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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU (Diamond

I may add with your permission that the
report has also been translated into Hindi and
copies thereof are available and such of those
members who may want Hindi versions may
getit.

12.49 hrs.

MATTER UNDER RULE 377

PusLicaTion Or A Deramatory Lerrer IN

Harbour) : Sir, I have given notice.

MR. SPEAKER : Order please.

st Wriex W (SmAnT) o aeay
AEEY, 4R OF gE q@o 97 qatamew
&3 FT A fegr oy ) e WAy §
fr fagre § sizax s &7 6 quUA
fafaeei & art § feeroft & 47 e
oAt A wgr g P @ Fafaeel o e
Tamr wig, aar w1 g famr ol
ag TET AFAIT qIHAT § |

AR ARAT : AT IW aE A
GFeHT 7 95 &% gar #2 |

st W AT g0 R o &Y
i 1 aYA T H FFT I T FH
a1 W Mg AN Y wgwm fFoag
T9 9T qq@ & | IEi Wy wfaaY &y
farst s s

ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
HUNDRED AND SIXTEENTH REPORT
SHRI  THIRUMAL RAO (Kaki-

nada): Ibeg to present the Hundred and
Sixteenth Report of the Estimates Committes

Tue Hindustan Times Re. Suri MaoHu Lidave,
ETC.

«t ofr v (3X) : w=ww Ay, §
ATIFT SATAT § HTTH JIAA TH JG F7
s geEr wegd 7 @1 § fwad fawfesr
¥ ogiyITF, A us §, A gEA ¥
TF qEdT 4931 A9 e g1 & qnad
g U fraz Hus faest @@ &%
gmem s 18 ardw ¥ fegam
oz’ # wwifge g it degw
wFg A 18 arde # us f9zd & faar
3 fr:

“Sir, I was more than astounded to read
Mr. Madhu Limaye's some what ridiculous
reply to your editorial which was more than
commendable.

Any independent eye witness to the puerile
demonstration by the S.S. P. in Parliament
Street will verify the fact that the blame for the
debacle lies squarely on the shoulders of your
irresponsible politicians. ’

And because of this a man died needlessly.

Mr. Limaye has demonstrated once again
how he and your other politicians have syste-
matically destroyed a perfectly good system of
parliamentary democracy which we left you 23
years ago.
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If anything, the police acted with great
restraint and Mr. Limaye should be horsewhip-
ped in public.”

gk gr ag ger ¥ gafeg gar
w§ fFagam A afews Famr g
qz FNR ST AERAAT F1 AT )
39 §eA ¥ aga ¥ WA gAIR X §
famgia Te\g aredas § wrr fagr 4

Teqa diwt 31 § safeana =0 § T8
srAar | afws waw ar gan § fr ag
fafen fafzem § atT gard ¥ & wgmma
F gl wF wegwA F Ty faw
e &1 IR qfegg [ afg@d ek
fag Wz & aiq femar .fgd sasra
ar s@ia afeag faor & T A @
fa=mr &1

sgar gY@ ¥ 9g AT AIEan g
fr fergeara zreew & S aa@ gvmiEs
E’Sﬂ'ﬂoﬂ"]oqﬁqqgma‘mtw.
@ 97 ¥ ¥ I @ oA
grar d

gau qyr ag ¢ % srmare sqmamw
zrg fagar w1 & )

f&T ag 3w @ dar gar & fs ot
s ¢ AT aw@ & = sr gy
o # TR g 523 miw gz @
ATATET g X FL AT F IqHT 97 agw
7gE F W E | T A ag w0 @y
o fivel aEHE o
gw ot frgai & 7

IR ag Wt femr ¢ i fanmd 9
i w1 grd foga frar ST anfigy o
asaer wEEa, 7g At FAAd w1 v adf
¢ e Fr A afi g szl e
¥ qFUIA &7 G § | A9 @igw gAardr
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g AfaFar #1 a1 & gar &
TR RWaE WRFIE®
T avg & @y w1 afewwdt g gl
grr =i )

