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PRI e ag LM in Income
14.30 hrs, Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Let him finish

his speech. The hon. Member may
take two or three minutes and finish
his speech.

COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEM-
BERS' BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

FORTY-THIRD REPORT

Shri Hem Raj (Kangra): I beg to
move:

‘“That this House agrees with
the Forty-third Report of the
Committee on Private Members'
Bills and Resolutions presented to
the House on the 29th April, 1964."

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is. . ..

Shri D. N. Tiwary (Gopalganj): I
. equest that the time allotted for Shri

Yadava’s Resolution may be extended
by one hour.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: That is not in

the report. We are adopting the
report now. We shall take that up
later.

The question is:

“That this House agrees with
the Forty-third Report of the
Committee on Private Members’
Bills and Resolutions presented to
the House on the 29th April,
lm"

The motion was adopted.

RESOLUTION RE: DISPARITY IN
INCOME—contd.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House
will now proceed with the further dis-
cussion of the Resolution on Disparity
in Income moved by Shri Bhishma
Prasad Yadava on the 22nd April,
1964. Shri Yadava has already taken
22 minutes.

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): Sir,
the time should be extended for it.
1t is a very important resolution.

ot QYiex W (FEEAY) - zEE W)
T g oy adifE agd @ e
gy § 1

ot o Wo uaw (Fwfaar)
ey w31%T, ¥ fadt a3 Fg /T av
f& gmk qw ¥ wifaw fagwar feaay
WREARFI@ATTER
s feamar 47 |

uq & g @1 ond food %
Y 39 e #Y ¥R 9 fearar argar
g 3N & wa ara Y sfas faafa &
T # wwfoa g€ 1 9w § aw AR
9T FATAT T g R et a6y feafa few
TE AT &1 99 A wgr o 3 oma
qTAT 9T FH FA 30 U & | AW F
TRt F © FI'T Yo AT@ AT WA §,
9 TF R grad fawrer sy av
qfF of 1T Yoo 7Y FT HIET F
FT WAT § 1 g A4Y TIY FET AT GHAY
f ag ar = fafew arawme & &
BT T W T & | 99 PN Ay
Ty & fF F9q oF @rd § oAy @q
LeRL-%R &1 AT F WA qNAT A
23 AYT 3R @ T Fi ferar g
3g fuad & 7z ot gawrw T § fa
WFRTAY, WA 3o A F 7 A &
c afg v ggerdr afafaai @ faar
AT & AR uY e Wfa o wgreEy ¥
FH 2T 9T form o § 1 3EY aE
g¥e g 2 & gardr agwrdr afafaat
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ag Tee Y otrar § f et @y ey
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fradt warw &

gaT Mww A1 Feqid wrE & ow
ford 37 a1 fegrd arfia &1 afas
feafs & ar & A gad wramfaw
I F7 9@ | 7 9 7 B A
ST Fw3t § far gardy snfas saear
FaT § | TY gar 9T § fF @R
W ¥ fradr waraw fawwar § 1 @
= feqigt & miw snfyx g smar &

TAAT K FT F AT TG A
qHA QAT g

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Resolution

moved:

“This House is of opinion that
Government should appoint a
Committee of Members of Parlia-
ment and economic experis to re-
view the progress made towards
the reduction of disparity between
the lowest and highest income to
the order of 1:30 over the next
two or three Plan periods.”

There are some amendments.

Shri Yashpal Singh (Kairana): 1 beg

to move:

That for the original resolution, the

following be substituted, namely:—

“This House is of opinion that
Government should appoint a
Committee of Members of Parlia-
ment and economic experts to
suggest ways and means for
taking concrete measures during
the Fourth Five Year Plan to re-
duce the great disparity prevall-
ing between the lowest and the
highest income.” (1).

Shri D, S. Patil (Yeotmal): I beg

to move:

That in the resolution,—

after “economic experts” insert—

“not exceeding ten”. (2).

Income

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri H. C. Soy
—not here. One and a half hours is
the time allotted. One hour and eight
minutes are left.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Sir, kindly ex-
tend the time for this by at least half
an hour.

Some Hon. Members: By one hour.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: All right. The
time for this Resolution is extendea
by one hour.

Shri Sarjoo Pandey.

ot &I TR (W) ; IITETH
wERT, § T S FFET ¥ '
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TOT AAT TEE @@ § WX gE
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% WIAAT T 5T TGN |

ot wew medy ;s AW g
A T FEET §GT &, AT I F /W
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T FW SFL AV faqwan Jw F F1AR
T T GG FT FOAAT HY AT
g &l § 1
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[ s arda)

o B AT gl 7 g fE
T M 76 " | qfwT F wg
@A AT § fr FEA @ @
g, A6 et & G0 g1 A’ g
AT QIR RE gweaa &
TF AT AN T AT IgS7 AT & W
QA AR QY 7 § Foast g, 9=
g1 wife A frey AR faad aeat
® 939 FT glaar s TG §

AT TLFTL qET ALY AT AT @
W Fgdt § fF gw ¥ aga 7o frar @
W 37 FWT &7 Foq 6 o7 W )
wfew, SaT & 3 qgd W € e wEr €
7 O’ & o g 7@ gid
ST AT FT FAT F1 3G AN S AT
g f g Feaet 3§ o forar gam €
afer W= FT9 F wiwei ¥ gw 3@
ar T St gram & fr fevgeam # aga
st g€ € | axaTd faand o sfma
g § ITH AT wiwS WHFT I E 9
@I WO T fa@rs &Y § | qTmEe
ERIET a7 ¢ fF IW &7 9941 #7 g
T gUT § | o1 gdf IO Ry F
MERIAAAAAGTF § 1 97 A
wqrar @ fF iR, afear sofe &
T T FTH FTH 0T TTGL FT HAGE
%o a1 dar fq fam wf worge § wrafs
WU § OF §F HOEE F1 WHGAT QF
¥ 9 WA gfafcq ¥ g sfas
qEATAT &7 @ré gAR d-P agdr &Y
a1 Y € 71 g9 #Y a7 § foag
&0 & 5w FAET qnE e

wra g1 g § g ot qwgm £ ag
FHET FF &7 qra #1 Q17 #0098 G
gara W faeny faww fF 9 99 9t
w1 et 9 o1 AR §I1E FFT A
waq3 fRar o @IfF § 9w 97 &%
¥ifE G AW H qoo ¥ ¥ ¢& WA
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QY § faaar i gurT sraex g A8
g\ g a1 gmy gfaum § foar g 5
BT UF WIRAT FT FT T4 § qUqaL
&, X Tt &1 T gifee w1 #
T wigwT § | gy ¥ faar dr &
& A AT wgem o aE & fray st
afed 1 FqC gE @ adl @
st wfes fi9 w0 T {5 s
W ¥ fradr waTT ql& HR wfaw
sEwTAaT faeama @ 7 g enfudT JiK
9 uF A feafq Ierw f9 gq & )
gafg & =mear § fF amdm aw
T WEqTT %1 39 aX § afqg 7 7 q
T T FI A | g ATHT WY
T AT T AT 2, W &Y TR FG
a0 7 3§ e g gm AT &1 T
F € fF gmit 3w &) wEwr agd
WAAE 2 | 3 WRG & A F X
T 1 @WEA Far § W IR
FT g2 fr seaw wgRd Y At
AT | GOFTCLH &1 A AR ZH IO
1§ &1 "vaTee Q fF 9 59 qwne
FGT | Wl aF Qi F7aq 97§09 §
g EfE @ aES KiwFaT
F F1f geW@ A ¥ g WRHAT
T o &1 aram g fF g
aw ¥ wfgs faqwar wmaw € 1 &
q% ¢ 9T ardi F U g UL
@AY gt arfr agd § & a7 9T Wi
ol @@ T AT AT | F9 & q1F &
T 71 e ot fr oy faw gaEar =
ST g IWF AT T saEedr FAY
griY fF 9g% ag A1 s o & q¢
T AW | TH TG T oqaedT FIH ¥ &
M O gwadt  §wie & AT
g R ¥ S aAmEs w1
¥ guISETEl  guIS F1 eqIOAl [W
# g QY g 1 w9 e § A veqr
qF: W4T FXAT § WIT AW AT §
f& @WFT ¥ FT ST FHT b
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=Y o firo wmifew : SaTEwer wE=w,
AR e =7 ooy y@g aeT F wE A
ST & T F AT gFe7 qw fan
§9a F fead & 9 wraarg A AR
19 EY IF AFT F1 T & g0ET FLT
g1

TEATEF WEIRT 7 qF T=8 qAF
¥ oAt T FeT QT & W gfafa &
frgfaa #1 mavaFar ang € |

gt afmam ¥ fadow fagmat
H 3 Aifat a1 g awmEw faar € )
qdrT iy AT & mAT q F
wig ¥ faqwad, &1 oF dwe7 fgmr
g 1 EF T RW A gy AwIerang
1R FY AfTT &7 § Afw Iw A qeofw
FT FEIHT R AT &7 faqmar agdr
& o1 @Y & | afau F fadwE avdi §
ag Tee g A § ff e mfas
wfe a1 S+ 30 I § fag F 9
FE T W I4T SfeeHior F gW
oY FY fawwar T FT, FEA AR
S QAT AT TF AET qA04T G |

FAYN ST HEW A ag fq=x
s foan € % & 39 & /18, =gy
Iaga afdfy stgaa wifarfE s
AT Yo A FAT Wfed 1 7R AR
X S(q fFar war ag wEw www
Wi &1 A §9 qraam & waty
¥y i o =gy |fgw S
7 feen€ @g o3ar € fr wafa fawda
fawm & g 1 g wwufa W< miys afew
O 413 d7 F gl § gredr g g
g | mpaafaw afafe ¥ wwoa@ &Y
gfez &t § f&F g FIorIst & aTEvE
sfas wfad 1 Fwrar ag @1 8 |
3 H W F [EACT q9T @T GEA ®
W T WA F qAT A Al
gfufg &Y R4 & sqar 70 g fF QA

VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in
Income
AT FIAAHT AT G4 A 07 wfus
FL R A1 A F NI T A qga
wieF w1 WEL AT F N9 Fxg g
R Ifa i qmad & g
UF AgAqW AT A€ & (% A ¥ faqor
¥ Fga wEwar § AR 41 ¥ St
& gq # wfas awr qFfaagr € €
0 T g A FEY & fr d%7 A
frsft &3 &1 Tt & forerr € 9@ a1 e
F1 A & | BB Tl foTa
fe dfrewr qiv a/g & 7 & 97 A
T &1 AT TG F qa e § 1
I Ag o 77 § 6 sy qgy gty
formaa # wid s § Ak o
gA & gra ¥ wfaw war oFEfaa
D€ E 1 A qeU-KE HRW F y
sfowa A F g § 2w &1 g Wy
733 Sfq9T a1 97 fF g7 § ¥ oy
SE & 9 sfiwd St F g # g
FY 99 Sfawa o@ € ) @ F fawd
T & e & & jY Afaw saf
T UET I F Fad 9o SfawT
forerat a7 | &% AT F fzeq § o gy
AT T fY 9 AR X (.3 ¥
T I 4. ghowa @ Y § | qF 7@
A FT AT AT E IE qOF ¥ N
FRE ARG I o w7 ot § ag
TR T § | 2 AfwF FTOET
AIEL, M /GG, IFOT AIGR AR
TEEL & WEATT F WA LY & agr
g dfeT J|grt Aogdd w1 mAT F €
qfg sdta T T 1 I[T wr

fad & Fgr § —

“A notable exception is agricul-
tural labourers, who do not seem
to have shared in the increase in
income.”

TCE AT A 369 & AT § g o
a1 gt AT W A A F ey
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[%ﬂ'iofﬂ'oﬂfm]

oI 7T T ®7 § a1 FEfEl & 993
F e ¥, wfg & foaniw § aga
qEAAST § | TO AW F g9 H aga
w avaf fza gl 1 a<iw faafa
IATF § W I T AT A0y |
TwAN T E AWM F Yo AW T e
MEIHIE 1M F waes qdar &
R IGHT TF qIA AT A E |

JuETE WERA, 1 9859-%%
F qre F AT F A & AT afe
A ELTE 1 T F AT F qo
sfowa &1 wfes oA § TR
fo I ITF FULF 9o gique
) Arfgs WTHSHAT & ®OA to A 4
Y | 39 F FR A g &7 wfas
ST 99 TIY wo AY G¥ 47 =gy
T FT 93 TTY HI Y N Y 97
qq{ oY FT wifaw wrag4T 9o TOY
I AX 97 1 1 GBS FY wifew
HTHEAT 39 T Yo AY 9 97 3 H
qT & So WiAwA sgiA Iy F%
I FY WTHSAT qfT safad s wEr |
g @ fave wre aran 9fT sofe € =92
%o AT ¥ wifes FHTay § T Qi
"ot & afEr #1313 399 frad §
AT FT AT &7 ¥Y FAT & 1 q7 77
o8 ¥ e @i sy feafa § qiw
as7 & afnz 7 afq, w®f, 7<% frw
FI® 9% 9 Fw faemc § Qam

qT gy | g9 FT 9d ag g fF .

