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14.35 hrs.

COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEM-
BERS' BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Frrry-EIGHTR  REPORT

Sardar A. 8. Saigal (Janjgir): Sir,
1 beg to move:

“That this House agrees with the
Fifty-eighth Report of the Com-
mittee on Private Members' Bills
and Resolutions presented to the
House on the 9th March, 1960.”

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question
is:

*“That this House agrees with the
Fifty-eighth Report of the Com-
mittee om Private Members' Bills
and Resolutions presented to the
House on the 9th March, 1960.”

The motion was adopted.

1438 hrs.
RESOLUTION RE: EVALUATION OF

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH PRO-
GRAMME—contd.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: The House will
now resume further discussion of the
lution moved by Shri Inder J.
lhotra on the 26th February, 1060
regarding Evaluation of Agricultural
Research Programme.

Out of two hours allot
discussion of the Resolu
minute has been taken up.

| for the
on, one

Sty lnder J. Mathotré may continde
his speech.

$ny1 1a8é¢ 5. Mathotéd (Jammu and
Kashmir): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, . Sir,
last time, when I moved thé resoly-
tion, I was trying to make out the
points_about the importance of agri-
éulture in ouy ecoliothy. AS far ds this
fict i eoncemned, it is fecogniséd by
i1l of us in the eoiffitry, 1 would not
like to say anything more about if.

MARCH 11, 1860

Evaluation of 5513

Agricultural Research
Programme

At the very beginning, I want to sub-

miy that my purpose and object in

moving th:s resolution is a very con-

structive one. My aim is this. For the

last so many years, we have been con-

*ducting so many agncultural research

schemes and programmes. Work is also
being done in our various agricultural
research institutes. What have we
achieved so far? How far have the
cultivators been benefited by all these
research projects conducted in the
var ous research institutes? If, Sir, by
the adoption of this resolution, we have
a committee which would represent the
two view points, namely, the common
one and the technical one, to evaluate
all these agricultural research pro-
grammes, I feel that the Government
and the various agricultural research
institutes would benefit a lot.

Keeping in view that we have spent
crores of rupees during the last so
many years, what has been the result?
For what purpose did we spend? We
did all that to increase our yield per
acre. But if we analyse the wheat
yield, Sir, we find that whereas in
1949-50, the wheat yield per acre was
584 poqnds in 1957-88, it was 578
pounds per acre. That means in a
period of ten years actually the per
acre yield of wheat has come down.
Certainly, this raises a sort of anxiety
and worry in our mind. After all
wMt is happen'ng with our reuearch
rogrlmme and what is going on in the
lrlous agricultural research institutes

‘the country? Likewise, if we take

e example of rice, in 1949-50, the
yield per acre was 688 pounds and in
1957-58, it was 704 pounds per acre.
There was only & very insignificant
increase of 16 pounds per acre. At a
time when we are faced with food
deficit. .

The Depnty Minister of Food and
Agriculture (8hri A. M. Thomas):
Daqes not the hon. Member know that
1957-58 was an abnormal year when
there was drought all round?

Shri Indét J. Mafhotéd: Thit is
right, byt there is the agricultyral
tésestch, {lére ate 8o many other fac-
tots wlifch contribute towards increas-
fnf the yifld. Drought is hot thé only
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factor which can affect the yield per
acre in a particular year. What I am
trying to make out is this, that in spite
of all these abnormalities, definitely,
through our agricultural research pro-
grammes more good can come out to
increase the yield per acre.

Now, 1 would like to mention here
the various observations made by
various commissions and committees
in the las{ so many years, If we go
back to the year 1928, as early as that,
Sir, the Royal Commission on Agri-
culture in India said:

“It is essential to the advance-
ment of agricultural research in.
India that PUSA (IARI) should be
brought into closer touch with the
provincial departments of agri-
culture and that the latter should
be brought into closer touch with
each other.”

1 have been connected with the IARI
an a student. I have worked in the
agricultural departments in the States.
1 have worked in the agricultural
departments in the Centre. ] know
that as far as the recommendations of
the Royal Commission on Agriculture
are concerned, nothing has been done
and no significance has been attached
to it. There is no significant co-ordi-
nation between the nucleus of the agri-
cultural research centre in our country
and the various State or provincial

departments of agriculture.