ATt HF R eI R @
Tear sgw e g ane frdw &
fafewr 1€ sfama £ fr ag s mfrs
& fag M A0 X 3@ F @A, @R
U F AWA, AGF G | AT W
e gqzr w1 fAdwr ¥ fmag oar
amd fF & ofor aga w19 § 1T FEA
59 aIg &1 97 9 fo@r | @y § adfw
miga sitfs geores § &t oY s qA
F 99qd 99 WA Y WA WO A
& gt 7

™ WA #1 § W9F @wy e
g o & =ngan § 5 @ra |ew A aw
g @Rl gz wwE fer sy,
£aF) el w30

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SINHA
(Barh) : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I had also written
a letter to you to raise this matter. Sir, the
question is, not only that some letter has
ppeared in Hind Times, by some
foreigner. The point is this, that the Member
of Parliament mentioned in this letter (Shri
Madhu Limaye) was coming to Parliament
House to present a Petition to this Parliament
and therefore he was performing a Parlia-
mentary duty of carrying the petition to
Parliament House and therefore this matter is
a fit matter to be referred to the Committee of
Privileges. The paper which has published this
letter and the gentleman who has written this
letter—all these matters should be referred to
the Committee of Privileges.

& sav W g (fae A@ew) -
qifadz & gvafrag $§ gar 7

st arderd fasgr: | @
¥ dfgT wfddiz w1 83 ¥ fag
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[qm P IRC T L] ﬁ"lF'T] letter that there are people stll living

< . . in the seventies who imagine they are in
=it fand ot Ia% aifgal ¥ 2 faa the hey-day of the British Raj. When

—
=t wax W oA & QAT qrEAr

i—
 SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SINHA:
It has been stated by leaders of parties and by
hon. Members that the lathi charge was made
at a time when they were coming to Parlia-
ment for p ing a Petiti P ion of
Petition is a part of their Parliamentary duty
and therefore reference that has been made to
Shri Madhu Limaye, that he should be horse-
whipped is a derogatory remark while he was
performing his duty as a Member of Parlia-
ment. Therefore, this is a fit case for reference

to the Privileges Committee. I hope you will
agree with the Privilege Motion.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) :
Sir, I bave already written a letter to move my
Privilege Motion about the same subject. I have
also quoted the portions of the letter written by
Mr. Tumple-Jones, Clo. The Pines, Faridabad.
I am not quoting everything quoted by
Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha and Shri Rabi
Ray. 1 shall only quote the relevant portion
from-that letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones, It says
“The police acted with great restraint. Mr.
Madhu Limaye should be horse-whipped in
public.” -
This is for your information. There is
ther i guage with which the
Hindustan Times has published it. Another
letter is issued by Shri A. C. Sen of New Delhi
who has condemned the whole letter. He
writes as follows :

perate

“T was surprised to find that the Hind

General Dyer massacred people in
Juljanwallah Bagh, there were British
people who applauded him. Mr.
Tumple-Jones has resurrected that spirit
and the ghost of the General......"”

After this letter, in condemning that particular
letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones, the Editor has
stated as follows :

“We certainly do not share Mr. Tumple-
Jone's views on the present state of
parliamentary democracy in India on the
legacy left by Britain. Indeed the style as
well as the content of the letter reveal
the writer’s old-fashioned outlook, to
which laughter would seem a more
appropriate reaction than anger.

“Nevertheless, Mr. Tumple-Jones is as much
entitled as any one elsc in a democracy
to express his views on public affairs,
and it is ‘the function of a newspaper to
publish all points of view. We do not
agree with his suggestion concerning
Mr. Madhu Limaye and interpreted it
in. metaphorical’ rather than literal
terms. But we express our regrets
if publication has hurt Mr. Limaye’s
feclings, or those of his associates.”

After reading this particular remark of the
Editor and after he published a letter, he really
brought the House into contempt. Of course
we want the freedom of the newspapers. And [
also agree that Members of Parliament should
not have more privileges than the ordinary
people of this country. But thisis a sort of a
campaign going on in our country, I request
that this matter may be referred to the Privileges

Times should have published the intem-
perate  letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones
(April 18) on the incidents in Parliament
Street when the S. 5. P. leaders were
beaten up by the police. 1 least expec-
ted this of a nationalist paper like
yours,

“It is apparent from Mr. Tumple-Jone’s
-

C i I am sure, Sir, that this foreigner
must be a C.LA. agent. Otherwise he would
not have written such a letter. I feel that some
action should be taken against him. He should
be asked to explain first and if you deem fit
then you may refer this matter to the Privileges
Committee.

