is 
poosible that we might differ about 
the ultimate picture. I am not qUIte 
sure about the absolute ul:imate PIC-
ture. But we are nowhere near tne 
ultimate picture. So, the question of 
difference is rather far from us. I do 
not wan t my country to be a replica 
of the United States of America or the 
Soviet Unicn or the United Kingdom 
or any other country. Many new 
problems haVe arisen there; from the 
very fact that they have solved the 
primary problems, new problems 
arise. I have no doubt that new 
problems will arise for us \\rhen we 
so1ve the primary problems. But I 
would not go in:o that now. We can 
have our own ideas. But for the 
present we have certain basic, pri-
mary problems which are common to 
humanity all over, whiCh are common 
to any Slate v.:here you ~  to give 
a good life or the opportunit;, to Jive 
a ~  life to every human being 
living in the State. That is the pri_ 
mary problem before us. Afterwards 
come other problems. We must always 
think, I submit, whatev,," Ministry "r 
department deals with it. of the 400 
miJIion people of India. The moment 
you forget that, you are off the track. 
Many of our groups forget that fact. 

I repeat what I haVe said. When 
I have been asked "How many prob-
lems?" I have said, we have 400 
million problems in India.' That is 
not a fanciful statement. Always this 
picture of numbers is before me, 
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numbers crushed by poverty for ages 
and struggling hard to get rid of it. 
It is an inspiring sight to see them 
struggling hard to get rid of it and 
raising themselves by their own lab-
ours. So, We have to do that. 

There are various ways for that. 
There may be various ways. We can 
learn from other countries. We can 
learn from our own experience. But 
there is not a shadow of doubt in my 
mind and I submit in the mind of any 
person who thinks about it that the 
only way to get ri,,-of poverty in 
India ultimately and to get employ_ 
ment is through the employment of 
what are called modern methods of 
science, industry, etc. There is no 
other way and I want to convince if 
anybody thinks otherwise. How' to 
do it, one may argue ahout it. That 
is the only way which succeeded in 
any country. You may evolve some 
magical method. Not believing in 
magic, I have to rely on logic. 

We have to do tha t keeping in tune 
with our own background, our own 
genius, our own history, our' own 
capacity and all that. But it is basic 
to profit by modern scientific techno-
logical methods. We may differ about 
other fields of human endeavour, but 
in this there can be no doubt. 1 
repeat that you can only raise the 
levels of India by the use of modem 
technology and science, which bring 
greater production and greater wealth 
and whiCh give you the opportunity 
to raise the level of the people. 
'Otherwise, there is no opportunity. 

We talk about social'sm. Some of 
us-so far as I am concerned, 'I have 
beon attracted to basic socialistic 
ideas ever since I was a student at 
college fifty years ago or more. People 
argue about it, and there is room for 
much argument, but if you analyse it, 
you come back to modern scientific 
technological methods and there is no 
socialism unless you adopt them and 
you produce the wherewithal for 
people to imprOVe. Otherwise, you 

do not. These are general conside-

rai ions. 

Coming to our economy, again many 
criticisms made are justified and yet, 
I think those cr:tic:sms somehow miss 
the point. In considering our ecO-
nomy, you m3Y consider agriculture, 
i!1·1u;-;try 2r bc:?jr-t n~ n beings, 
th2t is to say, trained human beings, 
because once you admit the fact that 
SCi .. llt;fic and technological methods 
ar·:! n~  you must hElve train-
ed human beings. A man who can 
derver a speech and can do no'hing 
else is not good in the world, except 
pG3sibly that hc can get elected to 
some councilor other. He may be 
extraordinarily good at that but he 
cannot build a bridge or 'put up a 
steel plant; he cannot do a hundred 
and one thing; one has to do today. 
So, that is necessary. 

Shri Tangamani (Madurai); Is it 
prop ,r for the hon. Prime Minister to 
refer to Members in the way in 
which he has referred? 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: did not 
refer to Members of Parliament; 7 
referred to some council. 

Mr. Speaker: He did not 
to Members of Parliament. 

refer 
There 

can be engineers and doctors here 
a130. 

Shri Jawaharlal Ne:uu: If you look 
at agriculture today-much has been 
said about Agriculture-I think you 
will netice a very marked cha'1ge in 
our agriculture, i.e., the process of 
change ;,s going on. I think that that 
process is the result of the past dozen 
years' work and facts and circum-
stances. I am not taking the credit 
for it. A hundred hctors have gone 
into it and ther2 it is at work. I 
have no ~ in my mind th'at it is 
moving in the right direct' on and 
th3t we have taken a turn. There is 
going to be extremely difficult work 
ahc.ad, but we have taken a turn in 
Ihe r'ght direction and fOod pro-
duction w'lI grow. 

We are dependent and we are like-
ly to continue to be dependent for a 
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fairly n ~  time On nature, 
monsoons, etc. We can lessen our de-
pendence progressively by keeping 
stocks, resorting to intensive agricul-
t ~ and so on, wo:ch we are domg. 
Never'heless we are dependent. As 
hon. Membe;s know very well, a coun-
try like China is ~n nt  in spite 
of all that it has done. It has done a 
great deal in the improvement of 
agriculture and yet, it is facing one of 
the mas' terr ble famines in the 
whole history of China today. So, 
there it is-certa'n factors which you 
cannot ignore, which you ignore at 
your peril-and a critic'sm without 
keeping that background in view is 
not helpful. 