9% x 30 =Y¥s50 qim "fﬁm& EE!
&7 g€ I OF 92 AT ARG © T
Wy oA § |

™ ¥ garEr & I G F a9
T OF "X I X g 1 wiae
T e qi afufg @ e § @&
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9t g1 T FHE J qOA qene FY T-
9 % 7 T d—

“So far as agricultural labour
and weaker section was concerned
their condition had worsened.
The daily wage rate of casual male
labour had gone down from i09 nP
in 1850-51 to 95 nP. in 1956-57.

Agricultural labour households
in debt increased from 45 to 64
per cent. The employment posi-
tion had also not been satisfac-
tory.”

g foe foag @5 @F
& & o & o A Y wEwT ool
R W wE & fagaar &
FT WYrag T4T TF T GTHA HQqT |
9 ¥ g o g fF owrm uamw
3,000 FUT Y F 59 § a9 T & |
O 9gY FFT wERd 7 Tawr § fE
9889-8% # 933 AT WA T
FAT WIHF ATHT 9T FQT & | TR
TR F OF g AT F W wY AT
W 9 w9 ¥ Y Sfwwd woww-
Tt

gl 378 a§l N A ¥ A
# gmy waEt A oenfaw feafq &
T # s A ww @, fom o
g dgd N fFm S oaw oSy
fram &t A g &, ag T A
7% o JohTC TEaT & | Ty | ey
¥fw T g 9 §F w7 fay
T gl fraar & 1 O & Ol Foa@w
# 9 gFEET G FT AT AEGAT
fF ok W ¥ Fg vanrdEl O
Q¥ S FT CEfET g T
gk dfaww ¥ faes fagent &
w Fg o g fF gwrd amwtesw
ok wifas T o @), faw o
g7 WX INORA F gV 299 FH
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Fr e & gl A fra A< ww-
qE TATT AW g W quT-faQey
Fat Tar gt # faamn gara sW
g | R agwm wgfadl & AOs-
am A & T gardy i F @
&1 W & A N gAY §, & aA-Fa< aw
AT

wfe? ¥ & ag #g 5w §
TR dfaum W) g qrfeamiie &
7 FvaR § | iy & swa
§ F T dag-wewl Ak e
famsi &1 oF o afafa frae
), fow * deur q|@ & wfww a @
R ag wfafa g T ar diw st
¥ Iewram AR freqaw s Y faawar
®Y q @ 3o qF FH FY ¥ a ¥ feAly

®T gafawEa #iX |

ot qmare fag ST wEXR,
W FH GEI F F FT 9T, a%
oF wriae fad & T ¥ @ ge
FgmA AT R )RR X A ¥ qu
qr ogey qg ara gy fFogar
qer § v, @ AR AT faeg
fre st | AR oS W 9w #
W A o feafe At i 4 fF
TT FT FE @ WA GG FT
qF 997 TG} | AT Fw A
TR, oA AL TS, { FL Y, WA
B § g 7 ¢ 5 g mdr
T F oy @y § 1w T wg gl
QFg—ag JAqqT A A A
AT ?

W R g el of
ST ¥ I FIAY, T TE AT
wragt sft vt J o F fag ™
FLT M s Hradr Wy oA
WX gaEAmEyA @A w@ar, ar fal
g 1 A Y el @ AwoAw

VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in
Income

T AT | A 9T A % § @
e fagr mar 5 ome o o)
# wdt & qtaw § @@ 30 smafAad
N I frell, o & 0w & Fef
o qifer as aE an, o &% 9@
a5 ¥ fag Ioom aF & 91 1 2w
0 AT F9 IF qQqRG FL aHAv
g ? a9y o ¥ f waTeg & @A}
¥ o7 FT GEIE W FI@T, qg G
& T ¥ g9 WY "/ A AT A
wT A Qi TOX 7T A FH) F ¥
fergemar
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TEE & T FT J2 A war
MEGR il e T o )
W &FAT § | WEpd ¥ 0F q@gq &«
T & 77 & -

Tifed: sl T eE
fomfead: Freucat 7

Y FHTT [T WL T §, A SR
g, 99 &1 ¥T wfaar & T I gFar
g, 99 T oy Q@ gAT #X 97
=FI ] FX GG AL Ay oqv
HAT & | 98T 5H ad Y ¢ fF
TR T Y A wfeataa feqr
S0 |

g St faarey, gara S S,
qErg FY =ifedt o Fsar g, 99
FT &R T W 9X AT ST
g Y faoelt & 9@ & A Joav ,
TH FT FX I A ALAT TTEA1g
& o & 1 YR IR W AR SR
Y FT &1 AT, o feedfedt §, ag
g fl aF s i A #%T
gt 2 | WX GHIK §F gFEH §
wYE FEw AL IS, AT AT FIA
IaT AT | T FT OF qATT 98 & fF
N QT GIA X GWA AT, Y
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[=fr awrer fag]
W I T g, AFX Iq@ A
HE T ) UG TEFIT N EEE F L
S qET FT AW, qg T F QO
IR GLHTT A 9z FT 7, av ag sha
¥ @l dfF R @R @ "
T @RI, AT ST 98T FT o WL
g T § W

g T NN T g fE
T ORI H A AT A FT J& @
¢ T wofawew I & aEE ¥
WR F TEET w3Rg #1 I¥ A
W ¥ oy 727 Y 9'@ § | I€Q@
@ A wr g o S & St A
@ w e AW ¥ aE R
W& faar s oot aF W aE g
g 7 fegm 91 e 8, 9§ Y %
W 91X &9 @ Jd § TH197 o
& a1 g9 guwfear = 4 oY @
TR I & a2 ¥ fear smaw & <9
¥ aiz T T far o § wfe fawr
et &7 q7F FIST AT T TAEH
& #1 AR oy & oFT 99 gm
T W oTg T oA A 45§ AR
fora &1 AR gT WS Ws qTA g I
g, ST& faa® T wa g F§ ane
o g &, 7 fael Y gEay g € AR
q & et A J« § srey T g WR
T T A T AT FE AT
Toa fear @ § 1 @ &1 few-
fedig gl g&fT 9F gIFT g2
QU | FIHT ISR FT AT T9-
faw st & fF g # I faw
IF A} A foem & 918 oF g TiF
T & fog o et § 9 9 & qrE
& @I T ST, TV A AR
F1 A wfera # avar oA ¢, SF #Y
uF fagmer & woF mwHA @A e
E’. IATIET & T2 Lo,000 Wfﬁ'ﬂ'
g & faa Y qiv w9y Mg § g
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s R ofem ¥ SR 47 qeang
qIT W AgT Qi Y WEAR §
armfaa S fawwm @, @ #Y oqar
TR TG T AFA § 1 frdy 3w ¥
BT QAT A ZT & fE o dar W
AT &Y AE AT R | 98 T8 7 & grav
faar FON T G FAT . Afe ag
&1 @A & | ferw v e ar ke
Y 7 @T A § Afw "
F T F AU ToeT @l qyar &
A = WY 99 F WIF T AT 9T
2193 T 79 AT IX R T A
I F GO q3aT & | fdy qw &
=X QAT AG g7 & | AT AT gAT-
T FT A AGI TS §, IT W &
w=T ot QAT g

TET ¥F a9 F1 g fb gaE
AT FAH T3 WR I FIW AT
IoTA A A § T T TG F AT
F foar s 5K /AT F F a8
qT e fFOT S ) @ dR ¥ W
TR W § 3w A9 Y IEW ¢
aY Ty AEaTT ¥ F fa Ay Ty
TR | /Y T HRA ¥ 0 R A
qATEAT® T AWM F I T §, M
& ST g9 § T goAT &, FH F &;q
T g fE WY gET oA '
AEATT ¥ aW 9X Ag @R AW
=fed |

Fogd 1 OEd AT g
F wg 3 | AW TRy § fa faechy
¥ 0F UF ANAE O FE FE OARAT
ar & | ¥fea g D g o w
ST F AT & ! qET 9T Hoigl @Al
¥ @9, 19 ¥ §9 g7 g AR T
F) 9@ aIfew gAY @ AR AT §rQ
qrfY SEEH BT 9T ¥ AR BT S
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9T qEAT§ | AT AT GIAA F @A 7
g SR AT Tw AFY § | HE
F1 & ox & T 3 A g o &
ST F WRL I8 AT TOUT AT A
TR F aR 07 o @, AW F AR
9T 7 & | 9ATT 3T AT 0% @I
forar ey & @Y A wTAT A F AW
9T T AT 93T AT TT KT A9 A
YA T @ [(FAT AT FAT 47T |

wereRt WY ¥ T2y 97 fr STEw
gfear grm, fegmgens 3w g, Wik
&1 AT AT F) AT | F=IT WA
T T 7 & g W ag @7 2
¥ | IFW avar frar a1 fa fergera
F AT A e § ST A @ AR
¥ RA B IR TN ARG R Afe
¥t g e g fe W oeww Al
CELIETE N € (G I T2 SO - ClE
F FF AT | F SIHET wEEar ¥
sraAr F3A1 § 7 ag mam @l froag
fegema 3zdm Fmm, fiAr an
fadt faem 71 %9 A1 W 1 AT
T EOM 4GV 2, 97 BT T AT
qq IR F AT AG A9 ¥ a7
TP {0 AT AT AT E AW 2T ¥
& ¥g T ToeEs foar wmr g W
I T W AV WL 7 w1 ferar
ST e (U dc i e i S A1
g oz 2 v mE ATz T qg o
L g ER 99 et ¥ fe
g 2 fr &t e ¥ g e =ifeq
gRuTEl ¥ oagee oo oww § &
™A TR A E AT A AT & AR AT
AT =Y 31 At ' A g ) afe
AR TEF q1 WS & i 7w Y ag
AT BT STAT § 1 WIS S g9
AAFT T fa gEEA,  ATRE
® @ frar s oA 'y W
& f¥ 37 TTdT g #1 T8 g
fear s

VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in 13940
Income
15 hrs.

St WrER AT SR (-
9T) M yEE W ArFEE e,
=t o Jo a=T W WA ¥ W
qT g, 99 ¥ fag & I g
AT § | I qEA &Y 6T g waww
fe & 5 aew @ weaAgt we™
R = 73 7% | fed ame o
feft 7% ag &hma s g oAt
T R ¥ uF weE & A &1
AfFT 97 T T T oaw@ A
fremE@s aff wdy € 7 3w @
wifas faowar sgdt &1 @ &, W
FT FAATTAT qEA ALY a1 @Y
g | FfET Y o wTET ¥ oamw wiwE
& S T &, i FOETC A wAE
I fear & 5@ a1 7 vy ¥ faq 6F
fawrar @t w1 @ &, 9 adw &
T FE G W E )

AR 9Ed St A g9 qeTT Ay
WT T FF & gRT WU § A3
FaaT £ fa gwrd srfaes fafa-
9 1§ AR 97 1 gfee § @y
§U EW 7 S i arwd &g g,
Tq¥, fedfla 21X g, 99 gt &
W il ¥ wg WY uF wEege
ST gz 0t wow & Tar fvogw
o &Y faawar #1 g7 #T0 qwy &
v wfas ofas & F=ia<o &7 59
FET AEY § | AT o § gy
™ T T udm ww ¥ oo
sfea afz &, am= & gw wr-
it g1, ga merom wet @
S @ &, 37 #7 famre ), F@r
g @9 gw ¥ 78 ot w7 fx "f<w
ST R IEF & W Y @9 § wfus
EAQ g, WAT " @ fawwar ¥
g T FT, IAFT g W@l ¥ wAA
g FTAT , ITH Y T FET RN
afew gt gra g & fr g Fd
WIAH A TR E, WAAE AT
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[* wrrae &1 wwR)

N e T ar ew ¥
ww g fFar & afonmeaes fogd
qE 95 a6 ¥ 9 ¥ W H qowd
ool § R fow ot @ 59 3w Ay
SWaT 7 og wmEm & €Y f5 g o
wifus sgaear faenft fog & o
ww ¥ gfg @t geir afew 9w T
wg § g afg #1 A 9= afwat
¥ 5 # gfe A G afer 2@
SAETHTT AT FT oA # qfg g,
I H I e fge € | Swm A Ay
T FART el g4 | a8 a7 w@afag
g

ot wEeEE wadr &1 e
W AT WY X G M E 0 I9 &Y
W @ g ¥ & woEr eam
WTHIGT FTT AGAT § | IE A F
w7 g

“The conclusions seem to
justify that even after ten years
of planning and despite fairly
heavy scheme of taxation at the
upper income, there is a consider-

able measure of concentration in
urban incomes.”

