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Amendment No. 1 was, by leave, with
drawn.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:
“That the Bill be circulated for the 

purpose of elicitijjg opinion thereon 
by January 27, 1979.” (2).

The motion was adopted.
MR. CHAIRIVIAN: The amendment of 

Shri B. P. Mandal is barred.
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16.33 hrs.

INDIAN TRUSTEESHIP BILL

MR. CHAIRMAN: We now go on to 
the next item on the Agenda, viz. th» 
Bill of Mr. Arjun Singh Bhadoria.
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•Moved with the recommendation of the Preeident,
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“Mahatma Gandhi had once said 
that when India became free all the 
capitalists would be given an oppor
tunity of becoming statutory trus
tees. The BiU seeks to provide such 
ah opportunity to the owners of 
large companies and proposes neces
sary provisions "for ihe democratic 
management of the resultant trust 
corporations in accordance with the 
priciples of trusteeship formulated by 
Gandhiji. The provisions of the Bill 
^re dinlended to usher in peacefully 
an era of a socialist society. As the 
Planning Commission has observed 
in the Second Five Year Plan, a 
socialist society is built uP not only 
solely on monetary incentives, but 
on ideas of service to society. 
It is necessary, therefore, that the 
ivorker should be made to feel that 
lie is helping to build a socialist 
State. The provisions of the Bill are 
expected to promote increased pro- 
xiuctivity by giving the workers a 
sense of full and intelligent partici
pation in the processes of production, 
purchases, sales and investments of 
the enterprise. This Bill is not a 
’Compulsory but a permissive mea
sure enabling the present owners of 
large companies to transform their 
existing titles based on absolute 
rights into trust ownership.”
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T̂f̂ rTVRt vî m%h ^  imnvf fft ^  ^  

% tin fn a  'jfHnI ^?TVTT V t  ^

^  n̂rf̂ TrT 24 197 7 ^  ^
f̂ T̂ TRT I ^  % stRt ĥtPrt «î rt3rfiT 
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In a publication recently issued by 
the Trusteeship Foundation, Bombay, 
Shri Jayaprakash Narayan has said:

'‘It must be admitted that no pro-* 
gress has been made in spelling out 
either in theory or in practice Gan-
dhiji’s seminal ooneept......... tha
theoretical loundations and the juri
dical and practical procedures and 

forms for running economic enter
prise in accordance with the spirit of 
trusteeship have yet to be worked 
out by us.**

Even before this Shri Ja^prakash 
Narayan has, among others, justified 
the need for giving legislative sanction 
to the Gandhian concept to trus
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teeship. Writing in Bhoodan of Octo
ber 21 1967, he has said:

"‘There is at times a misunder
standing found as to the relation of 

Gandhian ideals to law. It is thought 
his ideals have nothing to do with 
law, so much so that if they were ex
pressed through law, they lost their 
ethical validity. This is a mistaken 
view. It is only just and proper 
that when a certain ideal has come 
to be widely accepted ahd acted up
on, it should receive the imprimatur 
of law. Referring to his idea of 
trusteeship (which by the way is 
what Bhoodan is in essence), Gan- 
dhiji often spoke of its being eventu- 
ually regularized by law. That, in
deed, is what has been happening in 
the course of the Bhoodan Move
ment, when Bhoodan and Gramdan 
have both been given legal recogni
tion and Status by appropriate legis
lation.”

Several attempts have been made so 
far to introduce legislative proposals 
in Parliament, but none has reached 
the statute book.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: Motion moved:
“That the Bill to provide f' r̂ 

establishment of Trust Corporations 
and for matters connected therewith, 
be taken into consideration.*’

•SHRI A. SU l^A  SAHIB (Pal^atX 
Madam Chairman, all of u« in thiî
House should commend the laudable 
efforts of my hon. friend, Shri Arjun
Singh Bhadoria, who has introduced 
the Indian Trusteeship Bill through 
which he has attempted to translate
into reality Mahatmaji*s dream of 
ushering in an era of socialist society 
through peaceful means.

Mahatma Gandhi did not formulate 
his concepts sitting in an air-condi
tioned attic room. Living with the 
people of the soil, understanding their 
day to day problems of life, he tried 
to conceptualise solutions. The father 
Of the nation was a humanist from first 
to last. .He wanted the citizens of the 
country to become active participants 
in the building of an egalitarian #0- 
ciety. Before he could concretise hia 
concepts, Mahatmaji was removed 
from our midst.

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru on the 
eve of Independence said that when 
the whole world slept India got awa
kened. Panditji tried to follow in the 
footsteps of Mahatma Gandhi, parti
cularly in the matter of inculcating 
the spirit of social service among the 
people of the free natton. Blit, unfor
tunately, during the period 1947—1978, 
the path of economic growth lias been 
paved not with the persuasive princi
ples t)f Mahatmaji but with the per
versive ideas borrowed from alien

•The original speech was delivered in Tamil
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[Shri Sunna SahibJ 
sdurceg. Consequently we have gone 
astray and alienated oupselves from 
the day to day problems of our people. 
Mahatmaji said that trusteeship is the 
backbone oi all economic activities. 
Instead ô  strengthening the backbone, 
we have allowed the growth of private 
.capitalism in the country. A few 
minutes before this House discussed 
Mr. Shastri’s Bill seeking to incorpo
rate right to work in the Constitution. 
Gandhiji used to give a pre-eminent 
place to the concept of dignity of lab
our, which in other words meant 
‘right to work' for every citizen en
abling him to realise the dignity of 
labour. Here also we have not enabl
ed our countrymen to realise the 
dignity of labour by providing job 
opportunities to all the unemployed 
in the country, whose number has 
gone to 41 millions. I need not say 
that in this also our economi?; develop
ment programmes play a pivotal role.

The assets of 20 monopoly industrial 
houses have in the course of three de
cades gone up to Rs. 3000 crores. You 
will be surprised to know that Ihe 
public sector financial institutions have 
help them with a loan of Rs. 2,400
crores. These monopoly industrial
houses multiplied and maximised their
profits at the cost of the people. This 
i<; no occasion to enumerate the dubi
ous ways in which they manage to go 
scot free from governmental cons
traints. These houses have been the 
paradise for their kith and kin.

I would refer to Clause 30 of this 
Bill which says that any private en
trepreneur may set up a new Trust 
Corporation by investment nf fifty per 
cent in the share capital, provided the 
Central Government or the State Gov
ernment concerned agrees to subs
cribe the remaining fifty per cent of 
the shâ e capital subject to the con
dition that the total equity capital 
does no exceed Rs. 20 lakhs. Has this 
happened co far in our country? We 

the Monopolies and Restrictive 
TTade Practices Commission. Yet our 
private sector capitalists are ingenius

to circumvent the statutory compul
sions. Theit ,prime moUve Ms not 
been service to people but to make 
them servitors. Personal gain is the 
sole consideration and the good ot the 
society is beyond their ken.