1 think that agriculture is improv-
ing to t ~ extent it is becoming 
modern, to the extent it is using be'ter 
ploughs, better seeds and various other 
better things which everyone knows. 
The farmer has to become a more 
modern farmer. There is no other 
way and to the extent he is becom-
ing co-operative, he is improving. 
The tYPe of farmer that Acharya 
Ranga has in view and which he stres-
ses is the self-sufficient, self-contain-
ed isolated, ignorant man; that is the 
fa;mer of h's concep'ion. There can 
never be any progress in that way. 
The whole experience of the world 
tells us that. It is all very well when 
there is plenty of land, plenty of 
everyth'ng and people had a fairly low 
standard of living when you can 
carry on like that, but no today. So, 
I feel that agriculture, broadly speak-
ing, is doing well. 

Coming to industry, the spectacle in 
regard to industry is not merely satis-
fying; it is elec'rify'ng and spectacu-
lar. It shakes one up-the rapidity 
with which changes are taking place 
in this country. I do not know if 
th's HOUSe realises it or not, b<X!ause 
we live in these surroundings and we 
do not quite realise what is happening 
round about us. We are used to it. 
But a porson who comes and has a 
look at it from outs'de, a competent 
observer, is amazed at what he sees in 
th's country in regard to industry. 

1969 (Ai) LS-6. 

President 
One knows about the big industries 
more Or less, but few people n ~ 
about the revolutionary change that IS 
coming over India in regard to the 
middle and small indwtries. We see 
the descripf on of t ~  by competent 
ob3ervers from outside. 

I do not imagine that 1 attach more 
importance to observers' opinion than 
to our own. I merely say so because 
the observers are critics of ours and 
they are not likely to run away with 
the praise of us unless they were 
compelled by c'rcumstances. When 
~  like bankers, a community of 
people who are not normally very 
loveable, individuals apart of course, 
describe this as spectacular progress, 
it has some meaning. 

The other day r was re-ading an 
article by a very eminent financ'al 
editor of a great newspaper and what 
he said astonished me. I do not know 
where it is now. He said about small 
and middle industries in India: "It is 
growing up everywhere in a wild rush 
and scrample". Observe the words 
"wild rush and scramble". He was 
astounded. He criticised in his article 
many things but he said the whole of 
India is seething with growth, dyna-
mism. These are the impressions that 
outside people get. Here we are sit-
ting, pulling our hair over our eyes 
and weeping and wailing that nothing 
is being done. It is extraordinary this 
missing the real:+y, missing the subs-
tance of things for certain superficial 
things which are bad, which are ad-
m'tted as bad. I admit they are bad. 
Of course, there are bad things, infi-
nite number of bad things in our 
country. But there it is. 

Here we are living at this historic 
moment of Ind'a with enormoUJ 
changes coming every day among a 
vast number of people in a variety of 
ways, whether it is the farmer or whe-
ther it is the educational apparatus 
which we criticise often and r'ghtly 
criticise; and yet that educational 
apparatus is revolutionising India. We 
must keep this in view-our educa_ 
tional apparatus. I criticise it, every-
body cr ticises it; but realise that in 
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spite of all that criticism and the 
criticism is just:fied often neverthe-
less it is playing a tremendous role 
in ~ t n n  India. All these 
vast numbers, today I am told-I do 
not know, they grow from month :0 
month in numbers-there are 45. ~
lion boys and girls in India, .whlch IS 
a considerable number, grOWing by a 
million every year, which by the end 
of the Third Plan will be over. 60 
million and so on. Boys and girls, 
in millions--and girls, I repeat: 
because they are the revolutionary 
factor, because when the home is re-
volutioninsing everything is revolu-
tionising. So, from a hundred direc-
tions all these are being done. 

So if we look at this question in 
this' broad way, one feels not only 
a sense of elation but a sense of 
triumph, not one's own triumph 
because we are cogs in this mighty 
wheel-Parliament, State Assemblies, 
and millions of people work'ng in 
factories, the field, in education and 
in what not. It is an enormous factory 
of India, if I may say so, working 
more and more efficiently. It is a 
tremendous task and I should like to 
convey, not merely in rhetoric but in 
simple language, the excitement of 
looking at this picture, of thinking of 
this picture. There is a tremendous 
excitement in it. 

If you read the Five Year Plan re-
port, well, certainly it is rather bald 
in quotin-g facts, and literary quali-
ties are not found there; but, never-
theless, if you analyse it, if you look 
at it and go beyond the details to the 
skelton, it is throbbing with life and 
,blood of a vast number of human 
beings because it deals with a vast 
number of human beings, their pro-
gress in a multitude of fields and all 
that. That is an approach which may 
be called an emotional approach but 
there is something in it and if we 
have it and analYSe these things then 
we are Jikey to get a truer picture 
than sticking at every small part of it 
which may not be to our liking. 

So I submit that our economy is 
~  through a very difficuH t ~  

and inevitable stage, a stage which IS 
a welcome stage, because out of that 
difficulty we emerge into better times. 
We can never emerge into be'ter fmes 
without passing through that difficult 
phase. We are doing that and it is 
nothing to be sorry about. No coun-
try goes ahead without passing through 
these difficulties, whether it is agri-
culture or whether it is industry. And 
I could go more deeply into the in-
dustrial things, what is happening in 
India what gains we have made, to 

~ t my argument, but I shall not 
take the time of the House in that 
way. 

