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statement 
Statewise Pl'IOe&remelllt of wheat 4U!'-
tac lint-SO Babi MarketlDe Sea80D 

(In '000 tonnes) 

State Quantity 

-----
Bihar 87'9 

2 Gujarat 0'3 

3 Haryana 1388 '7 

4- Himachal Pladesh I' 5 

5 Jammu & Kashmir !21,6 

6 Madhya Pradesh 100'2 

7· Punjab 4192 '3 

8. Rajasthan 301 '0 

9· Uttar Pradesh 1883'2 

10. West Bengal 3'4 

II. Chandigarh o· 1 

12. Delhi ll,8 
----

Al I India 7992 '0 

Grievances of Scientists of I.A.B.I. 
·2. SHRI K. P. SINGH DEO: 

SHRI JANARDHANA 
POOJARY: 

Will the Minister of AGRICUL-
TURE be pleased to state: 

(a) whether some senior Scientists 
of the IAR! have refused to appear 
before interview bOards; 

(b) if so, what are their grievances; 
and 

(c) the steps Government propose 
to take to bring about a solution of 
the matter? 

THE M'llNISTER OF STATE IN 
THE MINISTRY OF AGRICUL-
TURE (SHRI R. V. SWAMINA-
THAN): (a) Some representations 
were received by the Indian Council 
of Agricultural Research that cer-
tain scientists of the Indian Agricul-
tural Research Institute do not want 
to attend the 'personal discussion' 
(interview) for the five-yearly assess-
ment conducted by the Agricultural 

Scientists Recruitment Board. Th. 
representatiOll6 are not, however, 
from senior scientists. 

(b) The grievances mentioned by 
them are: 

(i) No proper criterialguideUnea 
of assessment for promotion are 
preSICribed so 'as to justify the uni-
fOrmity and equality in the promo. 
tions. 

(ii) Personal discussion was not 
confined to the work done as sti-
pulated in ARS rules and wa$ 
highly di.3couraging. 

(iii) Reasons for not granting 
promotion. so far have not been 
communicated. 

The grievances reported by theSE 
scientists are not genume. A fe\\ 
of these scientista haVe already ap-
peared before the Board for the 
personal discussion. Personal dis-
cussion is optional for the I3cientist.c: 
and it is left to the discretion ot the 
scientists themselves. The Board 
considered the Calles of all the scien-
tists who h 'd ;ubmitted their assess-
ment p' ()f('rmae whether they ap-
peared for p( 'sonal discu93ion or 
not. 

(c) In view of '1b' above, the que~
tion does not arise. 

study Team OlD FOOd for Work Pr.-
A'ftmme In West Bengal 

*3. SHRl NARAYAN CHOUBEY. 
Will the ,Minister of RURAL RE-
CONSTRUCTION be pleased to 
state: 

(a) whether Government had sent 
a study team to West Bengal to makt" 
a study and give report on the food 
for work scheme in Tural Bengal; 

(b) if so, whether the said study 
team has submitted any report; and 

(c) the main points submitted i" 
the report? 

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
'!"HE MINISTRY OF AGRICUL-
TURE (SHRI R. V. SWAMINA-
THAN): (a) and (b) Yee, S;r. 
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(c) A .tatement containing the 
naln pointa of the report is laid on 
lhe Table of the House. 

statement 
Ma1n. points in the Report of study 

Team after viSit to West BeDpl 

1. The Food fOr Work Programme 
was being run in three di1ferent 
names, namely, Rural Works Pro-
gramme, Rural Reconstruction Pro-
gTarnme and FOOd for Works Pro-
gramme. While nodal responsibility 
()f Rural WorkG Programme was of 
the Development Department, of the 
Food for Work Programme and Rural 
Reconstruction programme it was 
that of the Relief and Rehabilitation 
Department. The State Government 
was making sufficient provision of 
cash funds for nut'al works pro-
gramme, !but for the FOOd far Work 
:Programme and Rural Reconstruc-
tion Programme hardly any such 
prOvision was made. 

2. The works execute under the 
Rural Works Programme were to be 
a durable nature. However, for 
works under the FOOd for Work Pro-
gramme durability was not consider-
ed necessary. This impression wM 
wide-spread particularly at the field 
levels. 

3. Tanks owned hy individuals 
were taken up tor improvement UD-
der the Food fOr Work Programme, 
contrary to the GuidelineG on the 
subject which lay down in the most 
unettuivocal terms that only the prO-
jects of community benefit can be 
taken up under this programme. 

. 4. Foodgrains allocated under the 
Food for Work Programme were uti-
lised fOr the reconstruction of indivi-
dual hOuses washed away during the 
flood.s. Also, sand deposits on the 
fields of individual farmers were re-
moved with the help of foodgrains 
giVen under the Food fOr Work Pro-
gramme. Both these were contrary 
to the existing instructions. 

5. The majority of works inspected 
by the team did not conform to the 

technical apeci.tkations and" prescrib-
ed standards. The link road" in ru::.-
trict Howrah were mostly very nar-
row measuring 4: ft. to 7 ft. at the 
top. Many of these roads looked 
like village pathways. In thb res-
pect guidelines issued even by the 
State Government have been defied. 

6. According to the Guidelines on 
Food fOr Work Programme, Steering 
Committee headed by district Magis-
trateslCollectors have to be set up at 
the district-level. Apart trom df8-. 
tricts officers concerned representa-
tives of the Zila Parish ad Or district 
Panchayats, all local members of 
Parliament and gtate Legislatures 
are members of this Committee. The 
Committee is required to plan and 
approve the works to be taken up 
under this programme and watch the 
progreSs of its implementation. But 
these committees have not 'been cons-
tituted so far in any dt:rtrict. The 
result is that there is no supervision, 
technical or administrative, over the 
works executed by the Panchayata. 
For this reason works executed are 
of low quality and sub-standard type. 

7. Neither the district level officers 
nor the hlocks level ofticem have 
been assigned any responsibility for 
the supervision and monitoring of 
the works executed under the Food 
for Work Programme. 

8. In the system being followed in 
West Bengal at present, the entire 
responsibility is left to the Gram 
Pradhan for the execution of works 
as well as the disir ilmtion of food-
grains without providing him neces-
sary admink;irative and technical 
support. Distribution is through thE" 
COUpen system. A novel institution 
of Job workers has been created for 
the distribution of coupens and exE"-
cution of worms. 

9. A number of specific suggestion. 
have been given in the tour note of 
the Study Team to rectify the 
various defects pointed out above for 
consideration by the State Gov~nt
ment. 