W I Ft w9 g faw wAT O
¥ 77 FF § A & fagr Amar
ar f& fan fefgemm & =&
# s owrfed, GETETR SR 9%
& S fagr s sfEr 1 GEER
@MY, GETAIT FTHAT WEAT A€ T
FW Y | OF G S WA SAIAAT
Rt ¥ Fg =T vatee fefgsgam @t
e &1 foamss a1 ¢

“If you have got something in
your pocket, give it to me and I
shall distribute.”

fegem ¥ faw @t @1 W @

a8, 9w 9w ¥ fefgepmm &t

MAY 1, 1964 Disparity in Income
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"t #F aw Q@ @€ w2 fF gl
A ¥ oamr ¥, Y 4 W /W H
far o N aw §, @R ¥
o T & e 2\ 2w
T FRY € froad o o @
g A | Afw faad g W™
T g & F AR oA qady oo @Y
& W ¥ w7 w9 T@ @ A wias
aaear @ W &1 P sfaro
JaRA ¥ @ gy fagwor &
sgaeqy ft T @ fomy |w @
T AT WIF WIS R, GHTST F
T AT F, TN ¥ gL W A
HEHT F W AT 9™ gH, W
qraTer e fY g, T EA-

|

TF g g, I9 UEl FT a5 §
fomr & grg ¥ Wy @ @ owrEd XY
rrer g, 5 3 avwd a g §,
faea 2w & gmg afgar & & f
0 g wr fagaar #1 g
T §, o § s § AR vqa-
FEH wearg 9w fEy

e

Y goaTe fag @ #Arel Jgrd |

! AMET BT NNEE ;A W7
T FEq &, I FT UMY KT T ATAAY
g & WX WX A WA 5 AN
ar oo # A TRt ¥ & A
ol

¥ qg & & ot &1 -
Wgrgm g dgm g fr w2
FT o afas @ § #T fow & o=
grofa 167 & o1 fow &1 g1y @9
qret at 3F & ar 99 &Y qTE A gEd
qifeat Y €, ST W § oY aga wivw
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afg g€ &, saw 7 w9 faur o7 AR
qEaTam ¥ Wiy & few AW ¥
afg # 17 | oF w &, fagar e
N T F AW F A9 g F qgw
Yz g Aifar 13 W F g AW
I G4 F YT FH Y F7 333 FO
F g &1 al ar Y gAY FQT §Y
ag gii afFT #7 § &7 333 FOT
Y@ N TTCE) T IMFHT ALT
s # e wfawa & gfe g€ &,
afrT oz afe #gi 9t gE &, g@ =Y
oI G | UEA W@ F 9T A1AQIY,
T, gfere, sifee T afaa 3 &
¥z &, fevre § A aw & #1¢ afg
gt g€ &1 9 a3 AnAwie @, Wity
St & 99 # @z gfgwa v 3fg g
21 33 2w Fr W W ¥ fag Tl
F AT g7 ™A oF fear @, 97 &y
am & afg 78t g€ &1 ag ama wAg-
T FRT F 9T FAE 2

gt aF It FT oFArA @, FA
maArg fag 79 Ay oF 75 EA-
Zama aATE & IATT FT FEAGT AW
F foru fexen®z 47 7 sqrgAT F7 )
# 39 & ATART AL FIAT | AFT
I FI F 3T 1T FT A9H gar< faq
qa&t St ar 37 J% fra, &4 FFaq,
a1 w930 o g ot &, fa9
FY 39 q7E AT A1 FT gAT A g
@ 2 & fF 2w & o[y oA &7
AT T & | 99 I SIAT AT FY
arft & 4% g1 qrar g fr & aegfacr
& 1 T Fegfasw &r afoarar ag
&, T garErg &1 ofewrar ag § 5
§9 W F WA SFAr & 9iA
HATFATE, WIS 7Y, FIE 7T, 6T
N, e & A faar #, qL
afr wfgd At gn Fmfwe § AR
Arad faq gl s faw soafes
oS &1 qraY W@ < 999 8, 99

Disparity in
Income

®Y ga FTHY HIYT T FT qEY £ o
faw Smafexr o= & g=< 1w 5w
W Fr mfas Nfs w5 feaee 2
argd & fag & srew sfyeet fifvew,
®XA Ffrew F Am §, ¥9 o4
BT F19 § g@ard ¥ §T ¥ @A
1, a1 39 F1 g7 A A § 1 foaw
qarETe F1 A7 A AgE A
F ®IAT FT AR FEIGEE w1 fog
ofq &7 W &Y WY AT91 FREAT
g 9T fow & 3w &7 A IHer Y
S amA & far org g fast, 98
Y Ew oAt &1 ;g #1 fRaAy
Ffeq | v iw FHET A FRr
&g g4 & wiie & @ WT Qeds ¥
@ 2w 7 mifas ufd & F@@sw
qIqT AT § 1 I FT FFAT & 1—

13944.

“It is also evident that the work-
ing of the planned economy has

" contributed to this growth of big

companies in Indian industry.
This growth of the private sector
in industry and especially of the
big companies has been facilitated
by the financia! assistance ren-
dered by public institutions, like,
the Industrial Finance Corpora-
tion, the National Industrial Deve-
topment Corporation, etc.”

gn &7 = 97 qnd wF FA fF
g mgrmar & A «@ 1 AfFw qf@s
deavia 1 9g W F9.4 & 5 T8
aw Y =3 gfgwd aFar o g}
Tgdy @ AT oY 3w Fr qwafa a7 o3
sfqoma §FT FAY €, THE) W) HETIAAT
& g | 39 & fag W feAdAE
FrOma aq, 4% 7% FEud
aq, frrd 4% & wifeed gami a8,
g3eT &1 937 § @+ g, AfEw qw
1 97 g9 § 37 IANT 2, efaFEa,
3g F1 H) W9 GG | | GAT gATA
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[t srraw &7 wrR)

ug & % =7 qT QT Azt frar s @
$ | wI@®Y WA IF W F g
grfa &1 3 Ifqwa graed Y § a8
WaA §RT g Qo sfawa grfaal
¥ qrq § Fafr Tw 7 93 9P saeHT
®Y 37 W F7 <3 sfawg s=Ew #1 Av
WIT § WA &, T4T 397 931 ¢
gar gz@ faares 3w gevEm: AR
fear 2w 7 AgF gm0 T gw Y
qiArA & foy ar Irfgq ) & guorar
Z fF arrr s Fo Fo wrARIT A
7 fafae £1 19 F9am@r w7
q ag a3 fagr & s gadaT &
g, & ¥ 7, W wqfaee agi € A
faa oy o famarg 773 &,
3731 gt £ 7w gep gar7 i frer
Wt W FY WA ¢ET AR AT OH
HEEEAT § A a8 fergeam 21 ga
famr J47 st 3 MAmAT Fawr g9
¥ ggorR A7 oF BT ar faaet
g1 & w291  f¥ ag g Fawe
ag arfa Fon f5 wgraAifas o
TIART F7 faar Ao & g
AT g P ami At g7 My wfaoa
# I 3w & 3 A ofiww ww #Y
TFET 7| g qAAIGA Hiaea
sifwrsg 7 93 fgay mar ) gafae f5
FER FT A1 37 F1 2Rz 77 93,
gafay s gq 2w #7 o3t & S ¥
wHT A w gy 1 & Fgar § 5
& WM #fawa ¥ 77 7y favamw
gt Wr 1 & wez &9 4 F@A7 ATRAT
Z F o goET areg § Ay
FN FF F7H AT g% I A1EAT & A
wgEAIfan FHEr 1 Q) @ § 9%
®N qg FTF T F A7 | IA 9T 97
FA F GEATT FT | AW AAMH
e & #5 syawasar gu A1 A

R ATY AT AT A Y IAT |
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o WiwT ww A o (FE)
IqTER HEIRY, TF AT AZF < fae wvar
& 7= @ gt s & e mag e
WEWE S AT ATAH F AT Fqifd I Y
aEd T g fF AT gIew ¥ AR}
T FT qTF F7GT o | GE7 TC AV R
FY aIT FET A7 VET § ) qgAr a7 Ay
FHISATE & a4 H § | TW A1 AN
FTEA § TH AT SO | EW A qaAva
§ oegw TISAR ¥ R | Yea O
ot | SPpE @ T adda wr wfaFe
gar awt ft ady T=y w faoEw A
HRITATT ATAT | Afqw wmware faw
I FAEIE ) EA TRFTT EMAT K
AT FAT & AfTA AT HE @z AT
¥ 471 79 AT § |

UF ATEG 6EE WS U T
A A

At WiFT AU\ 7@ ITA IS
Far § ¢ "ag T 2 e #
AT T RV AT | EHAT THT THR
F o=y i, g AT WA & {7 §
g gfrr award vy T wme
30,000,000 %o 3»17387%7?“3 ¥
T FV TEI AT | T T AT A A
am &1 @l wfee ' oew mEr
TuTat oy V8 4, A2 Wi w= Ey A,
WQWW% %0,00,000 To
gd *7 fear  amg & wfudmw #,
F1 3T 1 ATH THITAIE § 1 FF TG
q 97 R ST FT A T 7 Fhew
T EH F B TAE F WL I
TP @YE qAq d, FAT I F AT HY
ST HT @A AE faer mmwar 4v o
# @ wrdFr 1 g g oW
A gu ¥ feed R, 7re ot 7S WA )
HAT AHITATE AT BY qEAT @ A &
TE W EY AFAT
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Ffrr qoRR dEgf & ooeaE
qer ¥ fe 2= FT IR 0T
Qe AwE 2ZT & fF dar a3
Fr Fvww w2 o for fyfan
Fafry ¥ grarR ¥ i | TAEa
gz iffrmmamy af
a grdr | FT T wArAaE § o B
FZAT AR F ¥ 48 quvearg 78 &
B QT AT &7 9T a3m & A
g a3 & fay dm adY fg afea
R B ¥ AT SATATRICT 97 aTA
& 31w A ¥ oA fow fraar 3
& o7 g gAY AT F AT A AT
w@Y £ f7 foxr w1 gHrT Ieq
drar gy, fey g & gw Ao v
f&a 77 Tyl & Wz § 3 mAe
RE

AT OF QA i wIEr A ovEr
EHTY FTV 2o T %o AT AT FA 31
& ars waAT & w4 A2y L feoww
T FT <o ZHT 7T T AT
FAE 20 3T AT T 54 A4 AT
2T AE A FD AN 0 AR
HAT ATT IT 2T F THUAATT ATH AEA
Eq0 q2 29 T I A AT AR AT
I% g9 ASF EIT A TOT TAT FI
FA0 A5 ISTIT, T AR BW ITFT 9L
W3 A 3T, wiat # 7 AF AL 3T
A AAT, T4 T6 AN AT AEH
aAd HET, AT AF AWTAR A QAT
qfvwa 31 & s AT 3 Or wIT A
X GETAATIT VT T A& T @I |
g {127, 2T W AT A7 AR
o 31 2 19 & waw o wir e
R 1A d ATEATF AL F TS
fqr 7 & A WAT A/ NI A
A

QF HIAHT qTEq: WMT F47 7 8

o HiwTe T AT gT |AT
| gl ¢ UHENT qIF § AT A
656 (A1) LSD—6.

VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in
Income
AT ETUF RIX #mEr fger AW
TAfAAT & A & ey e &
&I 3T ATE | TAgT # o AT
e B R A oY | 37 77 3791EA
7 frzar ot 13 1 IFH F AR WA
% 7 fom fa avvnifei, qu fedt T
FY =91 7 TV | FAT T 51 @A TAT
T a1 oft # 13 § TR E fE W
g9 W4 STMIKY UF 3T 04T 11§
Tz AN AN 1 Tg AU AR
A T AQFT &1 S ARG F AF
AT AT AT A F w7 vz
IFFTHA I MEF PO T qEAAE
A HEA ¥ | AWAIE TE§ AT AHA &
FrTT @I AT T AT L, A Qoo
To H§ TIANT SIAAT 3 | gL AW AFI |
g AT AT T gmAAR Agr @

Ty
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IS 39§V FAAE T AGVE M
BT AT | TTAVE NTA TEA i Q43 T
T THT UET AT AT 98 AT oo
TN TH 79 fa gE A
Yoo AYZT  TIT AT fARsh war o
M W T FW I 9Y,000
FLZT  TF 3T FF 31 74T § | TE A0TAE
FT AT TEN &1 AATHAIR Ta AR
TEY g1 AEAT 99 % W H a9 Sg
AT ITM T LT AT, MATE AR
A FT TR A 5 < A
Frel wedt T T g §1 oA
T fgeeY & STNT 7 Ar FX 3T A |
agl ggwi FLATHA YT 3 gL A0l
q9% grad | %E A 9% 7gAY T
F@ gT A AT WAT |
FaT AT FT AW WA B
fa  BWR ME I F G F TR
F7E | IAT @A B0 A AGY AR |
ST B GAAT GETAAT #Y TV 47 &Y
T g o 9T 1 A & faw Fwgr adt
frerar, @9 & f7 qrft wE fawer o