I forget now, 7 think it was Shri 
Ranga who, among other things, talk-
ed about our forgetting the handloom 
weavers and introducing powerlooms 
and thus driving people out of it. 
Now, that exhibits two things. First 
of all, he did not know his facts. 
Secondly, he does not realise, as I 
wish he would, that it is through 
better techn'ques that we advance, not 
through sticking to old techniques. 
We do stick to old things for social 
reasons where a change-over might do 
harm immediately. That is a different 
matter. But it is through higher 
techniques that a country advances. 
Now, take this handloom business. I 
have some figures here. The hand-
loom industry is an outstanding 
example of rehabilitation of 2! million 
handlooms -and handloom weavers; 
that is, far more people are working 
now than there used to be. The pro-
duction of handloom cloth has risen 
from 850 million yards in 1951 to 
1,860 million yards in 1960, an in-
crease of about 150 per cent. 40 per 
cent of this increase is in the co-
operative sector which shows how co-
operatives are creeping up and ad-
vancing. 

Then, I think Shri Dange talked 
about the Nagpur Resolution .... 

An Hon. Member: Co-operative 
farming. 
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8hri Jawaharlal Nehru: Yes, and 
something about our forgetting the 
Nagpur Resolution. He said that. 
Well I can assure him that he is 
wrodg in thinking that any of us has 
forgotten it. It is not only there, but 
it is being worked out, not only in 
our minds but in our actiom, and co-
operation is growing in lndia fairly 
fast. There are two things-service 
co-operatives and joint farming co-
operatives. It is true that the service 
co-operatives are growing much faster. 
We are laying great stress on them to 
'pread them out; the other is also 
growing. We deliberately wanted it 
because the whole idea of co-opera-
tion is not a mere idea of goodwill 
and people haVe to be trained for it. 
We want to take them step by step 
because our ideal is that wherever 
possible and wherever agreed to, we 
should have agricultural joint farm-
ing. But we are quite content if for 
the moment we spread out the service 
co-operatives everywhere. And we 
have little doubt in our minds that 
many of them will take the next step. 
It is up to them to take that step. 
We are not going to compel them to 
do that. And joint co-operative farm-
ing, remember, does not mean their 
being deprived of their land because 
their ownership also will continue. 

Take another thing. Take the pro-
duction of sugar, how 'sugar has 
jumped up suddenly and provided us 
with enormous surplus. Take some-
thing else. Take steel. Now it re-
m;nds me of something slightly dif-
ferent. You may remember some of 
you, what Lenin said once in'the early 
days of the Soviet Revolution. He 
said Communism is Soviets plus 
electricity. I am prepared to accept 
that for India saying, not communism, 
but progress is panchayats plus elec-
tric power-a slight variation of the 
theme. Electricity is the main thing. 
Electric power means the motive force 
for changing things, for modernising 
things, for modern industry, ~ n 

agriculture, everything, and the pan-
chayat is the panchayat, whether that 
is small panchayat or big panchayat 
which is Parliament, whatever it is, 
mainly smaIl panchayats; that, plus 

electric power, wiII change India. 

I may mention to you with some 
diffidence that there is one matter 
which troubles me about our planning 
and that is that our electric power is 
not advanc'ng fast enougb. We are 
trying to do so. No doubt, we are 
advancing, but it is not fast enough 
to my liking. But there it is. There 
is no question of my liking or any-
body else's liking. We have to do so 
many things and balance them. We 
have to give up many th;ngs that we 
like for the time being. 

I was mentioning steel. In steel, I 
am credibly informed that so far as 
capacity is concerned we have ful-
filled the targets laid down for the 
Second Five-Year Plan. Acharya 
Kripalani said, I think, that we had 
not done half of that-some such 
figure he gave; I forget the exact 
figure. He felt that we had fallen far 
behind. That h; not quite correct. It 
depends on how you look at it. It 
is true that although We have got the 
full capacity, that is, the machines etc. 
for that full target, these machines 
will not produce the full results sud-
denly because, just like a new car, it 
takes a little time to tune in. But the 
production capacity that we had laid 
down is there. It is completed and 
in the course of next year or 18 
months more and more will be pro-
duced till it not only produces that 
much but other factors will come in 
and more will be produced. So, so 
far in spite of difficulties and in spite 
of many things steel has come up to 
expectations. Now our chief concern 
must be to increase it. 

~  Dange gave some very re-
markable figures. I was not here un-
fortunately but 1 read his speech in 
the official records. I nearly turned 
a somer sault when I read them. r 
shall try to give what he said. He said 
that Czechoslovakia produces 100 mil-
lion tons of steel: some such thing. 

An Ron. Member: No. 

Shri Muhammed Elias (HOWrBIh): 
He said thai it produces 6; million 
tons. 

8hri JawaharlaJ Nehru: I have got 
the official record here. 
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Shri Muhammed Elias: He said that 
it produces 6i million tons today and 
that in ~ years' time it will go up 
to 13! milliOn tons. 