Now, let me turn to invesiment in 
public sector. We have invested so 
far a massive gum of Rs. 30,000 crores.
Have the public sector industrial ins
titutions produced any return on this 
money, which could be used for social 
development? Unfortunately the ans
wer is in the negative. Here also the 
stranglehold of bureaucrats has sniffed 
out such possibilities.

It may not be an exaggeration to 
say that social good has been the vic
tim in both the cases. The coal-mines, 
when they were in the private sector, 
were being exploited full; but they 
have started showing losses under the 
management of public sector corpo- 
rati’on. The ineptitude and callous
ness of those in charge of such public 
sector units in the matter of materials 
management have led to this regret
table consequence.

Mahatmaji talked of village indus
tries. He wanted every one to wear 
Khadi, not merely as a sign of patrio
tism but aJso as a symbol of self- 
reliance, which meant wide-spread job 
opportunities throughout the country. 
By emphasising the establishment of 
village industries, he wanted to ensure 
the economic upliftment of rural areas 
of the country. Mahatmaji used to 
say that the man who keepg a paise 
more than his requirement is a black- 
marketeer. He was sure of his ground 
that a society would grow on the 
basis of selfless service of those who 
constitute it. Unless the workers 
were encouraged to tftke Interest 
in the various activities erf the indus
try such as production, purchase, sDleg 
and investment, there would not be 
that environment lor both economic 
development and social upliftment. 
Only Trusteeship would primarily 
provide such a conducive climate. 
The concept of Trusteeship makes it 
abundantly clear that a Socialist
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Society^ould be built not merely by 
monetary incentives but by the spirit 
|0f social service. Gita lays so much 
emphasis on the concept of detach
ment. Unless detachment becomes 
the cardinal principle of our lives, 
there cannot be any chance for the 
growth of common good. Our poet- 
patriot Bharathiyar used to say that if 
the society does not prosper then the 
country cannot prosper. A society 
can grow only when its constituents 
show a sense of̂  detachment. Shri 
Aggarwal has brought this out in a 
beautiful way in his book on Gandhi- 
an Economics. Shri Ramachandran
has referred to this basis as inevitable 
for advancement of common interesta.
Now we find that cooperative institu
tions in the country are in total dis
array because of the absence of this 
basis tenet. In these circumstances, 
the concept of trusteeship must be 
given its due importance in the scheme 
of Government's’ economic activities.

During the past 30 years it has been 
proved to the hilt that common good 
is subservient to personal growth so 
far as the capitalists are concerned. 
The public sector has not yet imbibed 
the spirit of social good. Dr. Sushila 
Nayar, who is fortunately in the Chair, 
is a disciple of Mahatma Gandhi and 
she knows the importance Mahatmaji 
attached to this concept of Trustee
ship, which would provide an oppor
tunity to all the capitalists in indepen
dent India to become legal trustees, 
which would enable the proprietors 
of big companies to convert their 
absolute ownership into trust owner
ship.

I am sure that the Government 
would unreservedly appreciate the
spirit behind this laudable legislation 

i a n d  come forward on their own with 
such a Bill, if they do not want to ac
cept this Private Member’s Bill. I 
hope that this is the time to translate 
Mahatma Gandhi's ideals into reality.

is to be ensured that the wealth of 
the nation contributes bo the common 

! weal and does not become a means to

fatten a few chosen ones. This can 
be achieved only throu^ the provi
sions of Indian Trusteeship Bill as in
troduced by Shri Arjun Singh Bhado- 
ria.

With these words, I apeal to the 
other Members of the iHbuse to ênd 
their valuable support to this Bill.

17.00 hrs. Bby
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•vt iTjflf n̂rir# t i ĵ f̂tf̂ rr vt ^

vrft t* I

^   ̂ 193 1 «TT :—

“As for the present owners of 
wealth, they would have to make 
their choice between war and volun
tarily converting themselves into 
trustees of wealth. They would be 
allowed to retain the stewardship of 
their possession and to use their 
talent to increase their w êalth, not 
for their own sakes, but for the sake 
Of the nation and, therefore, with
out exploitation. The state would 
requlale the r-'ite of commission 
whi '̂h ['My woulc  ̂ fjot commensurat? 
with the service rendered and its 
value to society. Their chik^en 
would inherit the stewardship only 
if theĵ  proved their fitness for it’\

^ ^  fnm̂ TT g ft» ^«ft ^  ^ 
wnr ^  m MIt ifkr

f¥ •rilft ^  pRT 3TVTT ^ ftnm  
fVFTTW IFT# ^ h. JTVT ^   ̂ ft? ISHTT̂-
qftv#ar ftWT ^  t  I qfW v qfe  w  
fn̂ H f  I iT̂  5ft invrftwfir  ̂ ^  ^  
WOTT î hrr I TK <rfkw?hT ftrw srvR ?

Pnro art 5 ^  ^ I
*Tf siP̂ (̂  I frnr nit iftr
VTvfNrv trftv#5T ftnr ift
^zw ftnr vt
f  J 5T|f tilvgrvr^/ivrf^ i

vt njffi ftpir 5r̂ »TT
? «RT in irftnrr Ir ^

^  ^  t  ftf viiTv #
'Tf?7r?f?T ^ ^>r ^

 ̂ft> ^ n̂TTV-VfrV#5T 9RT ^
ffTTT 1^«T V 3TTT yRT Vt ^R?TT

¥ TOT ^  «n^ I ^  #  iWT ft» N̂THF̂ » 
5T«R ^  ftR #ft>^ ^

5ITT I ^  ?TT̂  
wm ^  ^rff^ it ?ft ^  jm i 
^ ft^  jf̂ iT

rfnTTFTTf ^ t  5«n I

^  WĴ ^  ?ft  ̂ f[T̂ ^
t̂ttt ^  v[j TO?ft  ̂ I wm <ntTjfV ft 

^  th ^ f(^,
fir^ % ’TT̂  ^  qro

I ^̂ frt%rr ^ mm qft^^
ftm >̂fV ’snr^ ? n̂rnr «Tfnf̂ ?T

4  ft«rJT ^ ^  f  ^  5fWf
«F> Kmr  ̂ ft) ^  ^  <gr̂ tfrcH«4̂

^  I  ?
^  *f»T srTTpJT I ft> irf^ gv - 

^  ĤTFSr ^ «TfT̂ ?T I I
^  «Ftf ^

r̂ZTTfrt? ^  |«TT I îrfv Jimi
w , ^Tf f?rT 1 ufh:

??nr7R ? ?TT̂ 'f rr̂ Tf 5fy Vf; ^
rcin̂ nr fm 1

^  ?r?ff t
^̂ r'̂ TT'̂  T r̂TOT IT' -Î TfTOr ^

J ?TT1 'vTR̂rq-ft ^ irt?Jt Wt ,
hT̂T r̂r jf;-?; #f^;T

iT̂T 7̂7- ff;- fî cq- vrsrwrm
rrrr 'j !f7?rT "ft>

*rm̂  ^̂ 'RrfnrrT n̂ ;r 1 9 7  ̂ fsTfinrf̂ nf̂ Ŝ’? 
^ r> ^TT  ̂ I 5TF7T T v

f  tftr
?fr7̂  t' T?[ ^  wm̂  f  I ^

?jrM!qy^  ^  f̂ ^̂ f̂ TrTT 
5nf̂  *p:y f  i *ftt

TtrTT  ̂ sftTWHT | |
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imr vhrror % ^
irmVF W  fTTRT < 5«TTOT,

fip r«n m T, ?r?«nc?rT 1 ♦
immv f — t  ^  ^  ^

H ^  TO ftrwmf ^ ^  T5
4OTf*rf I W ’r fir^
¥Tf#fTV ^  VRT Vrf^
«ftr ^  ^
W|t ?r irnf trx^  «m r  r if  ̂ st t̂t

^  fror^Tf ^  fn*
im r fftt «fWf !{t fiTORff ¥t

vt Pt̂ i<bT»y VT?TT >̂nfW ^  trWf 
<r «T̂  v n t ^ ,  ^<F , vnrrr

vtHT r̂rfiĵ  I 3Tf5T t—  ^  m^^wn 
t  T̂T ^  ^  ^  ^  t “

vrsr ^«ft f̂t̂ rf̂ nw
T̂nr-̂ rrr t| f  1 ^ ^

fft \f̂  ^ Wr®T T̂T̂ 1T9T  ̂ *““
'Tower corrupts a man and ab

solute power corrupts absolutely.’*
?r>rt ^  THPT VT# 1̂  fW THPfmr 

^  wjrT I, qr^ fir*r î»
TFsnm WTf̂ ar̂  ^>ff m

^  ^  TTsq- ^ tjt
Prft^ ^  I T̂ ft «TT̂ ^   ̂

lir̂ T •nr—
L ‘'Violence of private ownership is 
less injurious than the violence of 
the State. However, if it is unavoid

able I would support minimum of 
State ownership.”

»rt6fy fWrsTfTTT ^ icijfVwrsft Tj[, 
^ 53rf>RTn̂  ^ jj?mr h i

 ̂ I ifft qv
^m ?TTqT̂T ?rtT JT̂TT fen I f ^

^  ^  srrw ^ ^  fv 
âR- f̂Tr #nn ^ tm

^ oq^^T^> stt̂  ^  f̂to
r̂̂ TT#T ^  5̂ j;f2:T.?T— I

^ ^  5rm’ 5TT?̂ t —'f̂ rWr̂ fV f̂tr

j5RFrT ?t ^rpr |
;|r =Err̂/TT I r̂qiTT ^ ^t«t

^Tf^, m̂ rnft ^ ^
^ r ^ q -  I ^ 3 T 5 r^ 5 r  i f t  ^  ? !T ^ tjt ^Tfr?T jpT

*̂ T:-
“ There is no dichotomy between 

freedom and bread.”

Vf( ftr$ r̂trfV # TO fPW «ft
•TT—m  Ŵ?RRTT >̂T# WITT T̂lff 
FRFw^ iftr Tt̂ t #  vtf ift filthn'iTnr 
I  I VTw vnvTv I ft» firtiflf #
^  W f I firJ^r 5f f u r r
1951 #  firr I mrimrT< ^ <f ^rftrv, 
!T|̂  ^  rp  I I qrî TTftpT
2500 VPT v x j  I, ^  5 ^  I,
#»¥T-^ ^ 1973 ^ ift t  ’
flTT I W T  1965 #  ‘
f̂nrr n>iTftrq w^ 1 Jiot̂ ôq[o # <#!•' 

TTWV VT ITTT t »
?  3fhr ‘̂ r^^TT VT t  •

I I wnrpr,
#f?ffNft «fk îfhmPnrr ^ ^  %%n t  1

:i

wwK »i^»w,  ̂HTwt
*Tf I  fti ftW WIX *Air*IW ^

ftrt f«TT TT!IT W r f d * ? #
?niiWT I ftr «<r*M*J!( wrftiw nfli# i
^ ffY 1̂  ^ ^
wnrwT t  »i>T 5PTm 'n<ff  ̂ ^

wfanr vt ^htrt vt# *  ftrt in# 
wvr vt [̂TT w  inrnr vr finn ^
fV fw  ̂ ?r*<Tfw ejrfww !!]̂ f I, «wrfw fiwft 

t I TwV ftw  ̂ r̂iT I —

"$?TT̂ TFTPT5 »T# >tW ^ ^
'R5jf)f «fT; 1”

ifhiT ^ ?>TOr I "?jnRr h4 Tftnf:”
^  WTf ^ 1  ^»(T  ?> <n fTpr ^ —t  
*Sfim7T ^ "WT »f 11
HHh  ̂ VT̂  ^
f  ftr ?rwrfw »«Tftw sTfiY }t, w? wmw
^  ^ I f v  VT^rfsT  ̂ ipn

“Capital is a social power.”

3R 5iTfVftPT ĉT f
fl> jj? 5> TTfrr fr HT<T% fiwft
«rfw ^  ̂  g: I ̂ irw fn  T̂ ,<ifH *
*JT?fy I sTf ?̂r ;̂r ̂ iffrr ^nf'i T ffrd
>?rt’iT, »niT5r % fsrq i qfsTT«r wrrr- 
Sfrr#3r spy sf̂ rr r̂'̂ fr ? ? 3it f̂r r̂r«r 

5t?ff fsr̂ r ^  ?TT wff
^ ŝq- n q- ̂  ?rftm-

T.qr̂  -:PT ?fn t— r̂ ffr?T 'Tf^nT
f  ̂  ^   ̂ I r?m 7̂. w.r̂
I % fsTT m m̂'TTT iTT̂ 'f̂  ?, f̂ lJT

^  .̂TTTrTT i,  ̂  ̂ M)T
^wf TrttfV ifV  ̂ TtiT t ? r r  
^ m̂rsr ^  q?T̂  ?rr̂ =̂  ?r^