13949 Resolution re:
(& =T s g7
AT FAR 9 & faar w7 @
sYTazsa R FATIH IE T AARTAAIL
TR fF oF ) guT A @ S
MFIF 3T F AT gy o7 A 7w
grag &, afva uF W ot 7 @
AT FA IEL Mo HET FAT T A
Fgrarfx a1 Ry 77 F ;g
& T 37 F Awag 2 5 e
Gar 73t fear war . FEt ¥ fd 3@
T frar a1 31 39 %€ § FAETAAR
WA | FL A7 T T AT A
FAEArE AVY ArE AT WYL AH qreAt
F qAEIE T F AR AT
o7 7 71 R fgm Fafeat
SEIEIAERE e e i i Ik if
faa g9 97 fq=r7 ffay warafFwa arearg
T FATE, AT agr wE A7 % AT
F7 T30 AT FTAMAAE | ATIAIRX
T &7 F19 F77 & 39 F1 ATEATE
R &qar AR AT L | 9a fr feoAr @
HEOI$ I GOFT qF AL a9 AN F1
§79 3 IR TFAT ATAT &) FaT T
g 4 A7 AW q3A 0 77 fAaed g
AT, q=AT FATSATS ATAT §  q7 At
¥ % AN A AT | AT OF dFeT
IAAT E AT IT F S Y ATTH[ ATFTT.
13 & Fgr o & fF wefet 7 9ol F1
grar &1 facgd wodr Frw AT €
AfFT a9 g SAAT 1 FFIL AXRIW
@AY, FFAT K GGEIT TFAAC
A TAAT ST HEgmE gy wE ¢ Afww
& ¥ gFewd feafy av ghan
ST FT TGl @ GHTY HTHA | WIS AY
a3 a3 qfrafy § F5 wgTv g, fa7
#r dfazar w9 § st 7 3w dar
F1@2 FTF TEF THATHIEIA TF|
&1 WA 3 FT a6 gATE EATT FT
ofT9 g} 74T a1 W H FETHAIg A4

afvrs grm 1 aw € gw fasfi 9%
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T§ A F A @, e g
TFgT FgA & & Arw A woom, gy
F AR AV 79 AS[ N o AFEAT
G NI | FAEE W FREAR
FYATAT & Y I &Y =Y fe § amw
q&, FAT @ § gEIAEAE w4 WA
AT AEY

=t g0 A0 faArd (Mmrewiwt) -
JUTET WFIRA, WA wwEE § fF 99
HgE@YO FEATT 9T w20, AT faw
ot oadr S 37 o9 F faamw ¥
FAA FAT £ A FAT [@AHE FY
FYEAT &Y @ TAT

UF WA OFS ;0 g8 Tig9 A
q7FIT 2 39 fag

it gTo ATo fAAY © wEmd &
ILT FT A aWF F7 F guad §
eI FATAAZ A & gy 1 & FgAr
g g fr 7g geT g A
fag adr 2

Q% AT §I€  qATTAE B
AT |

=t 370 ATo faamdy : Fr AvAT
aZ AT TAT 2 | A TEATT I qAT
2 5 g oY ot fawwar @ ag
faggar @ew 21 77 9:30 A gfas A
faawar 78 A1 39 97 g9 &1 fa=}
AT B!

za W & fawwar 1 3 7vem )
fox fawwar o g aw@ & & §
fag & A0 &1 aFE 6 AT &1 Qe
{@a # faawar &, #qww g R
fawwan & st 7 fawwmar &1 geghe
¥ 3G A1 wrw g R ok @ @
A< Bz ¥y maE fradl ww g,
oF 2z F1 frad g wv # agrgar &
arft @ W gl @ FY fraew w9

femr srem @ wEDY St Uw g AR

WA AT TF g | Wy fi g7 F1 WY
TF T 9T § AT AT AT ww
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W QF T7% d@arg | wER §
17 T wE [T T &Y AT
" agh & S0 e F F00 A gfaari
%1 2@y § QY 39 3 foxr § FoAT a1 1

FB AW F 77 ¢ FF gy gAY
syegma wrfrugze g afge o
g9 F aga g FVAICUT YT WO ¥X
Freft A€ w197 &7 § | Afew 3z wO
fora ®1 faay J@T 2| FY AT FTHA G
& Ja1 ¥ ¥ &, W S &7 ofud
a7 fatem a1 & qwaar gfw
g qua g7 A5 & f garr Wewwa 5
2 Am. FQF W7 FFAT FIH qral
F1 3faa gaer 7 fasmrara Seawa
AT a3 F7 AFT & | BN EH AT qW
IAF AT HT TATE & F7 7@ I97 8
FfeeT s qF AT THTATHT STIH
sfmze % ara ara fevd mqma sfrugs
Y AEY W AR % gW W A ¥ feafg
FTAR AGY T qHA | g FFaT § fr gArk
faw qarem & fanm & dar ww g fw
gn g7 # q7F earq 4 3 39« We-
FUA F1 q7F L7 T AT FTH = F6aT
21 wfww oar gewE AE 8

gart ¥ arfaal 7 2@ & w0
71 feqwa $aaT | 3w # g wiyw
FEA B FATEFAT ALY &1 A A F
3 T I A fa) SiFww 29T Qv
S g, At T WT fF 7T q9F
e FT AT Y § AT g @y @y §
f& o & 7g & 3o fre o ar €8
I 99§ B AT TG I AT I T F
WA 99§ FE W AAsmar a w©
AT | & HqAT G WA F oy fedt ot
T AF AT ATA FT AT G| AL FT
T AT Ao A A frerar ¢ 3w aTd
g FTI Ay qIg AT §1 gHrT ART A
T T A2 faE T T oHAF 8 )
Elsc iR ulcutieden cilineiiy |

Resolution re: VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in
Income
e | & 72 aE Aear g o feafe

it fam gwTe 37 fam sy
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wEIaEfan #5d &1 fqE &
I H w7 fAe E AT 8w F
AT AT & foAA A 1vawT oy A
0 wewwEr %9 & {94 aug fac
T # 59 & wfaaaT agneET 92 A o
¥ § A 3 TeEA qeny Aoft & At
1 W frAwsHET @)1 g mE W
E SaWqHz TS § enh  wiEal
ffaai §FT & 7 S9 &1 HIEST SA § A8l
FAT o & a5 gH AAT § | ST H AR
AT faam e s Ta59
ST AN TY S FA F T AT ST
gIiFvAT ey & v faw & aw
famnifvdt W2 & <9 & a9 w2 fam
SAT, SA F ATHAT  Agl fFerdr |

TFART FrET AT wEET A g,
Af a7 faer &7 faerft 8 7w Sfifed
fo qft Fo @ey & fo7 &9ar Tigd )
a7 37 F wrR FSTT AT @A A
W & o9y &% T 9 @Y F7 g4
F7 T AT TETAT AR FATHAT T )
A (55 & e AT THT o7 Hrard
@gﬁfug,a@mﬁﬁqﬂlw%
AT & | W TG 3T F1 wETUAl
gt foe mwy

FTATY sugeqr  qHT g1 war & 5
M B W AEEAT FLAT ABT § G
T F qr AT @ fog F qry GBS 99
¥ o ST F qF T S ST §
A 79w ¢ AR A faar gal @
FEEAT F wqd AT FOAT 718 Agy T
qFY | TETHT F A TEAT TfEh
fir fom STHT7. S ST T TETHAT AFE
i

Q% WIAA A9 T A ETTTT
fomm Ty 7
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=t glo Ato famdt : Uw g AR
q9 F 4A @A AEAT F 0 AR
qR7iT 2 fr aft St wgr Adr @
YT IITIT FOTAT R wET FrE A07AAT
BT 37 78 " AN 7T7AT 3AR
fafi 3 &1 2 37 & 417 wHr A
G C

faw wam7 & IgaAN  (s0eR
areEq fagr) o faq s wgrT A
qF IAR0 L1 [T AL qATA 23
T 4T w37 F owT T & {93 R
HITT Z

U® RIAAIT QTE€W . I7 & P OTAT

g

WNAA qivwzay fasgr: 77 0T R
fi: miadr =1 1 A7 7 2faa w5vw
E R et G S A R
ECT LRI i 4t SR A B B
FAIFAT |

st Io 7o faaiy 10 & w2 7=
qr fa FEETR FOTAD T AT A
C R TR B e AR o o & -
T T F A AT R AT A3
WA W A5 WAR 37T ¥ T wad
AT AT L F ATTH IF BT WA DT
qfrary w3 AAM ! AR g o
nfarars fa A e 2 A7 7 TR £ fa
TAFFAFTALNZ L T 2 gER
fax  «ff qrTaT AT WWE A FAaT,
SIS AT B AT A7 F NE At
T SETT § @A, w18, AR, faa
T Tq T |

ot o fag o fTRT N W&
g

=t glo ATo famidy . foh 7 47 sT&T
aWii & AT Zor & FAT & ST AN
A6 i frr wisdY ZhT & 57 AT s

F TR 90 | T F TF 7R AT PR AT AT

MAY 1, 1964
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T AT Gt w1 G FA F fog
w9 J FaT fHyi &1 F17 A qrfrar sq
Froard foid q A qEar g 9w
¥ #garg fa w7 I9T T T Fis1a
R WF SATAMAT F T A5 gT F |
TT 7 AY wAAT f ;UA fradr any
T ageqr #t § f99 ¥ waegew w1
q TEAdT #1997 @ F 9 faw
qermre fog & wAia g IqIgew fRAr
#F ot 73 gAY IR THY AT AT
FAT E T AAF |

fayfagerm f7 7 wafe qrog
FrorrarAr: fagwom wafa

Ed A § g w8 N F2H IS A0dr§
ag a7 I EXE WA FTEEA §
ag 719 7 AFALE | gH Anr ugl feafa
T mrd T e 78081 Y a8 A wfe e
F7AT 93 | & WA 1347 & AIAT
F&aqr fr oz geaara i fraggody
FEAT T QA HTHT T IQA AT
fr fors a7 =wedr g 31 T4 | &’
qradi g o 937 w507 7@
FarT % ZAr AfRT TAq 13 A A
qgrg 1 F5 1Tl B P w A
F1 AT T fA1 AASAE AT ARG
FF, ALAT TEIT AET KIS WG
il PEALA 2 AR IC R o
fedrar TEF

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: How much
time does the hon. Minister require
for reply?

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: At
least 20—25 minutes.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: I will call the
Minister at 4 O'clock.

st fra mea(1fmm) S
witzm, WY fAx S Rz AAEAA
A g ag q37 HEAYA & 1| IA & AT H
3 F23 F 170 & vr A 1 A7 A



13955  Resolution re:
&1 &7 fa=mar Mg g ) 0wy ¥
@ fqTz7 37 TRr 41 ;AT I4§ uw
qYFT AT OF UM WIE FY
fegr @ 9r | aw famzv D@t
& 72 ==, wfaa 3o oy ¥ qE o'
g=w 5T AA FF MAAR A AW F
e qv 2N T We T FA qey
Fifx T SH AGH: KT AAMTE AAA
gy 35 ar A @ T T T 7
w1 771 94 7 faar T ) Fifa w7
g feafen qaeudt 7 fedz asq 2
AT B ITETM AT F\ F OBAT WA 2
f& g & wgeat § O fRA ¥ o wmw
¥ AT AT g7 HA9T 2§
fedz 3o « g IfeT TTIEA IEET
wHI FT ErAT § gX g @A dfeg
o gafeu & 91 wiw § fque fay
s &1 oy g foar I Her
WERT A8 ITY FEAT g a1 T g
fFw ag ¥ gFg 7w Hiferr & 7T g
fody & faars AE1 &
R FIIALT FT FTHT A1ET F1 T BT
|1 FTHWE FIE 7 "raw a1 Nfx g
gmerss AR e ¥ fegww
TATI® F1 gy & foq qr  @fwd
IAFT AL q9G  qlE AqATA TN
fr faar | ga faud gwa Jar fw
oY % &) faw ager g6 o= § wgnd
& F1wr arfedc & A & qa9
"X WS F1 AF7 agq gE WX IEA!
%Y e # €3 6T & ¥ g vy %
fear | mifwards & qag #1 Faw
Yoo ®o & Yoo To HIT AT WHAT
39 & 39 To r AT o o AVF F A0
¥ g A fAE 3 ®o WM W
fear mar | & wegw v g 7 ogw
fadas F1 I TERWT & faw TEY g1
Frar g 1 fas weEmEaT W Saw T
a0 Y w3 § 49 meEA @ @9
® T FfF e § gearas gra
WYY 7% NEqTa Jrfaw 9 femy sraa o

VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in
Income
*{' wERT ¥ g8 ¥2d 97 fF 3@ A1)
¥ AT SN, AT ST, SEATAE
wgEE F I wd ate T fawgr @

far” ag fa= faggr g1 s

13956

¥ AT & OF agT g wiaufe
wY7 frs gu foer qffar & mmar g
Tt wawe ader faama @
AT g wfgart w7 fowg o @
AN AT F WL A AT FTT FeA
1 Y, @ &1 7T faeh sy a7
& 1 g it #Y O WA s
& & AT T F e .}
T g G ¥ 1 I BT q@d
qar & fF waw & am fead & 9 §
T fFe & F93 F T fa § ok
qgré ferars # framr @¥ dear
FaRTE wife § feaaT w= dear @,
BIET /T AIIST a1 7 4T OF By a7
FAr W fFOT 9% F7 § faqar dar
g FAT ILAT §, I T IF ATAY
F AT W TG AT AF T
& a8 s qenfawt #Y @@r A 2
Fal AT YW TIX qATTAW &7 }WT E,
FE Yo T IJ|AT & FET ITHT 4y
A AT E AT FE o TAA AT T
6F T F17 AT ArAar & {5 oo ggms
F a7 ® I9 aAfaq w1 s 5 vo
a1 go 'Y foea & uwr W Fravor
T ST fveer & g Fioer =7y,
¥z #Y AT FT W FIA T Fegra
F fag =taw @@ A e wfeg,
FoAT &1 qAT FITAT 3L 2, fawr
SFEAT HAT AT § W TEA F
ferg o 3% @9 T 2T § 0 e
Yo—fo FIA H 7E §F AIST 47 FaATH
ag #7 TEl wrar g faw ww ¥
QETATET &1 QET gIeT g1 98 &<
frgave & wmzfens qw«TAT g
T gHIIT & wFAy § 7 H T guwmar
fF I & WS WA AT 3R
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[ form eq)

F WY T€ X A1 1 g7 A1 F g0
AWfAT FIA F1 741 TATAT FAT §

1533 hrs.