I fully support Shrimati Tarkeshwari
Sinha's motion. -
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ot W AW g ;. I AEr & E
faads w7 s ATAT X AFA § |
HITRT AL T8 Wy gaar gk

MR. SPEAKER : Let me exhaust the names
of the Members in this list.

st sw'A fag wfem (zma) @
az w3 %aw fawd ot av R aafed
fagre w1 78f & | & q19F ATEOW F T
1 St &1 A gw AT AN FE@A
@igar § fF 903 oF 99X dH@ FAT
ot fadfarml T & arwar o AT
=9 gug afs Ara+ 99 G g1 S
@ WH wew sorafd o g
amy SERer §, qoqui 1 wRa W
gar g ¢ f5arat & urarfiw R
g FT 9q a9 A F A AT AT G
a1, IW GHT A FT TAAT I g A
gigal & wa wiE &1 FF FT q9T T
H oo ¥ T g9 avg W oWrEAr ag
@ @ fegmm 1 owar A @ @
g¥fl, g9 T4 IW FT ANGT AL A
g | AT TG AR A AT awfia &
am ¥ 38 famr g @Y oA am Ay
g e Mgy § 1 g g
zn fag & fs o wifsr foraw afas ar
gARFT W@E W A% fGar 7 =
FET &, @ gW WY UT FrEiEA ¥ 42,
42 miw & fay a&7 ®7 § sfea fedr
g
13 hrs.

gH 99 A ¥ faars gear &, 7y
fe @Ael ¥ AR el eEl ¥ AEY
& gaT 3T uFF AT v gv 0 St
arardY g fursft &, SAY wEare & fau
1 &9 W FI ar, ag g F4T 1 7W
ATH TE FT AFA FU, qgT & W WA
¥, AT 4 A T AAT AGET WY
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Farar ared & fe ag fafewr gif s
# %% f5 ag me A9 ; FT |
ATEr AgY AN g, ar gawr s Ffaww
¥ I A7 g2 § §2 a9 & o weme
grar aF

MR. SPEAKER : Is Shri Jyotirmoy Basu’s
motion on the same or the other ?

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: On the same
and the other.

MR. SPEAKER: Under the rules, there
can beonly one privilege motion in one
sitting.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: Then I will
stick to the other one.

MR. SPEAKER : So he is not taking up
the one on this?

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : I would have
liked to, but since you are preventing me from
doing 3o, I stick to the other one.

MR. SPEAKER: By accepting this, the
other cannot have any chance,

DR. RAM SUBHAG SINGH (Buxar):
The letter in question is very objectionable. As
has been pointed out, the attack on Shri
Madhu Limaye was made at a time when he
was coming to Parliament. I do not know the
nationality of Mr. Jones. It has been said that
he is a British national. His correct nationality
should be ascertained, also whose guest he was.
It is written that he wrote the letter from
Faridabad. All these things should be found
out by you.

I am raising this point because the comment
made by the editor in today's issue of the
Hindustan Times is much more serious. He
should not have made this comment while
publishing the letter from Shri Sen.

Therefore, I suggest that these two letters
plus the comment of the editor must be referred
to the Privileges Committee with authority to
find out all the details and take such steps as
it may deem proper.
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SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: My notice is
under rule 377, on the appointment of adviser
to the Governor of West Bengal which is

itutional and outside his jurisdiction

MR. SPEAKER : Without being concerned
about the seri of the moti Iready in
hand, he is pushing in his own. Let this be
disposed of first,

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: You asked
me whether T wished to speak on this or the
other one, I said I would like to speak on both.
It is my right to prefer and move both
motions,

MR. SPEAKER : No, that is against the
rules.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : I have given
notice under Rule 377. It does not restrict a
member in any way.