 ̂ I Vt ^ f̂ rsir—
fŵ r vt fSTT̂ -JTt̂ arRy vft 3rr̂ f —
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»to ^  «n?r
^ j <nrr Ji? It ^
lift «T ft, ?ft $vAAn
^  ^  «TH  ̂ ftfa ^  ^  ^
l««^ 5Tff ftsTf I ^  ?ft im
^  r̂rf|̂ , JTft #  iTTwt ?ft ^  l«Ffn
W inrm *n<f i  * ftr?n^
^  tlTT T| t I "

irtrft ^  ifV in—
<t «mrrtt *  fw  ^  frnrf  ̂ ^

% irnft 55TTtTftT ^
?rt fipfRTH ^ ^  ’i»Tf̂  
v t f  ’rft Ttv ŵ TT I r̂fffTT ^ 5 r̂rft—
firrtWT  ̂ ifft «n— %nK
v n n fw  vrf^ Pn>  ̂ ?ft ftjT w\^
# ^  ^«ff ^ ’f̂ ft ?m«rn: >̂fV i
A fTN % f̂ rirvsr ^  ^  r̂n?V ^
^  j^fum ^  fTT̂   ̂  ̂ îrfiRT-
^  ^  ^  ^  ^  spTt f,
Wf^ ^  ^  ^ ? r t
tprnr  ̂ ?fV i f ^ ,  ^ rrf^  '̂t̂ ?TT, 
f^^T  ̂ r̂rr  ̂ ^  —
vnr irw ^  f̂ r̂ sr isfrT iirT̂ T ^
intn: ’tt t  ^  “qrM̂ «3r-
5^̂ rf?TT” ipt ?F̂ t T̂ ^  ^
^  ?>TT I

^SHRI KRISHNA CHANDRA HAL- 
DER (Durgapur): Madam Chairman,
Shri Arjun Singh Bhadoria has intro
duced the Indian Trusteeship Bill of 
1978 in the House. While introducing 
the Bill the mover had dealt •with in 
e\tcnso what Gandhiji and Ram 
Manohar Lohia had cherished about 
the concept of trusteeship in our coun
try and Shiv Ramji Singh who fol
lowed next added to it the views of 
Vinoba Bhave. They have in their 
speeches tried to highlight the fact 
that all the factories and mills should 
be brought under the trusteeship of 
the capitalist and that of the workers 
and if this is done then the economic 
inequality, social moquality that is 
presently prevailing in the society can 
be ended and we wouÛ  be able to usher 
in the country to a socialistic society 
or lead to that objective I would have 
been really very bappy if through the

modality suggested by Shri Bhadoiia 
the country could achieve the objective 
set fortfi in the Bill but I say it firmly 
and with sadness too that even after 
hundreds of years the country would* 
not be able to chieve the objective and 
it would remain a pious w4di only. I 
would like to emphasiie this funda
mental difference in regard to the ap
proach of the matter because, if it 
were so, those who had ruled the coun* 
try for 30 long years in the name of 
Gandhi, those who followed the tea* 
chings of Shri Ram Manohar Lohia and 
those who had set forth loCty Ideals in 
the manifesto of the Janata Party, 
would have a succeed in levelling 
down the social and economic disparties 
that have continued to exist in this 
country during all these years but the 
disparities far from getting diminished 
went on increasing in a gallopping 
manner and it is indeed a sad com
mentary, that no less than 70 per cent 
of the population of our country today 
live below the poverty line. A little 
while ago Shri Shastri was speaking 
on his Bill about the necessity of in
corporating the “right to work^ in the 
chaptcr of Fundamental Rights of the 
Constitution. I have heard him care
fully and I have also heard with rapt 
attention the speech of the Law Min
ister Shri Shanti Bhushan which pre
ceded that. The Law Minister was 
mentioning in great detail how the 
Government was trying to scientifically 
orient the planning mechanism to era
dicate unemployment from this coun
try within ten years. Through their 
speeches they have suggested, parti
cularly Shri Ramji Singh, that the 
change can be brought about in a 
peaceful way and in fact they had 
supported the principal of status 
Quoism. With all my respect and 
regards to the great men of our coun
try like Gandhiji, Ram Manohar Lohia, 
Jaiprakash Narayan, Vinoba Bhave etc. 
le; mo tell this House clearly and 
firmly that nothing can be achieved 
unless we are able to bring about a 
structural change in the socio-economic 
sphere of our country and I hold that 
that the prevailing capitalist economy 
only breeds decay and deepens dis
parities—-social, economic and financial

*The original speech was delieved in Bengali.
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t -and unless this is ended we have no 
hdpe to look forward to a socialistic 
society where equaUty permeates all 
walks of human lite, we can never 
achieve the objectives of the Bill with- 
itfi the present social set up. My friend 
Shri Ramji Singh is not here in the 
House at this moment. He had said a 
little while ago that democracy cannot 
flourish in a socialistic and communis
tic form of Government and he said 
that the Communist countries are suf
fering from State Capitalism. I fully 
and firmly disagree with this idea. 
Shri Ramji Singh himself had said 
“Sabar Opor Manus Satya Tahar Upar 
Nai'* If it be so, then should we not 
try to create a society where every 
individual of the society has a funda
mental right to work, a fundamental 
right to get education, a fundamental 
right to get treatment free of cost when 
he is sick and above all the social 
liberties to pursue his language and 
culture along with his right to earn his 
bread and such a society is only possi
ble in a Communist pattern of Govern
ment and even democracy becomes 
really meaningful only under such a 
set up. It is only in this set up that 
a fuller developments of man is possi
ble and I feel it is the best form of 
society. Today we talk of bourgeoisie 
democracy. We talk of Parliamentary 
Democracy. But in whose interest the 
democracy is functioning. It is func
tioning to safeguard the interest of the 
capitalists, feudal lords and the class 
of exploiters who are exploiting the 
poor. In this set up may I ask the hon. 
Members whether a cultivator has any 
real liberty, whether a share cropper 
jlias any real liberty, whether the agri
cultural labour has any real liberty. No 
they have none. Shri Ramji Singh 
was saying that in a socialistic set up 
violence has its own place. But may 
I tell you Madam that all those who 
^wear by Gandhi ji and his cult of non. 
violence, having captured the State 
power, during the last thirty years, had 
let loose or sided with a reign of 
violence where the small cultivators 
|and the share croppers were evicted 
(from their land holdings and the land 
barons went on enlarging their empire

despite all legi^tion. It is true that 
the Janata Government has restored 
democratic rights to the people but 
even they cannot deny that even during 
their rule the Harijans are being ex
ploited, and even killed, the share
croppers are being uprooted, the land
less are being harassed the agricultural 
labour are still not getting their mini
mum daily wages of Rs. 8.10 p. Then 
where is the real democracy? Where 
is the cherished socialistic pattern of 
society that the rulers of our country 
have been dreaming for the last 30 
years? In my State of West Bengal̂  
a leftist Government is now in power. 
Our resources are meagre but within 
the grave limitations of our resources 
we are trying our best to uplift the lot 
of the small and marginal fanners, the 
share croppers and the agricultural 
labourers. I would therefore say with
out any sense of hesitation that a 
society based on communist philosophy 
is the only answer to the problem; it 
is the only salvation for the exploited 
and harassed poor who have been sub
jected to harassment for centuries. I 
am not ashamed to say this. I will 
further say that in a Communist/So
cialist Society the feudal barons and 
the class of exploiters will have no 
liberty to carry on their exploits. Under 
our present social system nearly 95 per 
cent of the population of the country 
are being explited by the remaining 50 
per cent of the population. It is a 
dreadful and humilitating situation and 
it cannot be allowed to continue for 
long. In the society of our make the 
individual will have the fullest liberty 
for his social and economic develop
ment. Today in our country the owner 
of a small industry does not enjoy ks 
much liberty as an individual in a 
Communist society.