{DRr. SarROJINI MaHISHI in the Chair]

dFI Fgaafer FA8 & ©F fgq
& 43 9 | g7 9T g 91 31 @y 97
& o grgw I8 fRaar agr §
wR IEFT Fagave fre qdF &
AT FrfEe ®/IT 37 R # fry adw
& ari g F TR qGqT AT J0iEy
¥ FHLY F THo I ART &3 | FAX
Fgafed FWET § JAT A IWF
I N 9, fe@ fafex q, Fag
¥ §, da% wfqwd a8 aq 7
g | 9« A TF @7 97 Argr a1 AN
g1 ¥ gol19aT |rga "1y 497 fafaeey
& ara & ey =9t & g1y fraw
3 & 3T F HFE AMIAGTFNAT R E
AT qgq FT W@ § AT W ITH
THAT EIFT J@AT FATES & a1 ZATSAGIT
#* 43 FT gL FW F weaw OEaEy ot
FTETL qATMIN & 97 &7 37 A4 F
fam w9 97 F HIX qF ATIRT =T
I T fF omS e #HETQ
frr a¥ ga & w® W F 0
Whichever place you fee] is the
IgFE T A
& | You pick up one family. I'I:Etf
T AT & FvoIr A AT TEATT
F1 @ anay | A Fr a7 AT Fg
FIA 4 WY IIE AT, ATT F1 GIF AY
5, Ta7 77, 39F7 TeAT M7 TA=AL
1 1wy | g7 A1 T4 7 af@ry &
fac w7 oF wEM Fr IED AW
o9 g ifsq | |qrad, 9, e,
qreT A7 wuLr, =41 @1 ugrs  ferars,
frare, zaTETR A1 AT fRaar g7
g7 FS F1 AT HIT FrAvT =0
@4 ¢F qEAT q9N grg /& FTZ |

cheapest place,
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T g F IGF IR @9 F7 fewa
W 91X a1¢ g9 9 Ig+T g qAeAg
T Wy | gE W ITET @5 IgAY
qTeTg @ SATT d5qT g1 a7 ;A &Y
feacig qandw wTw IgwT Tgr Hf
T X qreNg @EE SuTar @Ay
g T 3T g Homw Ferr
FT fifag

This is the actual approach for the

statistics to be obtained in respect of
the increase in the cost of living.

Y T W AT FEERT A FT I
T I R AG AR A qE
gl qOFT TAF AEA F#T ) OHQ
THT FgA T A 9 A E T |
F 5 woftqar § wg s Fy fF am ag
& A F1 Y TS & f o S,
IR FATE ¥ FH FHAT 37 T &9
T EXHEM 4 TE § qFT qo T
IE FAT AT & 7 /T S°E TAT G §
f& 999 Fmg 3 F FAAE 9¥ T
g HFT Lo TIT qF ZT AEM & a9 §
W T qCE § IF a8 FAT TRAT A1AT
& oY FTH g AT 2 At 3§ arfase
T ¥ AW AFT AT KT FreAT o
=Y % g Wl e 9X qET qF9<
g A qFT § wR ofmweEsy
fa oz fa ag 99 &t @ g # TR
IS T & | AT WG AT AT K-
qF § 1 T AR pEwd A A=
R T 2 A A 7R ¢
CIFH A AT TET | g qAv mitEs
AT FFZE | IH TAGH FT AT AT
fedfaea fefgemm & ok @8 oot
TR ¥ fx oF #1eae1< a8 95 &%
gL AT T O I AR gei & fqg
TR UET T TFT A GT T AT ITET
o 9T AL T H 47 v AT F a7-
T A IEN FAR OF, TF A @ A
T, <1 Qfeat & 77 =T arst Al
T JART TIATHT F FTOT 3@ G T
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o 7 AaT g Jou v fefe-
@A & | AT FEET A 7 F fAg
HAET IO T W fE @ T o—

“to review the progress made
‘towards the reduction of disparity

between the lowest and highest
income to the order of 1:30 over

the next two or! three Plan
periods.”
77, IATGTA Y AT qTER AT

T Ty oy & | A & FgA7 W@
g f ag o Y Zr 78 & # gEt
A arfam & 2T 2 ) 9E v ™
T F7 2 & g oy AT wies
qifadt & @ 77 wrgAa  fafex
S fx qadier gm A#IC I FME gL
WA ¥ HIT IR GEAG AT AW
LA S R e S
A g 1 T o &Y 2=

the slant of the Biria group has to
‘be replaced by the slant of the other
-groups of business magnatcs,w Fr(_éa'

BITAT FT JIEqT YF Z a0 T4 F 0
wzAA foimeex @9 F 97 g9 7z
ft qr T F fr IaEw And a9 @
SAAT FTAT THGT A FAT F v wfaw
T ' F7 fefegegaa w71 2wr &1
A THY T F TAT qTHAT AT A
@l wredr a9 WA T |
¥ &Y T @41 wew g7 ARRN WL 39
TT 7% TgHN @7 AT A 94 A
ATt & 97 fr 99 q% Al AT weAraw
WOHT BT & o gaay Fue famrgd
T T | AT wdn, & sy
HIRT TWaTHE W ORTA AR A AT
TEHIAT AR § AT FAA qo—
U W T 7T g8 A ¥ fgg A A
A4 W AR IF wy W &y qEy ¥
arg fom fr aad & fefoad aad
&, TaTe HACH § IqET I S aga%
T W I A ¥ GFe F1 § §F
TET GGAR Y TaAeqT L ...
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ot fra A 3E w7 frermn o
rafafausr a@d, W@ amwt &1 @fagl
HAZL FT LT TGHH FT THTC ZTATH
F | X ATET Ha A F& Imdr
# W AIAT TET JOAT ITAT T TFAT
ST T@AT & a1 e &Y g gfadw Attt
1 g9 #¢ gefgag o # &7
@y @ {97 7, gaz 720 T 7 fag
S 3 AfEw 93 FF AL e WA
EC O . i S - ki
o ag feq g2 7é & 97 f5 ag s=ar
faametg 9aT FC ITY FH TLFTT FT
®F M qE A0 &7 F w4y FgA
FIgA 97 |

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): I
rise to support the resolution moved
by my hon, friend Shri B. P. Yadav
and 1 congratulate him on bringing
this resolution before the House.

When we discuss this  resolution
and support the demand that the dis-
parities in the income groups should
be brought down to at least 1:30, I
have in my mind the demand of the
socialists or those who claim to be
socialists that it should not be more
than 1:10, but I hope that this Gove
ernment would accept this principle
that it should not be more than 1:30,

We have some statistics to show
that the da‘'ly income of a particular
group of the Birlas is Rs. 1,85,000 to
Rs. 2,80,000, wherecas 27 crores in this
coun'ry are only getting 74 annas per
day according to the Planning Min-
ister, 15 annas according to the Prime
Minister and three annas according to
my hon. friend Dr. Lohia. I would
also request the Minister to see the
latest report of the Reserve Bank re-
garding rural indebtedness. What did
it reveal? It revealed that rural ine-
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[Shri S, M. Banerjee]

debtedness had risen from Rs. 1,500
crores to nearly Rs. 3000 crores. This
is the condition of the country as far
as peasants are concerned,

Lei me say something about the
Government employees also.  Much
has been said about the need for giv-
ing them dearness allowance and so
on. I have in my possession figures
which will show the condition of the
Central Government employees.
Forty-five thousand are getting
Rs. 250 and above; 246,000 are get-
ting more than Rs. 100 but less than
Rs. 250 and 15,337,000 are  getting
Rs. 100 and less. You can imagine
the condition of the Central Govern-
ment employees who are supposed to
be a privileged class getting more
than what the State Government em-
ployees or the Corporation employees
get. If the Central Government em-
ployees demand increase in D.A. they
are asked to look towards the horrible
condition of the State Government
employees, If the State Government
employees want a wage increase, they
are asked to look at the Corporation
employees. If the Corporation em-
ployees demand a wage increase, they
are asked to look at the poor un-
emgployed persons registered in  the
employment exchange registers. This
is how Government want to satisfy
all by pitting one against the other.

The Mahalanobis Committe report
has given something revealing. Again
the whole question is being referred
to a monopolies commission as if it is
not knowp still that there is growth
of monopolies in this country and
there is concentration of wealth.
Whenever a question is put to the
Prime Minister he says, there has
been some uneven distribution of
wealth in this country, And we want
to know to what extent the national
income has gone into  pockets  of
those hardful of people whe want to
control the economy of thig country.
The Mahalanohis Committee report is
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available now. One inspecior was
appointed. This is the height of joke-
in this country. After the Vivian Bose
Commission’s report, nine years were
wasted. Rs, 27 lakhs were spent on
the Commission against the Dalmia=
Jain group. Again another inspector
has been asked to investigate into the
whole thing. What are the salary
and allowances of this inspector?
Yesterday I put an unstarred quesidon
(a) whether it is a fact that the Ins~
pector who is investigating into the-
affairs of some of the Dalmia~-Jain
concerns is being paid Rs. 180 per
day; (b) if so, the reasons for pay-
ing this fabulous amount; and (¢)
whether he is of the rank of a Sec-
retary. The reply was:

“(a) The Inspector has been
allowed a remuneration of
Rs. 3500 p.m. In addition, he has
been sanctioned daily allowance
as under:

(i) On actual basis for room
rent, inclusive of any  service
charge, subject to a  ceiling of

Rs. 150 per day for Bombay and
Calculta and Rs. 100 per day for
any other place.

(ii) A flat rate of Rs. 30 to
cover all other charges including
boarding expcnses, tips, etc.”

You can imagine whether this inspec-
tor, a person who was almost unem-
ployed and who has got a job at
Rs. 3500 p.m. plus Rs. 180 per day,
will ever submit any report about
the Dalmia-Jain concerns. This is
the height of joke in this country.

This is a very innocuous resolution
and T must say there must be no
hesitation on the part of Government
to accept this resolution. Let a coma
mittee be appointed under an able
economic  expert like Shri R. K
Hazari. He submitted a report about
the Birla-Jain group and other
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houses. 1 am sure that this resoiution
will be accepted by this House.

A clear case was brought to my
notice the other day. I was told that
during the Chinese aggression, more
tha:, 3,52,000 pressure cookers
needed for those fighting at high alti-
tude. Who was given this order? The
son of a Cabinet Minister was given
this order without any tender in
December, 1962, Without asking for
any tender, he was straightway given
this order. I do not want {o men-
tion the name of the Minister, because
again there will be some statement
that Mr. Banerjee wants to make an
insinuation.  When pressure cookers
were available in  this country at
Rs. 85 or Rs. 90—prestige cooker is
one of the best cookers—why was
this order placed at a rate of Rs. 110
or Rs 120 per cooker? If these things
are going on. I do not know; anything
wil] happen in this country. We can-
not dream of socialism. It would be
a mockery and a sad commentary on
our socialism. The Bhubaneswar
thesis will be reduced to nothing but
mockery.

I am sure the hon. Deputy Finance
Minister would at least accept this in
principle, so that the mover of the
resolution and the country may have
the satisfaction that this is being
acknowledged,

Shri Muthiah (Tirunelveli): Madam
Chairman, T support the resolution
moved by Shri Yadava. It is in keep-
ing with the socialist policy of our
Government and the Congress Party.
Only recently, in January, 1964, the
Congress Party in the Bhubaneswar
gession, unanimously passed a resolu-
tion on democratic socialism. The
cardinal principle of democratic so-
cliasm is the creation of an equalita-~
rian socicty based on social  justice
and on political, socia] and economic
equality for all citizens. Our Constitu-
tion emphasises equality in its very
Preamble, which speaks of economic,
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social and political justice and equal-
ity of status and opportunity.

The Directive Principles of the
Constitution embody socialistic and
equalitarian principles, Article 38.
says:

“The State shall strive to pro-
mote the welfare of the people by
securing and protecting as effec-
tively as it may, a social order in
which  justice, social, economic
and political, shall inform al] the
institutions of the national life.”

Article 39 says:

“The State shall in particular
direct its policy towards securing—
(a) that the ownership and
control of the material resources
of the community are so distri-
buted as best to subserve the

common good;

(b) that the operation of the
economic system does not result
in the concentration of wealth

and means of production to the
common detriment.”

The aim of the first Plan was (o
ensure a rising national income and
a steady improvement in the living
standards of the people. The main
objective of the second Plan was re-
duction of inequalities in income and
wealth and fixing maximum limits
of holding of land and wealth.