Shri Jawabarlal Nehru: I am very 
glad to learn it. But I hope he will 
coIn!ct 1lhe official record. He has 
given amazing figures. I will read them 
out. 

An Hon. Member: It is "uncOl"I"eCt-
eel". 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Shri Dange 
said: 

"Considering t ~ vast size, the 
vast population and our needs, 
what is being done is not'hing for 
a country of 400 millions. Even if 
you (India) go to 400 million tons 
of steel, what is it? 12 million 
people of Czechoslovakia has got 
600 milliOn tons of steel produc-
tion .... " 

An Hon. Member: 61 million tons. 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: My be. He 
goes On to say: 

"The fashion is to have too 
many independent countries. A 
small country like Luxembourg 
produced 300 million tons of 
steel. ....... " 

Shri Tyagi: How much per capita? 

Shri Jawabarlal Nehru: I was really 
taken quite aback because the total 
production of the world is not up to 
that. 

An Hon. Member: It is the uncor-
rected record of his speech. 

Shri Jawabarlal Nehru: know it 
is an obvious mistake. But this Shows 
how even trained intellect runs into 
obvious mistakes. 

I just mentioned power. I was sort 
of repeating what Lenin said. But 
really I would like to add that steel 

President 

and power are the two basic things 
which will control the nation's growth. 
Even now some people seem to think 
that we are rather overdoing things 
in steel. I Should like to say with 
supreme confidence in this matter 
that you can never produce enough 
steel. I do not know about a hund-
red years hence. I am talking about 
the present age. It does not matter 
how much steel you produce, you will 
be "hart of your requirements. It is 
an extra-ordinary thing. Here is the 
Soviet Union producing, I think, 71 
million tons and increasing its pro-
duction by several millions every . 
year. I think by the end of their pre-
sent Plan they are going up to 94 
million tons or something like that 
and they are prepared to buy our iron 
and steel as much as we can sell them. 
There is never any surplus in a grow-
ing dynamic country. It is only where 
people 1lhink in static terms or, as pri-
vate enterprise often does, in terms of 
high prices, scarcity of the commodity 
and the demand being greater, that 
this idea comes up, namely, "'Oh! 
there will be over-production". There 
is no such thing as over-production 
except that there is over-poverty in a 
country and you remain static. There-
fore steel and power have to go ahead 
and it is absolutely essential for us 
here and now today to think of in-
creasing our steel production by set-
ting up new plants, by setting up the 
fourth, the fifth, the sixth, the seventh 
and the tenth plant. This will have to 
go on. I want to make it perfectly 
clear t."-at it is in the measure and on 
the advance in OUr steel production 
will depend our advance in agricul-
ture, leave out industry. Even today 
our agriculture is suffering for lack 
of iron and steel. Though we produce 
more, we consume even more because 
a dynamic economy means consuming 
mUch more. Therefore it is of the 
utmost importance for us to go ahead 
with our fourth steel plant. I am 
rather sorry that it is has not got 
moving as I 9hould like it to from 
now onwards. We are waiting for 
some magical date when it will be 
said that the Third Plan starts today. 
This, I take it, is some kind of a reflex 
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of our habit in our country of waiting 
for auspicious dates for doing anything. 

In regard to planning, if I may say 
so, there are no periods of planning. 
Planning is a continuous process. A 
period only comes in for you to test 
how much you have done. Otherwise, 
there is no date. I was told only 
yesterday by the eminent guest from 
~  Soviet Union who has come here, 
Mr. Kosygin, the Deputy Prime Minis-
ter, that they have given up fueir old 
conception of planning periods because 
it made people think in set periods 
while planning was a continuous pro-
cess. It never stops. So he said, "Now 
we plan every year for five years and 
not for five years which are being re-
duced and become four next year and 
tilen three years, two years ClIIld one 
year and then we again start with 
another five years. No. Every year 
we plan for five years. The five years 
remain. Next year the five years are 
four years overlapping and one year 
more. So you never end the five 
years. It goes on and on." Whether 
it is clear to this House or not I 
do not know because it is not com-
pletely clear to me. But the point is 
that planning is a continuouus thing. 
If you can do a thing today, it has 
to be done today. You should nat wait 
for a date to do it especially in basic 
things like iron, coal and power. You 
are always short of 1>hem. 

Now take coal. Coal also has done 
well inspite of many difficulties in fue 
way. I hope I am right in my figures. 
60 million tons are being produced 
now. That is, again, the capacity for 
producing 60 million tons has come 
about now. The difficulty has arisen 
in transport and it is a fairly serious 
difficulty for the time being. Of course 
it will be got over in three, four or 
five months, but it is a present diffi-
culty. The difficulty ,has arisen because 
we have gone ahead faster in ot!her 
matters. It is an odd thing that if 
you do not advance equally on all 
fronts, you lag behind. There is a 
bottleneck. Now, coal is there. Last 
year, ~ got complaints that steel 
manufacture was suffering for lack 

of coal. We bustled about and tried 
to do our best about coal and coal 
came up to standard. Then, we found 
that there was difficulty about its 
transPort to various parts of the 
country. While steel was waiting and 
coal was fuere, transport came in the 
way. Improvements were made. There 
was much swifter movement. They 
started moving them on Sundays 
which they did not use to. There were 
various other t n ~  Even so, at the 
present moment, there is a gap: not 
a big gap, but there is a gap whic'h 
will not be filled fully till more wa-
gons and all that are ready. 