Madam Chairman the present bill 
has many good wishes for the people.
I have no querrel with them bUt I 
am a serious about in its implementa
tion. I feel that it is not possible to 
achieve the objectives of the bill the 
way the mover wants to have it done. 
It is simply not possible. While giving
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repty to the debate on his Bill, Shri 
Shftstri was horror struck and he was 
saying about violence. China and Naxa- 
liles yrm  also mentioned during the 
debate. Shri Ramji Singh in his 
spefch said that it is not possible to 
achieve the objective through evolu
tion. He also said that a revolution is 
necessary. We also say that a revolu
tion is a must. Now the question is 
whether this revolution should take 
the path of violence or non-violence.
I must say with all the emphasis at 
my command that the option is not left 
to us, the exi^oited millions of the 
country. It all depends how the Gov
ernment dominated by bourgeoisie 
class is going to react to the struggle 
for attainment of equal rights by the 
vast majority of the explited population 
of our country. The Centre has the 
Central Reserve Police, and the B.S.F. 
and the States have their own para 
military forces which total to about 
8/10 lakhs. If all these para military 
forces try to use violence to crush and 
curb the just and peaceful struggle 
and agitation of the millions of our 
exploited population then I will say 
that the 95 per cent of 65 crores of 
population would be perfectly justified 
to take up arms to make their revolu
tion to bring about a social change in 
the country a success. Therefore it all 
depends how the ruling class chooses to 
behave towards these whom they have 
been exploiting till date. It is also 
very essential to emphasise that by 
maintaining a status quo in the social 
order we cannot achieve the objective 
of the Bill and I will take this oppor
tunity to warn the feudal and capita
list forces who are trying to guide the 
functioning of the Janata Government 
from behind the screen, that the peo
ple of the country will not tolerate 
them any longer. The invincibility of 
one party rule in the country has ended. 
The people have defeated and crushed 
the aayth. We have State Govern
ments who believe in different political 
phitosophy. In West Bengal and Tri
pura we have the leftist Government, 
in Tamil Nadu—the AlADMK is ruling,

in Goa and Kashmir, parties subscrib
ing to two different idiologies are in 
the helm of aftairs. In short, the poli
tical situation in the country today is 
in a fluid state. What would be the 
shape of India of tcanorrow will 
depend much upon the attitude of 
the class of exploiters. Marxism 
is a political science. In bring
ing about the social change, we 
firmly feel and believe that under the 
conditions prevailing in our country— 
the social and economic philosophy of 
Marx is the most suitable one and the 
best and we would like to apply this 
philosophy for ending the miseries of 
our people and as I have already said, 
whether this application will 1«ke the 
path of violence or non-violence will 
much depend upon the Central Gov
ernment, the feudal lords and the capi
talist class. We want to offer this al
ternative to the people which is the 
real way to end social and economic 
disparity that prevails in every seg
ment of the society, which will help 
them to attain their full development 
in social cultural and economic sphere 
and we are sure that all efforts to
mislead the people will be frustrated. 
One party, the CPIM, will make every 
effort to apply the Socio-political 
philosophy of Max and we feel that the 
uiiity of the exploited millions of our 
country and the unity of the leftist 
forces will olTer the real altemjttlve to 
the people of our country to bring an 
end to their present miseries. Wlietber 
our strugĝ le for the attainment of out 
ideals will be peaceful or violent will 
much depend upon the atUtisdba of the 
Central Government and the Capitalist 
exploiters. But we are , determined 
and we are sure that WJJuld be able 
to tran^ate our ideals into a reality 
and then we would be able to lead 
people to Uberatiott, towards their 
betterment and fhially we will suceeied 
in establishing socialism in thisL;i^un- 
try. With these words I conclude.
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#, OTnr # Pnr ITT
T!|ft I fftr ^  ftwr % iTo -OT*

^  fWT, ^  ^

m  rfK «TT 4^ VT wrfe*T?«T,
VT ^  ^  ^  5»rRt
r̂ n*fl ^  5 n̂rt ^  î 0

I

VTW ^ Ŵ fT ifl̂ 'l VT>
5 T̂FT ^x ^vfii % <̂ dl

WT r̂r?f)f ^  irfWTT ^  'TT ^  ftcTT T̂,
^  ir ^  ^^5^ ^ ^  «ftT ^ w îrrt

% TO JT «TT̂  «TT, PlIT 25 »TT̂
*FiTf| % TO PtJT ’̂T ^ V̂T5T

 ̂ \ 5 ^mr ^ TO «TTW ^
in<^ >̂# % fir# ^  1% ^  VT
ftp ^  wi I ^  ’T̂ fcT «n%

# ft? ^  It
nisnT̂  ^  f̂ qr «tt i

^  v t f  «rfc r^T  «rr I ^  sTf 
'TirrK r̂ ?ft fq̂ T ^5 ^

^  I 75 T̂'f % TO
TO <ft ^  l]r̂  gnr̂  ;T̂  «TT I
Vi$ ? r O ^ I  ^ T  I I f ^ T  ^ T T  ^  0 ^ » l

I mfeT t  ’TtBft ^  ^
VI ^  TT^ ft̂ TT I ^  KT^
w\ w>vrf̂=f5FiT
WT2T I Wf[X ir^ft iTThilTQ  ̂^  ^ 'T ftcT
ftr  ̂ ^  It TO ^  Tt ŝrrf̂
^ ftr wtn" i<nHs<11<i)'jft %

^  yr  t| I  I ^  ^  ^  it
1^3^ WT^T T^ ^ I %ft»5T «nr

# tr̂ r ;rf ^rf% frrf fr 1 «rft 
% TO ®>6 ^  ^  yiiĵ tqrfg iTTfWf # ^  
.| fv  ^^mrjrnrvTv ^  jwfr ^

fftx ^  ITT# *r̂  fTT̂  ffh: «TT wf^ 
v m  wr?if I

f̂ ?5̂ nr?T ^ ^  cT̂ m ĉwr «rr 1
IT  ̂ ^ # 4 f^  T̂O ^  TO I I % 
TO ^  Ttmr ifJTT, «f#iff % %n̂  
TO ^  T p  I fVWTT «TT
fftr ^ ^
*fl‘, ?fV *FTW TT% 7̂% WVlft
^  *ifT*T wm m, vtf m frnr vrm 
'TT, «i?tf p̂rft Jffpr̂ r vtvt «tt, îrtf