MR. SPEAKER: Then he should have
said that.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: I have not
given any notice of privilege but T have given
notices under Rule 377.

t WA W T AT WEEA,
qAAT q3Eq, A qg fAel, @ o
Tqo o F FARI g oY s7agr< fwar
TAT &, IART AT FEA, AW AT FASH
FEN & AIC gA 1T T IASY FASH
FA & A g ™ d2T F formr qar ,
g deqAdr dAsar § & ag e ¥+
A g Afsa & gw T § ow wifaw
qare g5 g1 § F agq #Y 93 a0
31 & fF 3 frdl safea +v oifaarie
¥ et ¥vaT F IR ¥ gg fawdy &
afasrT & ar ag 1« 33 95 § 5 wifFar-
Hz & Fea< fafadrss &, afea o 9%
ak # frdt @@t # g9 & faar
AT, AE T AIFsF g1 AT AR FE
qAq qF @Y, A1 ¥ IF WIT  IAFT
difzm Far 1 T aifaanie & YA E
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T ¥ ¥ $4 ° HIE qr47 TN, a
@t fafaser &1 @arer &) ¥fea =@
XA B 34 W F g ow fafeda o
FgAT F I BEHEH UgEd § g 93
fegmm o § o ) wizw fafa-
¥ &1 ¥FCh f1—ag a@ A AT Fnr
53 dmmatd owiAgTIL @R
&—, IR T TE FAT I

gg fag aar 941 gL oF a@ F}
st fafads &1 gara s gArfax
fm? Ray #ifkar Ow w a@
# ad fomar 1 w1 F@ma frdr
M wra ¥ faws g fraar § 1 o
¥ W 97 qF WAST F FAT oI o
saE ag g s e wyea & s@ardd
N st gIfma @A Gd ) ¥g
wWw g fFanaga sg 953 § frag
wa arg faar Ty, g ds e H
A ga ITM gl fadr alr ot FaEw
¢, afw ag 937 ea@t 1€ sEAY A
#, faad siedegm oo far o
aifgadr fafeda & afasrd, fodt wac
F afawd o1 s@wrd 71 F=idEAr 0
frlt et F areDr @ F o Ay
faadr & dtag s wgra g fe a1 79
IAF AT9 A7 Qo THo o F AN F
g9 gA7 &, 9g IHT A IAF q19 Fq0-
el #7 & A1 gw IR g avg TN
FTar 9y & @ {5 gwa agewr o
wAeq fmar g1

st wq fomdr (di<) : arsaer wga
¥ gg @3 & fadg s g frag
araar fadaifes afafs & @9 @,
afer arg-arg & @igwr AT gEA T
e At wigar g fs s gw awg
 y@attor 5 F@@d WA @ §,
faa#, gfae gra a semre i fgar
o1 @ R, IAN LEAA-FEAT AGAT
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T W T} 1 o A s A faw g,
afe -feq oz o= ‘Efeaw uwde’
# vw Ja ¥ fyar § fr gfem ai &
segAwei & faams ¥ gy foa
ffeew fear ) ag ¥ fax & wfea g8
o anar & 5 gfew 1 oo 97 &9
¥ awea gt M, @F fag 3T% 9
¥ aeag & H o § S Tgar g
fFrEamfmaRar@ i)

AR AY wafe aft W afgar §
frsare w3 &, afF & w=a 91 Yaraa
a1 Frgan g f wi ST AR w4 Fawaw
g 5 amt T aE ® G T, o %9
W F g A Afear apv o wIWH
aft ot g A §, S zwAw A
arat wy aafsa a8 0 § 7y iR
e A AT g Fat s zw am
¥ wdrow i A wrafeg d@ E A
g1 & 7 s g v ag wrer fadmr-
fawre gfafa § g 3@, afes g
qfre gra fed 7 Teamons arearane &t
wEA-EAT AT A oM, A fEe
s AR EH & g oA fgar ek
aagrare AT | A ¥ g 7T Far-
F1 IAT AT E

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND SOCIAL
WELFARE (SHRI GOVINDA MENON) :
The letter which Ip])ealtdlﬂthe*pnpe:rofﬂn
18th is a very F and ¥
attack against not only Mr. Madhu Limaye
but every Member of this House. It is an acci-
dent that his name came there, because if you
read the letter as a whole you would under-
stand and see that thisis against “your poli-
ticians”. Look at the words “your politicians™
in which term are included all of us here in-
cluding mysclf and the Home Minister and the
Prime Minister, and the Speaker also, as the

pi ive of Parli , comes in for
attack., This i a very scrious matter and I do
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not think there is any body in the House who
does not feel indignant over the way in which
this letter to the Editor was published on the
18th. Something has appeared today also but
that does not take away the seriousness of what
was carlier. Therefore I submit that the
House should unanimously take note of the
temper of that letter, the lack of taste in that
letter. I find it difficult to believe that an
Englishman as the name indicates. ...