Acharya KripaJani (Sitamarh!i): 
Does it not mean that the planning 
was defective? 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: That is sQ, 
exactly. As almost always, the Ac-
harya is riglh.t. 

Shri 8raj Raj SiDgh: Every Ac-
harya? 

Shri Jawaharial Nehru: We are all 
human beings. 

For instance, take one thing, The 
wo!lOle production system received a 
blow from the general strike. It cost 
us a lot of money. Apart from the 
money spent, in production, in iron 
and steel, especially in coal and rail-
way traffic, it just put back the clock. 
All these fuings happened. It js not 
planned things. Sometimes, planning 
is wrong or some additional demands 
occur. It is a frightfully difficult thing 
to plan so as to make everything fit 
in exactly in a huge country like 
India. I admit, it may be due to some-
body's mistake. But, somebody's nris-
take is our mistake in that. In these 
matters, I have given instances. 

In this particular matter, it I may 
finally say, so far as the industrial 
sector is concerned, it is marching 
pretty fast and well. There are mis-
takes. Yes; there are justift£ criti-
cisms. It is advancing fast. I have 
not the shadow of a doubt that India 
will industrialise itself more and more 
rapidly. In agriculture, there are 
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always doubtful elements But, I be-
lieve we have turned the corner and 
we will advance. One of the reasons 
why I say so is something not direct-
ly connected with agriculture, but the 
coming of the Panchayat Samithis, 
which. I think, is going to have a 
powerful effect on agricultural pro-
duction. 

I may deal with some foreign policy 
matters. First, to come back to our 
friend Acharya Ranga, he made rather 
remarkable statements about our 
Defence and about the appointment or 
nomination of the successor to the pre-
sent Chief of Staff of the Army. He 
said. why was it done so early. If 
Shri Ranga had tried to find out, this 
is a common practice and a very right 
practice in most of the countries. Nor-
mally, the successor is appointed seve-
ral months ahead for a variety of rea-
sons, one of them being, the successor 
himself comes and overlaps. He sits 
there and sees for some time at the 
headquarters to get into the run of 
things. There are other reasons too. 
It is a normal thing. It is always done 
in England and most other countries. 
Here, it is always done. There is noth_ 
ing remarkable about it. 

As for appointments, I do not know 
how much hon. Members have gone 
into these matters. Most of the ap-
pointments, of course, are made by 
Selection Committees of senior officers. 
There are some, right at the top, which 
are made finally by the Appointments 
Committee of the Cabinet, at the re-
commendation, naturally, from the 
Defence. They consider the names and 
that is the practice followed through-
out. 

As I am referring to Defence, 
would like to say that Shri Moka 
Mehta, I believe, made a suggestion 
with an element of complaint in it that 
a proper White Paper on Defence or 
something like that is not produced 
here as it is in England. I am not 
fully acquainted with the British prac-
tice. 

Some Hon. Members: United States. 

Some Hon. Members: United King-
dom. 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: My recollec-
tion is that White Papers are produc-
ed there for special things. For ins-
tance, in regard to type of weapon to 
be used, weapon meaning nowadays 
some of thOSe very modern weapons, 
usually aircraft of a very particular 
type, without human control, which is 
controlled from a distance, electroni-
cally controlled, and all that. How-
ever, We should be very glad to and 
we shall, go into it. I have been ask-
ed to say so by the Defence Minister 
who will now come. He is engaged in 
a committee. 

Some Hon. Members: He is here. 

Shri Jawabarlal Nehru: We would 
look into  this matter and present be-
fore the House such information as we 
can. Obviously, information about 
troop movements and the rest is not 
normally supplied. Information ~  

may help the enemy or the prospective 
enemy is not normally given out to 
the public. That is obvious. 

In the matter of Defence, we started 
Independence by breaking an old tra-
dition of the Army which was that all 
the thinking was to be done in White-
hall, that is, United Kingdom thought. 
and laid down policies, and further 
that nearly all the important produc-
tion was to be done in the United 
Kingdom: not in India. We had Ord-
nance factories. Previously they practi-
cally did nothing at all. Very little. 
After the first World War, the exigen-
cies of the war forced them to produce 
some things here. After the Second 
World War, again, they were forced 
to produce more becaUse they could 
10t get them. Undoubtedly, our Ord-
1anCe factories gmt a boost because of 
thoSe wars and because of being cut 
off from England. Nevertheless, im-
portant things were all made there. 
So, both in regard to any planning and 
thinking, etc., it was a business of 
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Whitehall and production was essen-
tialiy the business of the United King-
dom also. We had to overcome that 
because modem war is essentially con-
cerned with thinking and weapons, not 
merely with soldiers and parade. We 
had to bring about these important 
changes. Immediately after Indepen-
dence, we had to deal with the Kash-
mir operations and other difficulties. 
All these processes of change had been 
going on. 

One of the most outstanding deve-
lopments has been the advance in our 
weapons production and in the scien-
tific thinking behind them. ScieJltific 
department of the Defence Ministry iii 
an outstanding thing now in science 
and especially that science related to 
defence. The quality of the weapons, 
etc. that you may prodUCe is the basic 
deience nowadays. Our production 
programme has made remarkable pro-
gress. Presently, say, in aircraft, etc., 
it will be visible to all of us. Our 
programme for the production of mili-
tary trucks in J abalpur has gone well. 
They are producing, I think, 120 trucks 
a month, very good trucks, wbich is 
likely to go up soon to 150 trucks a 
month. So, there is advance on these 
lines, which are basic to defence. 
16 hrs. 