«TT— ^ r̂nrr wr 1
^  ^  ItoTT tr̂  W  ^  1̂

I Iff «»w«FT m *ft, ?r> ?fWif 
^MVit ir̂ ft «fV I■>

w* l»r ?TTf̂  vTit »rd I wjT
«5T ^  ’nft̂ rfr *i >̂T wmi i .  fire^

?̂ W?r apTf v<r^ ^  ^  ^ Tt̂  
<wwTTlf $ q?^ f, wU psfl; »  wft ifhR  
«WiT f  fti Cg'J+d|!T ift flpft^\sni«fts
^^If % <n« 5»*n ^  n< t  I ^  '»H»r 
>n̂ f «T Tmr fw  ^  ^  «rt 
«Ri>r w*nr Tifwl "fif, ^  ,f»f wt̂ r 
3*T ^  ft> ^ rtr ^

i  »«1 w< ITT I, IJC TOS
<WW t * « *  ?f^ t  '
5W wj?r urtr ir^^ *rwi  ̂ toA  ^ i 
w  p«f V Tî iT-iRTr IT »if  ̂ *ftr
5? ¥ra ^  $wfNlv
W  TT i i  ?, »> «W ’TfW ^
81̂  3’ '̂lR ^  f% 'VTI’ff IB «n # »
6p$ I I !W pr <nfBr(ft *  o)t tt 
^  t  hr <»TfW?r 5T̂  M
fft ^  wif f?$ t  wf
W  arr I  I ar> > m <  ^  ^

fT8% W>»T «TWf n WT̂ T »ft
^  w!T̂  w t I I nr w  ’A *»]̂V ^

«rr fir w  «jTT!T)f % <mr 
I *ftr  ̂ ?r «is® in ?r ww «̂t 
i I

m« 1^ (?>wr) : jpff
a ?fr >T»«rf ^  I  I

: wnrtW fffW 
t  ^  f  ̂  ^ ^  y t  ^  ♦ <

#  ^ ’tr f¥  ^  f^ n v ^ iK  f*wt
Trt I fftf »iTnft*i ^

flw Tf^ «Tft <ftwr
flTwf t  wrt  ̂ ^ ^  <I*IT

fW I tw f #  TT ♦• WT
^  »rranr i!> <f?rft |  i vnm w  
!TrTm«r  ̂ w*^' irt1% ^  mw ¥̂ ft t 

wtfir ?r»fr wWt, 5»T 
fifVwT? % wt w !nrr srafT̂ r w r i i  irtr 
ir t^  «t% T> > ftrtf ww I
^  ftT fNr finr ««r # « p r  | rftt
«T*T  ̂ TT, ^Nrr *Ttelf fT WWT IW
w w  Tl'ft »w ?w «Tf vnr tv i  
tI# I vf w«n wfT f«TTTT ?wrir 11 w(t
f>T Wt SMW ^  ftrJtr *w w«ft #
# fv OT #  >pm ft, ^  ii«ft iiftw #

f<wî  %»r VT ^  ft> ^  «t>f wroft 
wnr #fiTT t  *rtr i*r i «  •>r ?r *nr v?t 
irt ^  (ft f«T ».* «ft I Wct
fw WTW % wTf f%T >1̂  nfĉ wJ tfT srnjjft 
fir fw WT% ^ wf ,̂ fftr
<wi?T #wn t*i ^  ^  I <ft nfipnA il^
W??̂ WT ^#m 1 ftWT ffl t  ’  w  «w t  

^ iwrt wr 4̂)*< p̂ft̂ r
»fhi» if, ^fwnrf VI qrsft «#Nj;t if flnnft 

%, ^ f̂ W »0f1 5W >̂ta|T
|f iRifH>T'»:f t^ <fnr snfir  ̂ «vif 
Vf |w'f ^ ^  ^
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m  ^  ^ ^   ̂ *
m 5̂TTTT ftrCRT n̂TFST | ̂   ̂ #̂Vt
%m ^  ^  ^  Pp
inwrft «Pt ^  ?, ’T̂PTT ?, ^  ?
fft p̂n ^  ^
^  iTVPT I  5Trt ^, ?ft Ttit, rftr 
iTvn ipr ^  > n̂rr ^httt ^
^  f>T f̂ Rnft ^  ^  T̂Tsrrft
I TO ir̂ T?!T f̂r ftjTw^n^rraIfv
iTft T̂»r ^ ^  ’*TT?nft
n m  ? fiT?TTT '?nf^ tt

f  înrr ^  n̂rt f̂rnr ^  
ftr̂  Ĥi PFm 'Srni f̂t wstk

^  fsnrî  I ^  ’WTTPft 90 ^
I  I TO ^  %ftT TOFH ^ 'V  ĴfTJT 

TOWT W«R  ̂ 5Tft I
ITft ^ ^ I fiRT  ̂ ^  ^
WT̂ W1%̂  t‘^^T O T O %  fmi: ?TTrir?T?1r 

*FT f  ? TO ^  t
^  T̂TTO I, ^  3TTfT  ̂ T̂TT̂ f
ftST f?n TOTTf̂  I ? T^ ?TT%
fsTTO ^ ^  TO ^  ^ T  ^  ̂  I ? 
TO ^  t ’TT̂ r,
TOT ŴTT̂TT trw fr? ?ft ^

 ̂ «rmf «fft ^ T  ^fi  ̂ ?
whrft TO!Fm i  TOTR ^  I fTÔ

t  fro> vt ^  ^  »T?ft % TOT̂ , TO n 
TOTO TÔ mr «TT ^̂ \̂  TO m̂ fil 1
fnro ^  t ^  *̂\to ?,
fm iftij;̂  TOT̂T t̂Ysj;̂  f̂ , TO îftir
»/K? f  ?ft f»T rfV̂ff Vt fJTt

TO Vt infWff f*ff ?T̂  fTT̂  ? TO wr't 
TOV5T WTT % vnr ifT# TO %mr»fV Ĵ̂ of 
T̂fftr ITRT I ^  jJT«T *T̂  f*T%»TT %CtX

^  VTVlfr Tt^, TOIT wVt T̂̂ fTO f*T̂ *̂ll, 
TO ^  r̂TTVl^T  ̂ =81^  ̂ I

IT̂ irtff ift ^  ?T
iij!T W“ f  .. (■ywETO). . .  *rR 3? 
rr fW TO !T»TO ^ TÔ rm, Tifr, ^  «ftr 
TO» ,̂  ̂ TO? «TT fTT ^  iTtr fv ^
?r ITOTrfl ?Tf1r I ?T> TOTTOmvft TO
^  ? TO f  ^  >̂TO TOlf Ttn'

^  ftm  ^  t TO r̂ft% f  ? I
nt TO ^ fro ![̂  ff>T «TT >̂TO %
f r t #  iftfRTTT T O f^  t  «T5 TOTOT q t m i  

Wftirt ŴTTT f?>TO WJ TO TOT «TT 
TP T̂OT̂ TT̂ f̂ TT I T O ^ ?TWr>r ^T%

^  ^  if t  T O T O W f y  ^  T O  ^  fTTO

aft ?FT ^  f  ?r?T iF̂ î  I
TO>fT*nr ht̂   ̂ to ^  fTOr fr iftr
»To T!̂  TÔ TT ?ftt̂ Tn  ̂ ^  ifTfT «TT TO 
Vt TTT’T̂  ^  3TT̂  (Tnr TOT #  If,
TOW ^  TO % piT TT̂  ft, ?ft

ift *fT̂   ̂ TO ^ ij?TTfTO r^w ifrr% 
rftr TOT ^  TOW r r  % v̂fit ?fitt5T ?rnt i 
vm tff̂ TOPf I

PROF. p. G. MAVALANKAR: Mr.
Chainman, Sir, I start by congratulat
ing the Mover, Shri Arjun Singh Bha- 
doria, for bi înging this Bill, because 
it gives us a chance to express our 
views on some of the tenets of Gan
dhism and Socialism, as understood in 
the Indian context.