The Planning Commission’s recom-
mendations in this connection are
worth mentioning: (1) The maximum
limits for land holdings should be
prescribed. This  limit should be
three times the holding which an
ordinary farmer can plough. (2) The
prescribing of a ceiling on  maximum
earning should be considered. After
deducting all taxes, the aitference
between the minimum and maximum
earnings should not be more than 30
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[Shri Muthiah]
times.  (3) Through estate  duty,

gifts tax, profits tax and wealth tax,
the difference between rich and poor
people should be reduced. Our Prime
Ministey commending the Second Plan
.said:

“We are all agreed on our
policy of establishing a socialist
pattern of society and we shall

make all our efforts in that
direction.”
Coming to the third Plan, its

-objective is to bring about a reduc-
tion of inequalities in incomes and
wealth and a more even |distriution of
economic power. The policy of social-
ism and equitable distribution of
wealth and income was approved by
this Parliament in 1954, It [declared
that the broad objective of economic
policy should be to achieve the social-

ist pattern of society. Parliament
approved that the basic critcriOnT in
determining soccial policies and the

iines of economic advance should be
no! private profit, not the interest of
.a few, but theigood of the commun-
ity as a whole. The basis of a social-
ist pattern of society is increased
production and equitable distribution
of the,"goods so produced. Production
and disiribution are equally import-

ant and they should not be viewed
separately.
The Mahalanobis Committee in its

report says{that the economic growth
of the country, and the industrial and
commercia] development in the last
ten years have made the rich richer
and the poor, poorer or remain on the
same level as before, and monopolies
have increased in industry and busi-
ness. It is to[study, assess and {o re-

duce this concentration of economic
power that just now the Monopolies
Commission has been  established
under  the chairmanship of/ a Judge
of the Supreme Court, Shri Das
Gupta,

T just want to quote a few words of
Mahatma Gandhi in this connection;
Mahatma Gandhi said:
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“I shall work for an India in
which there shall be no high class
and no low class of people."/

He further said: ’
“Whoever has a surplus of
essential things which are denied
to the poor apd who does not give
that surplus/?to them is a thief in
the eyes of society.”

Lastly, I want to mention the vari-
ous fiscal measures such as Estate
Duty,’ Wealth-tax, Gift-tax, Capital
Gains Tax passed by the Parliament
recently. These fiscal measures and
the ceiling Acts and Fair Price Acts
passed by the various State Govern-
ments are steps in the direction of
socialism, in the direction of equita-
ble disiribution of wealth and power.

Shri P. R. Chakraverti (Dhanbad):
It is really an essential and urgent
factor in the sociul life which we are
pledged to build up. namely, demo-
cratic socialism, where} we have to
make an assessment of these elements
which form the base of our produc-
tive system thereby enriching  the
community at large./ The resolution
has given an indication as to how we
should try to narrow the disparity
which today obtains in our country.

I/':;m reminded of a picture reveal-
ed to me in my own constituency.
There 1 found the immensely rich
people parading their  wealth | and
prosperily. On the other hand, 1}
found how the ill-paid workmen
were huddled together in the narrow
confines of their rooms| which they
call by the technical name Dhowara.
When onc finds in the midst of this
plenty, in the midst of immeasurable
richness how poverty, colossal dee-
titution is allowed to remain, natural-
ly, one is prompted to see avenues as
how to reorientate the society and gee
that the productive apparatus is re-
adjusted in a form where the largest
number of people get th equitable
share in the production. 7
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In the rural areas, the question of
ceiling was a moot point. Undoubted-
ly, it was a relief, but it came too
late. Thef expectation that was raised
in the mind of the landless people
that they would have some land when
the ceiling was imposed did/ not
materialise, Before the ceiling was
imposed, before the legal enactments
were introduced, lands were distri-
buted in such a way that uitimately
only a meagre quantity of land was
leff for distribution. The result was
that the landless people of India re-
mained as helpless and poor/as they
were.

In this very city I found that lands
were purchased at Rs, 5 per square
yard, and after development, were
sold at Rs. 65, Rs. 75, Rs. 100 and
even Rs. 150 per square yard. This
unearned income is a form of acquisi-
tion of wealth to a pargicular section
of very intelligent pcople who can
anticipate chances of earning profits
and proceed in a way which brings
them volume of unearned income
which naturally results in the des-
titution of the poor.

In this way, Madam, the agents of
production are allowed to opcrate in
the different sectors of the society. In
the process of our industrialisation of
the Country, we find that a particular
sector is allowed to have the control
over the agents of production. Those
people who had been expecting some
share in the management, who were
expecting to have participation in the
management of industries and other
undertakings, are still denied the
privileges of having a say in the
management process because of the
vested interests that control industrial
growth,

Therefore, the expectaitons which
have been all along put forward in
the minds of the people, we seldom
find them realised in reality. If we
want to move a resolution of this
type today, we only want to make
an assessment of the stark realities of
life, the facts of life which are re-
vealed in the process of growth, in
the process of development of the
country starting from 1947.
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Madam,; two Five Year Plans have
already finished and the Third Five
Year Plan is in its mid term. We
took the vow of raising the wealth
of India, Indeed, the national wealth
has been raised to the extent of 42
per cent. But who are the recipients?
Four years earlier, when this question
was raised, the leader of the House
said that the Government were going
to appoint a committee, That com-
mittce worked for four years and to-
day the report is before us. What
does it portray? How far does it go
to give us satisfaction of the urges
and assurances which had been cxer-
cising our minds so long? Madam,
the picture is dismal. After four
years of analysis, we find a picture
which gives us hardly any satisfac-
tion in regard to what we wanted to
realise. We have not realised what
we wanted. Therefore, it is but
meet that we have to make a
realistic study of the objective fac-
tors, not only psychic but objective
factors, that influence the growth of
the society where destitution is
allowed to grow in an alarming way
with the accumulation of wealth
credited to a particular sector of the
society, that is always conditioned by
the motive of acquisitiveness and pro-

fit.

Therefore, a country which is
pledged to democratic socialism, a
country which has taken the vow of
going forward towards the attainment
of 3 particular objective, namely, the
disiribution of wealth to the produc-
ers. to the prime producers equitably,
has to take up this work in all ear-
nestness. There the question comes,
how far and whither we go. In the
context of the picture that has been
presented by the report of the Maha-
lanobis Committee, I would endorse
this resolution and suggest that we
have to set up a small committee in-
cluding Members of Parliament, so
that we can find out exactly how far
we can carry out the objectives which
we have placed before us and the
country.

Madam, I endorse the resolution.
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=t qo Ao AR (AT
g frx aem ff 7 o fadggs o=
q2T H @r g & 99FT  gEA § =@
FIAT g | F =rgan ag 9 f5 3w 9w
F1 F1 faqms g7 & a@F ¥
A ey TEAr | gEET #1048
fogmr % aot ¥ g0 3@ @ 2 fa #12
# w=an s faeft safae fagra spaat
fredft adT TEw &Y OO § W
T@T AT & A YT IAFT EEQTETL

F T TR T &, IART WA |

HTATFTET FeT & |

R fredl ¥ aga & ogATT W
A w@ &\ wifges faowar T svaew
A7 W AT TORY TG AR A T
W@AT AT E | & e § A
WA a aas § ayar &
qRAQT § q FTH & W IA§ AqfGF
TG A FAAT T ATERIFHAT TG & )
Ffe waw wew & foafa & & o=y
qIST & sy FAT AEar g o0&
Hroradt sew & war g fi e
¥y § 7 ael 9 9 faT qw
T @ET AW Ag ger | ag fEaw
e AR e AR il ko (i
W &t fafgar #=y smar a0 &b
T GAT LW F T g N e fw
AT &1 A A famr 4 @ F Y
&l faaar & 1 7 &Y I a% ST
TE fAeT § HIR TgAT FT FULT AE
fraar & 1 ag famm g AT A &

16.00 hrs.

garr ag g fm s faw faawar
& 9wET &% g fEgr smo | @we
wAmoft gefrar am oft 7 = & ardr
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1 sgaeyT ¥ ¥ fao #F F0e T
TAEYTT FIFTT F7 faqr fewq Torea=
TFIT 39 &9 7 wafy & fiqe faw
TN FEY #T §FY, FO AGH AT
gHY | AW & A W Ao Afosy
S =R &g o W qF wIEIT A8
TR | IAF IUT GO FT T
&Y FTAHTZ | LT KT AET H gAR
S FATT T F §, TAHT FAT FAHT
gaTk e forsw F7 fear #3q & | ST
Tqr faeaT €, T M@ g% g, T
fos s fear a<q & 1 gwma @ H
W ggy € fF agl u<i &1 o afeat
A a9 oW1 g 1 gredeTm
¥ AT @y a% q S
g1 afpa g™ #1 o soen feafa
21 agl v, 97 97w 7 ;e g@F
fF w7 *1 F5 TF @ MW & | qEH
FT QAT @ AT § | TH THT F HRL
teafrard g1 T wTAT AT TAT
FI0 &1 w9 @ Fer o7 frafa o S
gl g & 7 N 7€ FEr Say 4 {5 7w
T AAT FAA AF T FW & | UF
@ IgFT S glar & A1 1§ AT AN
FUAT &, UF o ALY AT § qE €A
FIAT T AT 0F JF 98 {FLAT 97 T«
AT FIAT 97 FAF ITET 7T TEWI
ZITT 9T | Fgi 7% 38 a7z &) feafT 9
o T F2i w1 Fred A & fE A W
qAr @ fremr |« & 77 faw owarT
F fog aigd 913 07 T & ML H
& g7 Fh! fawmay @ 1w @l oA,
AzEr WY qHfAET § gl 7 FIn
FT AT E | AT & FTAY I-
qfeqat #1 #G% & | T THIAAR TH ATES
g 3% T A gEA, Toiaa & g
qOETT &1 Afaat F w9 F F
o &1 omd mwrand fagra
waAar AFT T A wd AT

3 WY qg FAITAEr @Y g a1 H
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FATHAE AL | GATT 3T T A
qE AIEAT § | gA AT AT FEN &
f gnd g A fagrea /) miaT T
g1 & 71 fifT gw &1 w3 A9 =qTeqT
&) FIAAT A1fEY |

gardy afgon St 757 & waw faa
qedY 7gt g1 M gwr faad 7 0 wrqor
feT 39/ 477 @ ITF 9 FIET 0
S qal 7 7 39 THEX AT qTAT H) 93T
AT B Ay @R AT AFART
™ AT | 9T 3T F FTL R AN A
g W7 arAr Wi & oy 43 § @1 gaAy
g7 4 Prawd o1 s F A e
aidr w73 § P femvar & &0
Fazre 7 aga smrar a0 &) AT g
T AT TEY ZIT | ERL AT | Go A
Lo BY T Air vl § w7 g afera
g g {137 AT 77 F g AT
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Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: Mr.
Chairman, I appreciate the concern of
the hon. Members which they voiced
on the floor of the House—not very
complimentary to/me, of course—-that
probably they would have wanted the
aon.  Finance Minister to be here.
The hon. Finance Minister would
have hucn/h('l‘c, ha:d he not some very
important  work’ outside the House.
Therefore, through you, Mr., Chairman,
I would submit to the House to/show
me this little indulgence.

1 would also like to assure
this House that 1 would try my best
to answer some of/the points. it is a
fact that I am not in a position to
take a decision on a policy matter—
my scnior] colleague has to take it—
but I have been instructed by my

‘senior colleague, the Finance Minijster,

to espouse the Govcrnment's policy.
Within/that policy I would try to meet
some of the points which have been
raijseq by hon. Members.

This is one of thefvery serious
debateg which has brought almost all
the sections of the House together.
What does it show? It shows that in
thi_chountry there has been a genuine
concern about the poverty of the
pcople.  There cannot be two voices
so far as the poverty of thig country
is concerned. Everybody is concern-
cd about this poverty. Thercefore, I
think, hon, Members should not doubt
the bong fides of/the Government,
that the Government js not concern-
ed about the poverty of the people.
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The government which does not con-
cern itself with the/ economic condi-
ton of the people ' has no right to
exist ang if the government exists by
virtue of majority support of the
people ' that government has to venti-
late the public conscience represented
in the problems facing this country,
namely, the problems of poverty,
ignorance ang backwardness.

Onc of the leading statesmen said
very rightly that for every dignified
individual in this world there
four criteria anq inspirations for/
existcnce, Human life is not human
life if 1t does not get food, family
relationship, freedom and friendship.
That i what has been/ described as
the basic inspiration of human exist-
ence. Nobody can doubt it. Human
life, in order to grow ang be dignified,
requires these things. It is also a
fact that in our country the poverty
ang the miseries of the pcople have
not allowed them to. have a dignified
human existence.