Now, I may mention some other as-
pect, because I saw it yesterday only. 
The National Cadet Corps has grown 
double and quadruple. It is growing 
fast, and I think one may look forward 
to the day when practically every stu-
dent will be in the National Cadet 
Corps. And I might mention that a 
very large proportion of our officers. 
the new officers who are coming in, 
are those who have been in the NCC 
before. 

I cannot go into our defence dispo-
sitions, obviously, but they were based 
originally largely on our north-west-
ern frontier, and east too. To be 
frank about it, they were based on our 
unfortunate position vis-a-vis Pakis-
tan. Then comes the China trouble 
and we have had to think afresh. We 
have given a good deal of thought to 
it, and made such arrangements, and 
are makin" them, as are within our 

President 
capacity. Take roads. We are build-
ing roads pretty fast, much faster thaD 
the normal procedures allow. 

Some hon. Member said: why don't 
you start doing this? As Acharya Kri-
palani is smiling, he must have said 
it! 

Acharya Kripalani: You are build-
ing roads much faster than the PWD 
which is very notorious for its speed 
and integrity. 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: I think 
Shri Asoka Mehta especially asked this 
question. His question was: when 
and how and during what period the 
ChineSe aggression took place? 

When the Chinese forces first enter-
ed Tibet, that is ted years ago in 
1950-51, frankly We did not expect any 
trouble on Our borders, but, naturally, 
looking at things in some historical 
perspective, We thought that the whole 
nature of our border had changed. It 
was a dead border, it was now becom-
ing alive, and we began to think in 
terms of the protection of that border, 
that is, the border with Tibet at that 
time. 

Our attention was first directed, 
naturally-at least it was directed, 
naturally or not--to these borders, and 
a high-level, high-power committee 
was appointed, the Border Defence 
Committee, right then in 1951 or 1952, 
I forget. This Committee presented 
a comprehensive report, and many of 
the suggestions were accepted by 
Government, some were not. This 
was ten years ago. 

Also, when we thought of our bor-
der, We thought the danger was more 
probable in the north-east frontier 
agency border. It may have been a 
mistake of ours in calculating this, but 
we thought of that first, to protect it. 
I am talking about 1951, remember 
that, ten years ago. 

In 1950, that is before this had hap-
pened, there were five checkposts, 
only five checkposts on the border-
two in Himachal Pradesh,and three in 
NEFA, along the northern border. 
Within a year, because of these 
changes that took place in Tibet, by 
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April, 1951, this number had been in-
creased to 25, and most of the impor-
tant routes were covered. I QlIl talk-
ing about NEFA. A litUe later, this 
number was further increased all 
along the NEF A border and the mid-
dle sector, i.e., Uttar Pradesh, Hima-
chal Pradesh etc. In 1954 these check-
posts moved closer to the actual bor-
der in NEFA and the middle sector. 
I am mentioning this, that this fact 
was given thought to by us even in 
those days. 

In Ladakh, again, in 1951, some 
checkposts were established. This is 
a vast area. In these checkposts, army 
units were stationed at various places 
in Ladakh, rather distant from each 
other, and expeditions were sent to 
the furthest limits of our territory 
from 1951 onwards both by the police 
and the army. These expeditions were 
in the nature of mountain expedi-
tions, mountaineers and others a group 
and others, a group of ten or 15 persons 
of ten or 15 persons going ahead. In 
1954, in order to strengthen the ad-
ministration,--there was no imme-
diate threat to us, but nevertheless, 
in order to strengthen the administra-
tion--checkposts were taken over by 
the Central Government in Ladakh 
and further checkposts were estab-
lished. The only area where we did 
not establish checkposts was the 
uninhabited area, the Aksaichin area-
not that we did not want to , but we 
were busy with the other areas, and 
also it is a very difficult area. Even 
there, expeditions were sent. Between 
1950 and 1959, 16 such expeditions 
were sent to various parts of Ladakh. 

There were some seasonal carvan 
routes in the Aksaichin area which had 
been used for a long time past by 
caravans. The Chinese used them also 
in the past, when we did not connect 
it with any kind of aggression. It was 
a common practice. This is right in 
the northeastern bit, about the road 
whieh came up here. This was not 
supposed to mean sovereignty. It was 
a caravan route beblg used by any 

party. This is a central Asian route. 
There were very few roads or routes 
there, and it was supposed to be open 
traffie. 

In 1955-we did nt know this date 
then, we found out later-the Chinese 
started levelling the caravan route for 
the purpose of using it as a motorable 
tract. It took them about a couple of 
years. It was not clear to us then 
whether this proposed motor way cros-
sed our territory. The first suspicion 
that this might be came to us in 1957, 
from a map published in Peking. 

Sbri Braj Raj Singh: It took two 
years. 

Shri Jawaharlal Nehru: Two years, 
probably two years. 

We did not even then know defIni-
tely whether this transgressed our 
territory. The map was a small map, 
about half a magazine page. We did 
not know, but we began to suspect it. 
As we did not have proof, we did not 
protest then. 