SHRI HEM BARUA (Mangaldai) : Is that
an Englishman or an Anglo-Indian ?
SHRI GOVINDA MENON: I do not

know. .. .can say like that, because he says that
he ld‘tthu country in 1947 with a very good
parliamentary system which is being destroyed
by your politicians today ; the very language,
and the reference he has made are such and I
find it difficult to believe that an Englisk

would have written in this strain, I have grave
doubts over the matter. I do not know whether
itisa fictitious name or areal name. I am
sure the Home Minister would enquire into the
whole matter. But I want to tell you, Sir, that
every Member of this House feels that this is
an intemperate attack on all of us including

« « (Interruptions.)

MR. SPEAKER : There need be no debate
now ; we are not taking it up for discussion.
All these motions have come under rule 377,

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I have given
under rule 222,
MR. SPEAKER : Itis quite serious, espe-

ci,nl[y when it comes from a forcigner and an
out of all foreig Before I give
myrulmgl should like the Home Minister to
enquire about this gentleman, who he is, where
is he from.

ot ofx v A F o A A

MR. SPEAKER : That is not difficult,

SHRI HEM BARUA : Should the Indian
Parliament take note of an individual writing a
letter in a column of a newspaper ?
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SHRI PILOO MODY (Godhra) 1 Is there
no sense of proportion? I wish you allowed
somebody else to express an opinion which does
not necessarily form part of the ‘sanctimonious
sermon which we have heard so far. I hope
you would allow me one minute. I do not use
too many words to express an idea,

I quite agree with many of my colleagues
here that it would be demeaming this House if
we were to take any notice of this letter. There
is no difference of opinion on what the Law
Minister says about the letter ; itis in extreme
poor taste and itis not even factually correct
and Mr. Madhu Limaye is certainly to be
sympathised with for being involved in this sort
of scurrilous letter. Thwcver we shall be
doing | great injusti including the
Speaker, including the Homehﬁnuurnwell
a8 the Law Minister—if we started taking
notice of letters that appear in the columns of
newspapers. There are other correspondents
who for the next two or three weeks will go on
pposing and writing letters agai Mr.
Tumple Jones. I do not think that the Parlia-
ment of India should be the body to take notice
of thulorto(thms ‘Whether it is written by
an Englist ora J or an Indian I
do not think it makes any difference whatso-
ever. It is somebody’s point of view with which
we do not agree. Weare all very concerned

about it, but nonetheless, it is a point of view
which should be d with the pt that
it deserves,

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA : Letthere
be an enquiry.

SH'RI JYOTIRMOY BASU: This is a
d to undermine this d

ncm—upa,ndahothe freedom struggle which
this country had carried on for yu.rl The
jon is, their ic police
ofﬁcerlbelonsmger Chavan who wanted
to shift their attention and make & judicial
enquiry and all that in another region, will now
go ingo this 7 May I ask the hon. Minister to
submit a thorough report of this man’s profes-
sien,'what his reasons’ are for his stay -in this
country, and whether this letter is fictitious and
soon? At the same time, the Editor of this

heth
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paper must beasked to explain why he has
ukenlhunep to publish this sort of silly and
ging letter, (Int iom)

e 4

MR.BPEAKER Everything will be taken
up later,’ Immhawwmemi‘urmmm from
the Home Minister. I think he will be ina
position to supply it.

SHRI HEM BARUA : This matter should
be sent to the Privileges Committes. Other-
wise, it will be a bad taste on pur part. (Inier-
ruption)

MR. SPEAKER : I am not going to say
anything now., (Interruption)

ot WX W Ao wEE, AP daw
L I L
w{rgafaat & seard & fa Y FAAHY
LUGET AMX 1 WA €@ AT W
w5 g, AT §F AT T ... (vwwwm) .
& Aar § gAw FASAS 2 @ar fawar
& qEad ¥ fAg...(sqeam)...