I do not at all doubt the sincerity
and the concern expressed in the
House. My concern is ’,:the same as of
the other hon. Membets of the House,
but the only point is whether by
forming this committer we/can fulfil
the concern that we have expressed in
the House in so many words, The
appoinment of a committee is not a
new /demand. The demanq was first
made by the hon. Member, Shri
Bibhuti Mishra, who is still in the
House, in 1956. In that ~Aery Resolu-
tion—the House, of course, adopteq a

modified Resolution—the House ac-
cepted the basic philosophy under-
lying this. I would like to quote /the

words of the Resolution which /was
accepted bv the House, It reads
thus:—

“The House recommends to the
Government to take appropriate
measures to reduce the disparity
in income prevailing between the
different sections of society in
the country.”
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After that Resolution, some¢ other
Resolutions,” were also discussed in
this House. Hon, Members have al-
ready quoted the remarks of the Com-
mittee, called the Mahalanobis Com-
mittee. It took,quite a substantial
time in going through this problem.

Shri D, N, Tiwary: Can you tell us
what steps were taken after the pas-
sing of that Resolution?

Shrimati  Tarkeshwari Sinha: I
would, if the hon. Member would
bear with me.

The Mahalanobis Committce was
appointeq primarily in order to go
intg this question, namely, what has
been the distributive pattern of this
incomcl how the income which has
been generated in this country has
floweq into varioug healthy economic
channels. But only the noblest of
intentions ,do not produce results! We
have to understand that there wcre
basic difficultics involved in the whole
analysis of the problem—the gifficul-/

ties of not having proper data and
materia] at their disposal to arrive
at definite conclusions, very far-

reaching conclusions, When they have
not been able to arrive at very defi-
nite conclusions supported by specific
data, it was really difficult for the
Mahalanobis Committeelitself to bring
out certain arguments supporting the
way in which this inequality could
be reduced. There is no question of
having anyl different opinion so far
as the inequality is concerned. There
is inequality in incomes in this coun-
try. The Prime Minister himself re-
marked tha'tfin this country pcople
live in rags, sleep on the footpath
and do not have two square meals for
days together.  There is' incquality.
But how really to curb that in~quality,
and how to remedy this problem is
really, what is called, the crux of the)
problem. This Committee itself has
come to some of these conclusions
after quite a Tong {ime nnd after a lot
of study. Tt took them four vears.
This, Committee was appointeq in
1960 ang thc report has come before-
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the Parliament only now in 1964. 1t
was{placed before the Parliameng only
yesterday. The Committee submitted
Part I of its report to the Govern-
ment on 26th  February, 1964. The
very; fact tha; the Committee has
taken such a long time to give even
an analysis of the situation  shows
how difficult is the ‘problem. Madam,
you will agree with me and the House
will also agree with me that half-
baked conclusions on such important
aspcects/ of the nation’s economy and
the mation’s life will not solve the
problem. Half-baked conclusions
would be much more dangerous than
no conclusions at all. In Hindustani,
there is 3 saying ,—.frn: g:ﬁm AT IATR

that is, a person who is not qualified
enough to practise medicine can be
a very dangecrous person to prescribe
medicine, That is exactly what I want
to say without rcally taking away the
seriousness ofthe problem. Only by
forming a committee we cannot solve
this problem, Already, the conclu-
sions of this Committee are before
us. They havelindicated certain re-
marks. which are very serious. that
the inequality has grown because the
distribution of income has gone to
certain channels which are socialiy
not equitable and not just. ] agree
with the House in that. I think, let
us be benefiteq by the remarks of this

Committee and try to make a head-
way into this problem.
Again, Madam, the Monopolies

Commission has been appointed. The
hon. Members; doubted the bona fides
of the Monopolies Commission not in
so many words but certainly they
have expressed their suspicion that
thi§ Monopolies Commission also

would meet the same end. But it is |

primarily for this purpose to see how
the treng of concentration of hvealth
only in a few hands or in a few con-
cerns can be checkeq and what ways
and means must be taken tol reduce
this concentration of wealth. ‘That is
going to be the function of this Mono-
polies Commission. The Monopolies,
Commission will not only functionj
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like a bureaucratic civil service de-
partment. That is why it has been
headed by an eminent jurist. It has
been supported and supplemented / by
a leading cconomist in the country
and also some of the experts who
have been dealing with company
affairs have been put in this Commis-
sion so that they could provide bene-
fit of their guidance and knowledge
to this Commission. 1 am sure, the
House will excrcise a little patience
so far as the working of this Commis-
is concerneq and I have no
doubt—and I am very pure about it—-
that this Commission will come to
some very fruitful conclusions.

Madam, 1 appreciate the concern of
the House and also the temptation of
people to just going in for short cils
to prosperity because they are so
tempting and so attractive. Tf we can
achieve prosperity through short cuts,
there is nothing like that. Everybody
would like! tp achieve prosperity
through short cuts. Bug in an econo-
my which was basically unplanned be-
fore, in an economy which was basi-
cally backwarq before, in an economy
which dig not have cven a guiding
line towards the roads of prosperity,
in an economy which did not havelany
technical know-how, in an economy
which did not provide any basic strong
base to planning—when the planning
started. it started| with certain imitial
difficulties which are still there in our
planned economy—it is a fact that all
these unplanned economic forces and’
wide profits in a few hands do produce
socially bad results and what the
situation demands. is to really correct
the abuses which jhave come through
the wrong direction of the private in-
dustrial forces. The House can cer-
tainly demand the Governmenpt to cor-
rect them. For example, ?I mys ¥
feel that when we ctarted having a
licensing policv and when we had a
definite code for giving licences for
the  industrial development »¢ ‘his
country. we should have seen that the
very concentration of licensing should
not go into those hands which may’
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‘be fictitious and which may have
direction only towards a few mono-
polistic concerns. 1 accept this, that
Government should have been more
careful /| when they pioneered the
licensing policy. The licensing policy
itself should have helped in the more
-decentralisation of economic forces
and economic power into the hands of
individuals. At that very time they
should have seen that the economic
policy is directeq towards not only
concentration pf large-scale industries
but towardg large-scale industries be-
ing balanceg by the small-scale in-
dustrics and the medium-sized indus-
tries. Ang all these industries could
be supplementeq not only by the pri-
vate sector but also the cooperative
sector. Of course, I agree with the
remarks of ).he hon. Members of the
House that the cooperative seclor
snou'ld have been made effcetive. very,
very effective and al least mnore effee-
tive -than actually it is today. That
would have heen one of the wavs by
which we could have a distributive
pattern of income .which woulq have
been more healthier. But today  to
talk that everything that hag happen-
ed is bad and. therefore, a new com-
mittee should go into that question
because everything that has happen-
ed is not proper and not right, will not
do. 1 feel like saying this.. After
bathing the baby, the bath water be-
comes soapy and dirty. You want to
throw the bath water; you do not
want to.throw the baby with the bath
water. Let us throw the bath water
but let us really preserve the baby.
By just destroying,the very pattern
of our industrial grclwth, we just can-
not reach anything. I.would like to
quote here a well-known expert on
socialism. Thie hon. Member, Shri
Bhagawat Jha Azad remarked that I
was doing something else rather than
listening to his speech. 1 wags really
trying to meet some of his arguments.
Even a person like Douglas James
who is supposed to be one of the lead-
ing experts on socialism, who has been
an adviser to the Brittsa Labour
Party as nne of their braine and who
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has been regardeq one of the leading
exponents of socialism }kays this:

“But where a private firm is not
guilty of any of these abuses, it
shoulq be frankly and fairly re-
cognised that it is a socially valu-
able asset, which contributes to
the life and growth of the com-
munity—as many in areas of un-
employment most ardently feel
when an  efficient private firm
erccts a modern factory and gives
employment to hundreds or thou-
sands. If a private firm, great or
small, is technically efficient, com-
petitive ang not restrictive; if it
reinvests a fair proportion of its
profits; if its labour relations and
pay are good; if it exports ener-
getically; if its profits are modest
in relation to capital; and if it
con‘orms actively  wilth  public-
policy on employment and location
of industry; it can fairly claim to
be an asset to society. An intelli=
gent Government. ... ..

---please mark these words—
...... should recognise this and
concentrate  ils  efforts on en-
suring that firms in the private
sector do thus conform with pub-
lic needs.”

Now, certeinly, the House can ask
the Government that its palicy should
be that all this private initiative
chould b~ channelised for the ﬁilb]lC’
good, for the public welfare and for
providing social justice. If the pri-
vate initiative is only divorted for the |
concentration of power, certainly it
is very improper angq very undesir-"
able. Therefore, Madam, let us not
really be guided by som, dogmas. Let
us rcalise that only by passing ,% Re-
solution like this or only by appoint-
ing a committer of Members of Par-
liament, we shall not be able to really
come to some: conclusions which can
reallv take us to a hetter way of re-
distribution. T would like {o say here
that so far a; the problem jof redis-
tribution is concerned. I d appre-
ciate the concern of the House that
the problem of redistribution should
be as much seriously the concern. of
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the Government ag the problem ot
production and growth. Growth in-
cludes social justice. Full employ-
ment and industrial growth imbibe in
itself social justicef and social justice
can only come through socia] redis-
tribution of the earnings of the com-
munity. 1 do agree, thereforc, that
the social justice has,’to perform as
dominant g role as the growth in the
economic pattern of this country.
Nobody can deny that it is the pri-
mary/duty of the State to ensure re-
sharing out of the rewards of this eco~
nomy, and to socialise national income.
Socialising national income means not.
expropriating anything from anybody’s
hands but to divert the national income
towards more conducive and justifi-
able social purposes. That is what
Government should do. I agree with
the hon. Members that our pattern
of redistribution has to be healthier
ang it has to undergo a basic healthy
change; and more redistributive impe-
tus should come into the hands of the
State so that socialised redistribution
could be achieveq in this country,

Shri Yashpal Singh: The/ hon.
Deputy Minister should say something
about village indebtedness also

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: That
includes the very problem of village
indebtedness as well. Village indebt-
edness is noy'a problem in isolation.
After all, why is there this village
indebtedness? It is there because the
eaming capacity of that class of people /
has gone down, and proportionately;
the debt in their hands, because they
have not been able to meet their day-
to-day expenditure with/ the income
they have, has gone up.’ For meeting
that problem, we have to break at so
many places. We have to take initia-
tive’ at so many places. Economic
poverty is like a vicious circle. If
you want to break at only one point,
you would not succeed., In order to
really have a successful achievement
of going towards this goal, you have
to break vicious circle at many
points. Sq) rural indebtedness is not
a problem in isolation. It is concern-
ed with the problem of rise in prices.
555 (Ai) LS.—7

VAISAKHA 11, 1886 (SAKA)

Disparity in
Income

13980

It iy concerneq with the economic .
capabilities of the rural sector. It is
concerned with the lack of industrial
base in the rural economy, because
rura] economy is primarily a/rural
economy, and so to say, a very back-
warq rural economy. The individual
produce of individual fields has hard-
ly increased. It may be'a fact that
the total production of agriculture hag
increased, but when I go to the vil-
lages, I myself find that individual
produce of;individual agriculturistg ar
of the individual labourers has not in-
creaseq very much or very satisfac-
torily. That is g fact, and because of
the rise in prices and because he has
to buy $o many things at higher prices,
his ability to conserve savings gets
proportionately reduced. My hon./
friend quoted some figures from the
Reserve Bank to show that rural in-
debtedness was still a very big prob-
lem to solve. There is a/big chunk of
rural indebtedness still' in existence,
ang it is necessary that while having
redistribution of income pattern in
this country, it should/not only cover
urban areag but it should also cover
the rura] areas.

But the question is how this inequa-
lity has to be reduced.” Is it to be re-
ducedg by only making the income
pattern conform to the ratio of 1: 30?
So far I have tried to answer the first
part of my hon. friend’s resolution
which suggests that a committee
should be appointed. Now, I would
like to deal with the secong part of
his resolution where he makes a pro-
posa} that the income pattern should
be on the basis of 1: 30.

In this connection, I would like tc
bring to the notice of the House
the Report of the Taxation Enquiry
Commission of 1954. The question of
fixing a ceiling on personal income on
the basis of a reasonable multiple of
the per capita or per family income
wag considered by this commission,
and the views of the commission on
this subject were as follows, which I
would like to read out for the benefit
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of the House.
stated:

“It is our view that there
should be a ceiling on net per-
sonal income after tax, which,
generally speaking .

‘generally speak-

The commission had

—mark the words

ing'—

“. . .should not exceed ap-
proximately 30 times the prevail-
ing per family income in the
country. We do not suggest that
this is capable of immediate im-
plementation, but we think that it
is important to strive by stages
for its implementation over a
period of time. The accomplish-
ment of this objective cannot
merely be the result of tax
changes, but must be related to an
integrated approach along seve-
ral directions. The most important
phase of this approach would be
an acceleration of the tempo of
economic development and a
widening of employment and pro-
duction  opportunities. Fiscal
policy has an important place in
it, but this is necessarily subject
‘to economic circumstances and
the practical possibility of achiev-
ing it in given time."”.