In the following summer, that is in 
1958 summer, two patrol parties were 
sent to locate the two extremities of 
this road, about which we had heard. 
A patrol party which went to the south 
located the road as actually crossing 
our territory, a corner of our terri-
toy. The other party did not return 
for some time. We thereupon drew the 
attention of the Chinese Government to 
this party which had not returned, and 
enquired from them, and to the fact of 
the road having crossed our territory. 
This was first on the 18th October, 
1958. The first party had returned 
about II month earlier and the second 
party had not returned. It was only 
when the two parties returned that it 
was confirmed that the Chinese were 
using this corner of Indian territory as 
a highway. Even then, no Chinese 
posts were established west of the 
highway. The route parallel to this 
road was used by our army expedition 
in 1958, and they did not detect any 
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evidence of any Chinese intrusion. 
After that October letter, we were cor-
responding with the Chinese Govern-
ment, We were waiting for their reply 
to our protest. Replies take two or 
three months in coming, and I think 
the first one came either in December 
or January. Then this went on. In 
March, 1959, disturbances took place 
in Tibet, this uprising in Tibet; and 
other correspndence with the Chinese 
Government took place. In June, 
1959, one of our patrols was sent 
towards Lanak La along the Chang 
Chenmo Valley, but no Chinese were 
found there. It thus apears that the 
major consolidation of the Chinese hold 
west of the highway took place bet-
ween June and Octo her, 1959. This 
was detected by some of our patrols 
which were moving north to establish 
posts at Chang-lung Lungpa and other 
places; this led to the Kongka Pass ex-
pedition where shooting took place and 
a number of our policemen were shot 
down. 

Thus, the ordinary caravan route 
across the Northern Aksai Chain area 
was gradually used by the Chinese in 
the early fifties, first as a pure caravan 
road and then as a motorable road. 
Later, it was improved for motor 
traffic. 

The real Chinese advance, how-
ever, took place after the Tibetan up-
rising and in the middle of 1959. This, 
of course, has nothing to do with the 
maps. About the maps, we have 
been protesting for a long time pre-
viously. So far as the maps were con-
cerned, we have been protesting 
about those for some years past, but 
an actual protest was sent to them 
about the Aksai Chin area specifical-
ly in October, 1958, as I have men-
tioned, after We had received infor-
mation about this motorable road. 
Correspondence about this was being 
carried on with the Chinese Gov-
ernment when the Tibetan UprISing 
took place in 1959. It was about this 
time that the Prime Minister brought 
this matter up before Parliament in 
Augwlt, 1959. 

President 
Since the autumn of 1959, there 

has been no further aggression on 
our terri tory by the Chinese, even 
though their maps had varied. 

Now, there are two points that 
should like to mention. One point, 
as I have just stated, is that since 
August, 1959, the position might be 
said to be stabilised where it was 
then. There has been no further in-
trusion by them, and we 'are fairly 
well protected to prevent such an 
intrusion. 

The second point is that the charge 
made against Government that we 
hid this fact of Chinese aggression, 
is, I submit, not quite fair or correct. 
The fuct is that it was known to us 
for the first time when the two 
patrois returned, it became definitely 
known to us about that little corner, 
that the caravan route was being 
changed into a motorable road. And 
We wrote to the Chinese Government 
in Octoher, 1958. And we were wait-
ing for their reply. We did not wish, 
in a matter of this kind, to come to 
Parliament without investigating and 
finding out what their reply was. 
Their reply came, rather an inade-
quate reply came-I forget now, I 
think,-probably in January. We re-
plied again, and enquired further. 
And then, suddenly, in March came 
the whole Tibetan uprising, which 
became a larger issue to which this 
was tacked on, because we were al-
ways talking about this. And in 1959, 
when this major advance took place 
We brought this matter immediately 
hefore the House. 

As a matter of fact, we have been 
taking steps all along, from 1951 on-
wards, on this border. We had taken 
steps much more effectively on the 
NEFA border; it was a very difficult 
border; there was no administration 
for hundreds of miles; and we concen-
trated on that, and concentrated with 
such effect that we haVe bei'!n able to 
prevent any incursion on that border; 
apart from that little village, that 
Longju business, otherwise, there has 
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been no incursion, because it has been 
prevented. Since then, We have 
taken other steps to strengthen our 
posts everywhere, and our road pro-
gramme has been getting on very 
well. 

I have not touched upon the vari-
ous other matters, IUld I have taken 
a long time already. About the 
Congo, the House may have seen that 
yesterday, a resolution was passed by 
the Security Council; yesterday 01' 
rather the day before, for the first 
time, the Security Council has passed 
a resolution on the Congo, since its 
resolution, I forget, in August or 
September Or somewhere then. In 
spite of these troubles happening in 
the Congo, the amazing thing was 
that the Security Cunci! looked on 
and remained silent. That was not 
because they were not interested but 
simply because in the Security Coun-
cil itself, there was a tug of war, and 
this was reflected on the operations 
in the Congo, but there it was. For 
the first time, they haVe passed a 
resolution which, in our thinking, is 
a good one, in so far as it goes. In 
some matters, we would have liked it 
to go a little further, but in so far as 
it goes, it is a good resolution. Now, 
the question is how far it would be 
acted upon. 