I commend his Statement of Objects 
and Reasons. I do not want to take 
the time of the House by detailing the 
whole thing from the Statement 
Objects and Reasons, but I am glad 
he mentioned three things there. He 
wants that in independent India the 
capitalists should become the leg®̂  
trustees. He also wants through this 
Bill to usher in an era of socialist 
society through peaceful means. Fin
ally, he says that the intention of the 
Bill is not to take any manadatory 
steps but to take persuasive steps so 
that the present proprietors of the 
companies may convert their absolute 
ownership into trustee ownership.

Nobody can object to these laudable 
objectives. They ^re all very good. 
My first point is that the Bill, as it 
stands now, as though it is an 
enablinj  ̂ one, as mv , other friends 
have said, it enables  ̂ it permits, 
it does not oblige every com
pany to follow, but still the way it 
is worded, I do not know whether the 
Government can accept the Bill as it 
is. Because it is too general. There
fore, I am speaking very briefly on 
this Bill mainly to explain, as I see, 
some of the importnnt matters connec
ted with Gandhiji’s ideas on trustee
ship.

I am verv sorry tliat Shri 
Bhushani the Minister of liawr, has 
been so overburdened these dWfi. I 
find that, one after another Bill, he 
ha? +0 be at this desk of duty. Unfor
tunately, his collegue has resifned, as 
you know, and he is not getting any 
replacement. I wish there was some
body to replace him to enable him to 
have a cup of tea.

The main thing is that Gandh^i's 
trusteeship ideas and also ideius ' of
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Oandhfji about various matters deal
ing with ecottomic matters aire ntrt to 
be completely ridiculed or dismissed 
as irrelevant or Utopian. I want to 
suggest in all humility, but in all se
riousness also, that much of Gandhiji’s 
thought has a certain value because it 
is permanent, because it is relevant, 
because it is pereni îlly refreshing. It 
is mainly so, because Gandhiji always 
thought in terms of certain fundamental 
values and he trusted human nature 
and then he started by putting his 
philosophy into practice. You can have 
the entire social philosophy by trusting 
human values and distrusting human 
nature. That is one way of doing. The 
other way of doing is, don’t distruct 
human nature, trust human nature, 
but be also conscious of the limi
tations of human nature and, wher
ever there are limitations, regu
late them, and wherever there 
is a limitation which has a po
tentiality of human nature as being 
elevatinpr itself or lifting itself or en- 
nabling itself, go ahead with it. That 
is the only way in which society h?*s 
built up its strength and culture. No 
society, no culture, has progressed me
rely on the basis of an enactment of 
Jaw through Parliament. I am sure, 
the Law Minister will agree that a 
law has to be supported by public 
opinion; it ha  ̂ to be laid by ethical 
values and it has to be accepted by 
society in general.

From that angle, I feel there is much 
to commend for the objectives of my 
hon. friend, Shri Arjun Singh Bhado- 
ria, in bringing forvrard this Bill. 
All this may sound that the trustee
ship idea is Utopian. May I say it is 
hot quite so; it is not really so. If 
everything were Utopian, then the so
ciety will never progress. It all atart- 

with Utopian id^as. But the peo
ple had the guts, th  ̂ individuals had 

the courage of conviction to go on thos  ̂
Hnes and thev put them in nractice. 
In fact, Gandhiji hlrtself called his 
wholf̂  Autobiopraphv as nothing but 
the story of '*My Experiments with 
rruth”. In that sense, he was a scien- 
iist

My hon. friend, Shri K. C. Haider, 
was completely critical, I will not say 
violent, of this Bill and of the trustee- 
sJiip idea. It was nice hearing him 
in sweet Bengai, making very aggres
sive points on the Bill. Generally, 
Bengali is a very sweet language. But 
today he was using such a sweet lan
guage for making such aggressive 
points. As a Marxist, he rightly said 
that nothing can be changed except 
through violence. Gandhiji’s idea was 
that nothing can be changed perma
nently through violence. You can 
change certain things through violence 
but not permanently. Ultimately, you 
must trust in human nature and then 
you can go forward—it is a gradual 
and a slow process but a surer and a 
more steady process. Therefore, I 
say, it is a tall order but it is worth 
trying on an experimental and inno
vative basis.

How could Mahatma Gandhi do all 
this? As I said, he was not looking at 
it merely as a philosopher or as a 
speculator. He was an intensely prac
tical man. And, he ha^ a tremendous 
scientific attitude on the whole matter. 
Unless it was proved by him through 
some experiment that the thing work
ed, he would never advocate that. 
Therefore, to dismiss the whole idea 
of trusteeship as something unscien
tific is wrong. It is undoubtedly based 
On humanism and spiritualism. I dare 
say, much of humanism and spiritua
lism is also science.