Therefore, I woulg like to stress here
that the Taxation Enquiry Commis-
sion’s recommendations themselves
felt a little bit reserved about re-
commending any one solution to this
problem. I do not deny that they
have suggested that the pattern
shoulg be 1:30. If we could have a
pattern of income on the basis of 1:30,
there is nothing like that, and this
country would be most happy to have
an income pattern on the basis of
1'30. That should be our ultimate
objective. I agree to the spirit be-
hind this resolution and say that that
shoulg be our objective. But so far
ag the implementation of that objec-
tive and bringing it into tangible
shape is concerned, this cannot be
done by one stroke of the pen or by
a magic wand; it has to be orientated
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by a total policy so that by all the
steps that we take, we can more for-
ward smoothly and deflnitely towards
our ambition namely that the inequa-
lity of income between person and
person shouldq be reduced to the
maximum possible extent,

I woulq not like to criticise any
country, but, for the beneflt of hon.
Members, I woulq like to quote here
certain figures from the Soviet Union
which is weddeq to this basic policy
of complete equality.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: Please do nci,

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: I
would like to quote certain figures.
Probably that will benefit some hon.
Members. Perhaps, my hon. friend
might be knowing them already.

Shri S. M. Banerjee: That does not
satisfy us.

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: I am
sorry that, that does not satisfy my
hon. friend. I do not know that the
hon, Member is so unsatisfied. How-
ever, Ifwou]d read out those figures
for my own benefit, so that I may
have the satisfaction of at least mak-
ing my arguments a little [lmore con-
vincing that even in a country which
is committeed to the socialist pattern
and is committed to complete equality
between all individuals, betweer/ man
and man, anq woman ang woman,
they have not been able to reduce the
inequalities completely. The lower
grades of umskilled workers in{ the
USSR get a wage of 300 to 500
roubles a month. The salary of a fac-
tory director is often as | much as
10,000 roubles a month or'more. Pro-
bably, the salaries of scientists and
writers and poets are more. Apart
from the sizable differenceq in wages
and salaries, the USSR has found it
necessary to make large payments by
way of bonuses and other beneﬁts‘to
workers and managers who make a
special contribution to production.
They have been keeping up this sys-
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tem of incentive to the individual, if
he can add to the production. In fact,
even Mr. Khruschev said the other
day something in support of this. He
supported this idea of payment of
individual incentive and said that in-
dividua] incentives were very neces-
sary for increased healthy production
in the country. I am not bringing in
these figures only to convince hon.
Members of this House of what, Tam
saying but also to point out that
though our objectives are also the
same, namely to reduce inequality of
income, we have to bear in mind the
fact that in even those couniries
which have been committed to this
policy and have been trying to move
in this direction from long before we
planned, they have not been able to
bring about complete equality of in-
come.

That is why I say that not one solu-
iion alone can solve this problem. But
there are severa]l ways. Taxation is
one of the ways. I hope my hon.
friends would appreciate that actually
the Finance Minister is sandwiched
between the two. He is like a tongue
living between two sets of teeth. If
one set of teeth comes and hangs ¢n
the tongue, the tongue is hurt; if the
other set of teeth hangs on the tongue,
then also it is hurt. So, the Finance
Minister’s job is not at all an enviable
one. What can the Finance Minister
do? After levying this taxation and
after increasing the estate duty to 83
per cent he is branded as if he has
completely sacrificeq the business in-
centive. Both inside and outside the
House, people who are in business say
that the Finance Minister has throttl-

ed the business incentive. It is really
painful to hear some hon. Members
saying that the Finance Minister’s

taxation policies have supported big
business. I woulq like to know where
the Finance Minister hag supported
big business. The estate duty has
been enhanced, as I have already
pointed out, to 85 per cent. Even a
socialist economist like Mr. Owen and
so many others have said that taxa-
tion ig one of the best ways to equa~
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So far as direct taxation is concem-
ed, our quantum of taxation is not at
all low. People say that it is the
highest in the world,

Shri Thirumala Rao (Kakinada): It
is the highest in the world.

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: But I
have my own reservations about that.
However, 1 would certainly say that
it is one of the highest in the world.
This year’s budget has provided spe-
cifically a disincentive to that part of
income which goes and gets blocked
into an unearneq channel. The en~
hancemont of the capital gains tax,
the gift tax and the estate duty has
been done primarily for this purpose.

Then, there are other ways too, such
as providing more social benefits and
amenities. More social benefits means
providing educational facilities, pro-
viding housing facilities,/ providing
amenities to workers, labourers and
peasants, providing the benefit of
books, providing benefits of transport
and not the least, providing things
cheaply to/ that class of population
which suffers.

I am sure that Government have
much to do about this aspect of pro-

viding cheaper things for a {very
hard-pressed population. The Gov-
ernment are seriously concerned

about the rise in prices and are trying
to do something about it. DBut the
pattern is so complex in its distribu-
tion. Even Shri Asoka
Mchta, whep he went into the prob-
lem pf foodgrains in that inquiry,
said / about prices that controls
are very good and distribution
by the State is very good in case
we have got, the administrative
machinery. We/do not want to- get
bogged down in bureaucratic red-

tape again. We must have a machi-
nery to fulfil the task which is en-’
trusted / to it. Bureaucratic red-

tape would be horrible for this coun-

try.
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Therefore, it is not lack of inten-

tion or lack of honesty on the / part
of Government if they do not accept
this Resolution. Government are
deeply concerned about these prob-
lems. I would like to assure the
House that fit is not correct in think-
ing that we are taking matter light-
heartedly.

Of course, hon. Members .painted
out before I started, that as/ usual,
Government would ask for the with-
drawal of this Important Resolu-
tion. If 1 do ask for its withdrawal,
it is because I do not/want to add
this stigma to Parliament or to Gov-
ernment that we have voted down
this Resolution. Therefore, I would
very humbly ask of_fthe Members of
the House to add dignity to this Re-
solution by withdrawnig it so that
Government’s coor, ming and avenues
may be open ’and we should not be
blamed that we have defeated and
throttled this very significant Re-
solution by voting it down. There-
fore, 1 would appeal/ to the hon.
Member to withdravJ this  Resolu-
tion. I assure him again that Govern-
ment appreciate the feeling behind his
Resolution and Government are
seriously concerned about it.

Y Wo Ko AT TATAAT HZ\Z4T,
qigaw & g9 wASw T F wfq
fargid g9 ae-faar 7 wrr for &,
HIT7. TFZ FIAT § | 3T AT AAAA
gzedt F1 509 FOF 0F & fa=r? av
fe g 3w & mfas faawar aga savet
3 gy e 7 A T ad fRar R

A3t 39 ey AT wEIRAT A
o I fear &1 I9FT T IAT FIT
AANTTAF HA AL AT |

st o Heo R (qaﬂ’ﬁ')
wigorTR g a7 @) FEw Frfew T
Frfaaem |

st Wo o grax: gITA T & fF
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AT ATTHT €T AT FAfT | meH) I9
qaATal F1 FIAfead F73 £ Fwey FIAY
Tifed | 0 A e 7 g T F
AT w7 FAfa e fear m A
3fqm st & af O ww G A
AT FT AT EN, Wi FT qwAa {5
TETT ATETT | TG 79 f2o0 § FTAT
I1Edr 8, 2w ¥ mfaw fageay 97 &
i { o Friars FAT AR § |
# 7 geT F ¢ i afow J9v. L
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Nt sitwir a8 @ o qg G
LIGEE i

ot Wro o A : AT Ay

§ g Y709 71 zafae Frfeg Far
g0 3 % wzmATrg a7 feqrd
T F fad @ oiw 3g qv
7% 39T Frearg 74 1 faarv gy
g1 & g 3wy uwfasry sy
& F1 fagfes £ &, a8 i @8 fem
qOF I 21 4R M P g4,
g AT FTG! HEAQT BITT 1 Iaa Foqis
WA aw w8 A ard A7 95 @
AT o aw fawr7 w9 @) s, A7 aw
¥ aft awaTr 5 39 gerg 71 O
773 &1 F1§ ArAEET § W ¥ g
Fifas A g o

Shri P. R. Chakraverti: Only one
question before we exercise the right
of vote. Is there any policy of the

Government regulating unearned in-
comes and windfall profits?

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: This
Yyear’s Budget proposals themselves
have given an indication
of regulating unearned in-

comes, that is income which accrues
to a person not by his own labour. I
think this is a beginning of the policy.
I woulg like to inform the hon.
Member that in every country it has
happened even in the Scandinavian
countries which are socialist in their
nature and respected, when they
started industrial development they
had concentration of wealth in a few
hands, and then through measures of
social justice and equity which they
brought about they have been able to
redistribute the income. Even in
Britain and USA they have been ahle
to redistribute income through social
measures and they are levelling down
the level of unearned income while
increasing the incentive to the in-
dividual to earn income, and thus
they have been able to redistribute,

1886 (SAKA) Disparity in

Income

I am sure the Government ijs also
conscious of this fact and would take
all steps, It is not within my compe-
tence to describe al]l the steps because,
as I said in the beginning, it is an
accumulation of so many steps which
we have to take simultaneously to
solve this problem, Therefore, I would
say that the hon, Members should
show this little indulgence to Govern-
ment.
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Shri U. M, Trivedi: I would like
to know whether the principle which
has been enunciateq by the hon.
Minister will apply also to the wun-
carned income of this Government.

Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha: I do
not understand. I think the hon.
Member is really taunting and sar-

castic. If he means that Government
auctions land or takes some rent I
would point out that there is a funda-
mental difference between an indi-
vidual and Government. The money
that comes to the Government goes

to the Exchequer and goes back to
the public again.
Mr. Chairman: There are two

amendments to this resolution. I shall
put amendment No. 1 of Shri Yash-
pal Singh to the House.

The amendment was put and
Negatived

Mr. Chairman; Amendment No, 2
by Shri D. S, Patil:

Wt 2o fo aifem (Fawer) o
w14 sena g arfew faar o1 @y € A
F oy oAt uHeRe Fv arfra qav g
IH T FAT FIAT § 7
Mr. Chairman: Has he the leave of

the House to withdraw his amend-
ment?

Hon. Members: Yes,

The amendment was, by leave,
withdrawn
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Mr. Chairman: Is he withdrawing
his resolution?

Shri B. P, Yadava: Yes.

Mr. Chairman: Does he have the
leave of the House to withdraw his
resolution?

Some Hon. Members: Yes.

The resolution was, by leave, with-
drawn.
16,40 hrs.

RESOLUTION RE: NATIONAL
POLICY IN EDUCATION

Y fergwa werrg (vetar ) < gaTfa
warea, & faeafafeas sema aw #3ar
g1

‘“mam A TR fE
forr mvadt edim Afa & &

T o faarT F T AT A

A gy gafad F f agqm T

FIATT AAE FTI 9T IT F747-

feg #9.3 & o gufay matda

F1 garg A1 37 & o waz aeed

# 71 gfwfa frasx v s

16.41 hrs.

[SHRIMATI RENU CHAKRAVARTTY in the
Chair]

zaF Tqrg AT X AYAT TZ AWLT 6T
gw 7T g fF

vggz gzedi &1 0w afnfd &
oqra o7 ‘fererr srna’ w1 99T fRar
Elci
#Hy zw A% F| I@ AIA F AAA
qq A fawrw & M F7E W&
3qfead fopar & 1| 5T & 99 F IIT FTC
xz & fF aigr AR & guTd §THTT
FT = forear &1 M7 w9 §, W7 farsar
dF wEaget wisdw wwd 97 e
A7 faay vy arfed 39 wdg § Afq
fratror & fagdl orear i =nfgr
oYz 3q & wfy gard feq o) wrEer

MAY 1,

1964 National Policy

in Education

OFt wifgy, SoFT g7 waTT qiy §
7z wEr ¥ fv T @ o toverr e
A1 7T TG FT T A TWE g @
M foiz gmy wwE Wi 99 ¥ gw
aY & o Ty a7 gy F0T g
¥ faverr & wfa s o afae @ 90
1T foar § 1 AfwT a2 feafa @8
g9e & B Qo a3t & T T= g
T %8 90 &1 wyqT fay fis fem ¥
w1 Y I 1§79 faea &1 7@ W
il ogEw a@ R frewagaw
fF e ardd = T@r 91 a9
RETeRT T F vyt § a9 ge3ve ®
AT F gREg § W) wEHAA gur 47
39§ gz ayg FEr A1 fr az ¥ gw
qIT 70 fr X 59 Tw A A R
9 & wgaqe Ao Y § a1 ag foner
FEAY gury DAl g, fArey gfeewio
&1 gz 73 g w1 A7 ¢ fr foT qint
TR W 3H W FT A9 HT d NG
foar & @ waofynT &, 7w 38
3 & oA T
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Tr &% mvewd & Ay @ f e
99 aat & gwa WY 7F F§ Nfaay ¥
AT F®Y § W7 FE wgeEq g
for & FfFw foen & vy o owe
ot o :1f A eifaq a8 a1 &,
qor w18 gfeesin foaw 7 frar ¢
o wg Y mereAr g oawdr §
ifa &1 o g1 qFAT g, AfFT foreqr
F da & AfF N foagdr gercear 8,
fagar aw@ g, rEqEar v ooy
FAY &, oF weW &7 fagar wwE
dar Feaad: fedt =7 fr 7 T E
T ford g wwec A & fr fanfoat
& ey g, frr &1 €@ frear o
' &, 3W H Wt maAr #7 FEr
Z, s A FwAT A o1 T
Z o as; faatw & ey St
faesr =nfeq, e daey =ifey, S