Unfortunately, the previous resolu-
tions of the Security Council passed 
last year, to begin with, were not bad 
resolutions, but by what we thought 
as a strained interpretation of them, 
it was said that nothing could be 
done under those resolutions. I trust 
that the present resolutions would 
not be interpreted in that very limit-
ed and restricted way. 

A question does arise now, and I 
said something about it this morning 
here in answer to a question, about 
our sending the Indian Armed Forces 
there. ThP. Secretary-General of the 
UN asked us to send some Forces 
some time ago, about three weeks 
• go or so. On the one hand, we felt 

that the United Nations must conti-
nue to function in the Congo; their 
withdrawal would mean disaster. On 
the other hand, the UN was actually 
not functioning; it was sitting there 
merely; we did not want to send our 
people there to be insulted from time 
to time, and to do nothing, to waste 
them there in a sense. So, we were in 
a difficulty, and we pointed out this 
difficulty to the Secretary-General 
and said that if we would be convin-
ced that the UN was going to adopt a 
vigorous policy there, then, we might 
consider sending some of our Forces. 
Well, that position remains the same 
except that the recent resolution oj 
the Security Council has made it 
appear that a vigorous policy will be 
pursued, and, therefore, the possibili-
ty of our sending some Armed 
Forces has come nearer. 

I em afraid that although have 
taken a great deal of time, I have not 
touched on many of the criticisms 
etc. which have been made. But 
there is one thing more, Sir, which I 
might explain, if you would permit 
me, and that is about this tri-junc-
tion between India, Burma and 
China. First of all, I should like to 
say the tit is not right for any hon. 
Member to criticise Burma in regard 
to this matter. Burma has done noth-
ing, unless, of course, Burma could 
simply refuse to deal with China; 
that is a different matter. Burma has 
been carrying on these negotiations 
with China for three, or four or five 
years, I forget, for how long, since 
quite a long time ago. And step by 
step, they have proceeded and come 
nearer. Actually, the terms of the 
future treaty were fixed when Gene-
ral Ne Win as Prime Minister went 
to Peking long before the present 
Prime Minister U Nu came back to 
the Prime-Ministership. And so it is 
a long process, a gradually develop--
ing process, till it was absolutely fin-
alised on this occasion, and it was 
signed when Mr. Chou En-lai went 
there. We could have no grievance, 
no objection, to what was done there . 
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We cannot ask any country not to 
make a proper treaty with China 
because China and we have fallen out. 
That would not be a legitimate reason 
to say that, unless that treaty affecu. 
us. But this does not affect us except 
to the extent that a map was attached 
to it. The wording of the treaty does 
not affect us at all. A Chinese map 
was attached to it, and that shows 
that corner with two passes; the Chi-
nese line shown there is not as shown 
in OUr maps, in accordance with our 
line. This was pointed out to the Bur-
mese Government and to the Chinese, 
of course. The Burmese Government 
made it perfectly clear to us, before 
the signing of the treaty, that they 
were not accepting that interpreta-
tion of the map; that was none of 
their business, that was a business for 
India and China to determine, and 
they are bound by the terms of their 
own treaty and their OWn boundary. 
So they adopted a perfectly straight-
forward attitude in this matter, and I 
was a little sorry to find a trace of 
criticism of Burma in this House 
because of this. 

There was mention made of Nepal 
too. One hon. Member spoke with 
some warmth about recent happen-
ings in Nepal, that is, not approving 
of them. Another hon. Member ac-
cused me of saying something in re-
gard to these recen t happerungs 
which it was not right for me to ~ 

I should not say anything about 
Nepal. Now, it is always difficult in 
such moments what to say and what 
not to say. All I said in this House 
was that I was deeply distressed at 
the turn events had taken in Nepal 
and this failure of democracy etc. 
That was all that I said, although, I 
must say, I felt much more strongly 
about it. 

But hon. Members sometimes ima-
gine that We should issue directives 
to other Governments, tell them 
what to do and what not to do. That 

is a kind of thing which obviously 
we neither want to do nor can do but 
which irritates the other Government 
very much. Whenever Members in 
Parliament say anything like that, it 
does no good; it does not advance 
the cause of India; it has the reverse 
effect. I hope, therefore, that hon. 
Members will, when dealing with our 
neighbour countries, with whom we 
are friendly, we want to be friendly 
and we are going to be friendly, re-
member this suggestion that I am 
submitting to them, that we cannot 
treat them as if the fashioning of 
their policies must necessarily de-
pend on our good wishes. 

Mr. Speaker: There are as many as 
123 amendments to the Motion. May I 
know whether any hon. Member 
wants any amendment to be put to 
vote separately? 

Some Hon. Members: All of them 
may be put together. 

Mr. Speaker: I shall now put all 
the amendments to the Motion to vote 
of the House. 

All the amendments" were put and 
negatived. 

Mr. Speaker: The question is: 

"That an Address be presented 
to the President in the followine 
terms:-

That the Members of the Lok 
Sabha assembled in this Session 
are deeply grateful to the Presi-
dent for the Address which he 
has been pleased to deliver to 

both the Houses of Parliament 
assembled together on the 14th 
February, 1961". 

The motion was adopted. 

"For texts of the amendments, Bee Debates dated 20.2.61. 