"MR. SPEAKER : Some views were given.
Mrs. Tarkeshwari Sinha—{ Interruption) Qader,
please ;—put it like this : that when Mr, Madhu
Limaye and his fricnds were coming, they were
takinga petition to the Parliament House.
Mr. Banerjec has in a very able manner put his
own case. (Inlerruption)

SHRI HEM BARUA : Why not a judieial
Committes enquire into these incidents ?
(Interruption)

MR. SPEAKER : There are other sides to
the question.

_SHRI BALRAJ MADHOK (South Delhi) :
The House would like to leave it inyour hands;
you have known the sense of the House, and
you shonld take a decision,

MR. SPEAKER : Let it be examined. We
are very conscious of our own rights. We are
also: conacious of the rights of the citizens -also,
As to who thiy citizen is, why he should say
that “you politicians ; when we left the coyntry
in 1947, we left it like “this and all that,—ao
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many foolish things have been said by him—
-let us know - the facts. He may be justified to
extrcise his right which is given to the citizens,
in writing to the papers. But one thing we
should not forget : that his whole attention,
that his whole attack is on ourselves : as to how
far we should stand it or igaore it is the ques-
tion. (eterrupéion)

SHRI HEM BARUA : He has imed dirty
language.

MR. SPEAKER : There are a number of
"Englishmen I have met, living even at this time
in Eogland, who still think they are carrying
‘the White man*s burden even now.

SHRI PILOO MODY: We leave the
matter cntirely in your hands,

MR. SPEAKER : Thank you. Are you
satisfied ? We now adjourn for lunch ‘and
meet again at 2.30.

13.19 hrs.

The Lok Sabha adjourned for Lunck till
Thirty minutes past Fourteen of the Clock,

. The Lok Sabha re-assembled after lunch at Thirgy-
feve minutes past Fourtsen of the Clock

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Ghair]
*DEMANDS FOR GRANTS, 1970-71—Gontd.

Moastry Or SteeL Awp Heavy
Enomveermvg—Contd.,

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : - Shri Damani ;
abscnt. Shri K. K. Nayar.

SHRIK. K. NAYAR : (Bahraich) Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, T rise to make a few
critical observations on the policies which
we have been following and on the results, It
is not my purpose to belittle the magnificent
effort which is being made, and which has
been made, to make this country selfsufficient
in steel ; nor is it my intention to disparage
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the achievements which have been made so
far, but I wish to pin-point some of the
failures and also to caution the Ministry
against certain pitfalls in the policy which
this Ministry pursues at present.

OF all the steel procedures in the country
Hindustan Steel Limited in the public sector is
pre-cminently the biggest. It produces in the
finished steel slightly mare than hall the total
production in the country. In the private
sector arc Tata Iron and Steel and Indian
Iron and Stcel. The Hindustan Stee] isa
triptych or three-fold organisation consistin ing-of
three units which have reached this country
from different sources—Rourkela Unit from
the Germans, Bhilai from the Russians and
Durgapur from the British. These units ‘were
handed .over to us as Tumnkey projects, com-
plete in shape. We were not associated with the
creation of the project. We have been merely
banded over the projects, as it were. Any
defects in our functioning must lly be
reflected in the results of our performance. It
is a sad Y on our perfc that
at the moment our production is only 65 per
cent of the installed capacity. Shri Chandi,
who took over recently—not quite recently
but two years ago—the Hindustan Steel said
that if we could increase our production to 75
per cent of the installed capacity we may be
able to break even. I do trust that hope would
be fulfilled. But I cannot understand why 17
years after the Rourkela Project was installed—
it was installed in 1953-54—we are still run-
ningaomu behind the i “_1.-"
I cannot see why we should not achieve 75
per cent the economy target, or even the
hundred per cent target, or even excel it. The

diti are fz ble ; we have all the
material required, manpower, everything,

According to the assessment of Shri Chandy,
the failure has been largely due to the inade-
quate stocking of spare parts. In one of his
statements he said that he would not like to
exhome old graves. He would not like to
disinter the corpses from the gravesy At the
time when they were installed the persoms
concerned did not think of stocking enough

*Moved with the rec dati

of the Pr

: danit