The modern society is full of science 
and technology, and because of science 
and technology, we have made vast 
strides in various fields. But may I 
say, SV*, that in the modern society, 
there is lot of greed, there is lot of 
selfishness and there is lot of exploi
tation? Therefore, the question is 
how to deal witn that problem, how to 
get rid of this greed, this selfishness 
and this exploitation. The Communist 
notion, the sociedlst notion, the doc- 
triiinaire Communist socialist notion, is 
that you can do it only through the 
instrumetnality of law, through coer
cion and through th3 dictatorship of the
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majority who are the workers, the pro
ducers and the wage-earners—who gc 
and do the work and then dictate to 
the minority who is exploiting and is, 
therefore, dominating ... (Interrup
tions) It depends on the ruling class.
I am not here at the moment discussing 
the scientific principle. I respect my 
friend and I also share a good part of 
Communist and socialist philosophy 
myself. But the point is that Gandhiji’s 
idea or way of dealing with these diffi
culties and perplexities of greed, 
selfishness and exploitation was mainly 
to do it by trusting human nature and 
by going ahead On those lines. I only 
want to say, before I sit down, that 
tbe principle of trusteeship was, in a 
way, practised by Mahatma Gandhi 
when he came to Ahmedabad, my 
home and constituency incidentally, 
from South Africa and lived there. 
The number of textile mills there at 
that time was more thnn 50. And hOw 
did he conduct the affairs of labour and 
industrialists? The good relationship 
between them as through encouraging 
the capitalists to become good trustees. 
1 do not want to give the names. But 
in those days the labour relations were 
not always very good, but Gandhiji 
saw to it that the relationship was 
good—especially in the well known 
strike of 1918 which Gandhiji’s Private 
Secretary, Mr. Mahadev Desai, des
cribed as 'Dharma Yudh\ a war of 
righteousness. Gandhiji’s idea was 
this: labour and capitalists are not to 
be at war with each other; they should 
be partners; it should not be a clash 
of interests, but it should be a coope
rative venture; therefore, not a class 
war but class partnership. That was 
his idea and he tried it in his own way. 
Gandhiji was concerned with' many 
other thhigs also; therefore, he had 
no time or energy to give concentra
ted attention to this. My only conclu
sion is that labour and capitalists can 
live together on the Gandhian princi
ple of democratic'participation and 
labour participation as Mr. Bhadoria 
wants through his Bill. But if that ir. 
so, the only point is that this matter 
should be left to persuasive measures

rather thaft tx> legal enacteents. If 
Mr. Bhadvrift jays that only leglal«tive 
nveaaurc* can \knng about truateafaip, 
then I am afraid 1 hare to ted him, 
*P)ease not go ahead cm that path 
becaoae it is not poaiible^. All that 
you can do is to gjtte a sort of gtildc- 
line to the State, wiiichev<er be the 
State, and tell the Slate that, wherever 
possible, it should be done peacefully 
through non-violence because that is 
more permanent, that is eve»4asting.

1 conclude by saying that Shri Bha- 
doria*s emphasis on persuasive steps 
and his emphasis on inculating a spirit 
of social service are something to be 
valued. But if he wants the Govern
ment, the Law Minister, to accept the 
Bill and go ahead, then Heavens pao- 
tect us from that because this Bill 
will create all kinds of complications; 
the minority will be in difficutles— 
who do not want, tp subscribe t̂o this. 
Therefore, this riiould be done only 
through persuasion, thro\igh voluntary 
methods, if a capitalist wants to use 
himself and his property as a trust, 
who stops him? Let him do it. And 
if he does it and many more follow, 
then I am quite sure the Government 
will be fortified in bringing forward 
more concrete legislation on those 
lines. These are my thoughts on this 
very interesting Bill.

SHRI P. RAJAGOPAL NAIDU 
(Chittoor): Because minority iised 
the means of production to oppress 
the majority of the people  ̂ Marx 
thought that, if all the property was 
vested in Government, thro it was 
quite possible to eliminate exploita
tion. But it proved to be wponc when 
we had seen that, in the era o f Com
munist rule, from lakhs of ^Agricultu
rists, small fanners, tacid had been 
taken over by the CamnMtnist Gov
ernment. They have bein sent to pri
sons. They have been sent to collec
tive camps. All r i ^ ,  the property 
has been takan over by the Conumi- 
nist Oovemmeiit. What is happening 
there? Mane was egainst creation of 
surplus value. What is happening In
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the Cofmmuxust counftiies? SnrpUis 
value is being created by the work
men, by tbe warkers in the fteW, by 
the wcBteM in toe factoriee. As Djiks 
has said, a new class Juts been created, 
a bureaucratic class which is enjoying 
the Irwits and stato^aerahip ot pto- 
perty has piwed tbat it ia more op
pressive and, therefore, Gandhiji had 
to think again as to what was goad 
or the aoeiety. I individual ewaartlhip 
is oppressive, State ownership of pro
perty is more oppressive— ĥe thought. 
Therefore, hte wanted ^  «ii«gest a via 
media policy. As Prof. Mavalankar 
has said, he wanted to trust human 
nature. Iterefiore, lie wanted even the 
capitafcists to be the trustees.

Sir, trusteeship ea» see even in 
our society. The family is a trust. 
The head of the family is a trustee. 
Even theoe the father may 3»e a good 
trustee but If the brother is a trustee, 
then we are seeiQC 4hat he is xleeê vimg 
his brothers. Therefore, the trustee
ship degenerates and it depends upon 
the human nature of the head of the 
family or the trustee.

17.57 in .
[Mr. Speaker in ihe Chair]
When a people Xounded on trustee

ship, even when the government foun
ded On trusteeship basis wanted a 
trustee to protect them, they created 
kingship...

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Naidu, the dis
cussion will continue on the next day.

; PROF. P. G. MAVALANKAR: Mr.
1 Naidu is holding the floor.I

MR SPEAKER; Now, the Minister 
iof Parliamentaiy Affairs.

17 n  hrs.
BUSINESS a d v is o r y  COMMITTEE

T w e n t y -third  R bfort

i THE m in ist e r  OF PARLIAMEN- 
pARY AFFAIRS AND LABOUR 
to lR l RAVINDRA VARMA): I beg

to present the Twenty-tliird Report of 
the Business Advisory Committee.

With your permission I would like 
to read it out because there are som£ 
recommendations which are applicable 
to 21st August as well.

The Business Advisory Committee 
!held a sitting on Thursday, the 17th 
August, 1978.

The Committee recommend the allo
cation of time to ihe ioll9wij3ig items 
of Government legislative and other 
business as shown against each: —

(1) Further considcraiicii ol
___ . Statutory Kesoiutioii by J
_ Shrim ati ParvaUu Krialinan j

^  €liû 3|xovai ol 4be Delki j
iPokcê Ordtnaacc, tgjb

(2) T he Delhi Police Bill,
(Further consideration t*wd 
passing)

> * ‘bauf8 15 
J minmos

1
3̂) T he Tobacco Board (J

ment Bill, J978 (C o m b er- . ,
ation ol amendxnem madle 
by Ri^ya Bsbha) 1 hour

(4) The Visv« Blaarati (Amcnd- 
^  meiit; Bill, 1978 (M otion

for concurrcncc in the rr- 
^  commendation of R ajya 

Sabha for rei'erence ol the 
Bill to a Joint Com mittee 1 hour

(5) The Press Council Bill, 1978 
as passed by R ajya Sabha

^  (Consideration and passing) 4 hours

The Committee further recommend 
that to provide time for disposal of 
urgent Government and other busi
ness, the House may also sit on Mon
day, the 28th, Tuesday, the 29th, Wed
nesday, the 30th and Thursday, the 
31st August, 1978.

The Committee also recommend that 
in order to enable the House to com
plete further clause-by-clause conside- 
ration^f the Constitution (Forty-fifth 
AmeiBftient) Bill, 1978 on Monday, the 
21st August, 1978, the questions listed 
for that day may be postponed to Mon
day, the 28th August, 1978 and there 
may be no Question Hour on the 21st 
August.