Then I come to the report of Dt.
Stewart in 1946. Dr. Stewart observ-
ed:

“A high level committee should
examine the whole question of the
crnn;utlon of research in India,
and, in particular, the changes that
should be broyght abouyt in the
existing Commodity Committees
and Central Research Institutes
md research in universities 80 at
they can answer the lncreued
demands for reueerch that will be
made upon them.”

Then I come to the report of tHé

Joint Indo«Amedean m on Agricil-
tirel Rededr¢h and Bduedtion, THis
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team made so many recommendations,.
but I would just mention one of them:

“The IARI and IVRI, while con-
ducting a substantial amount of
very fine research work, are not in
a position to function effectively as.
either leaders in agricultural, vete-
rinary and animal husbandry
research in India, or in a co-ordi-
nating capacity for co-operative
State-Centre programmes of a
regional or national nature. The
IAR] has no recognised position of
leadership or responsibility in
relation to the other Central Agri-
cultural Institutes, which are res-
tricted in their scope of research to
particular commodity problems.
These Central Institutes are indi-
vidually responsible to different
sections or administrative heads in
the Ministry of Food and Agricul-
ture. Thus, not even the research
supported directly by the Ministry

i3 subject to adequate internal
co-ordination.”

Then I turn to another report—the:
Report of the Agricultural Adminis-
tration Committee, 1958. This Com--
mittee has observed as follows:

‘“The total research programme
under way is inadequate to meet
the needs and demands for improv-
ed agricultural materials and prac-
tices on Indian farms. There is,
therefore, a clear necessity for
establishing major Research Sta-
tions for serving the needs of each
agro-climatic region.”

It has made another observation a8
follows:

"Most of the workers engag
education or research are b
ed with administrative and routine
accounting duties to the detriment
of their normal resea or. teach-
ing functions. There should be,
therefore, properly trained admin-
istrative d accounts staff at
least in the agricultural institu-
tions handling an &nnual expendi-
tute of & few likhs of rupees.”

'_ 1 come to another report by the
Atriculturhl Production Team whiche
was sponsored By thé Ford Foundi-
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tion. This report was subm’ited in
April, 1959, This team also observed
as follows regarding agricultural
research:

“To assure that research is mak-
ing its proper contribution to food
production, an inventory of agri-
cultural research should be made
to determine what information
may be lacking, what research
gaps need to be fllled and what
new projects should be under-
taken.”

After all these observations aad
remarks of the varous commissions
and committees regarding agricultural
research programmes in our country, 1
need make only one submission, and it
is this: that there is a definite need for
reviewing this whole question of agri-
cultural research programme in our
country.

In my opinion, agricultural research
is a two-way project. The basic thing
starts from the farmer. The farmer
has a p-oblem. He gets in‘o touch with
the agricultural research worker, The
agricultural research worker takes
that problem to the agricultural
research laboratory, and the labora-
tory works out and finds out some
<control measures or results or some
other ‘hing which are required to
overcome that problem. Then those
recommendations go back ‘o the
farmer who applies them on his farm
and thus this cycle of two ways is
completed, There has got to be a
very close contact and very close.co-
ordination between the farmer and the
agricultural research worker. If there
is no close contact between ‘he farmer
and the agricultural research worker,
the very bas‘c defect lies there. This
is a very fundamental thing. Unless
there {8 a very close contact of that
person who is going to have or i3
‘having problems with the person who
is going to sulve his problems, how can
there be a proper result coming out of
all this? ' ’ '

There .are the two aspects of agri-
cultural Research programme. First is
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the technical one and the second is
the administrative. In the technical,
the first thing is to see how research
projects are decided upon and con-
ducted; who is to decide that certain
research projects should be under-
taken. Deflnitely, in this very basic
thing, the farmer’s voice has got to be
there. Then the other point is who
watched and supervises the projects?
Who are the people who work on these
projects and conduct research to solve
these problems? How is the morale
and condition of these research
workers who are working on these
research projects? These questions, as
far as I have studied, are not ans-.
wered by the present agricultural
research programmes in our country.
We have recently seen one instance to
show what are the. conditions of our
agricultural research workers in our
country. Recently, before this House
there was a discussion on a scieatific
worker as to how and why he com-
mitted suicide. That was an indica-
tion to our nation about the condi-
tions under which our agricultural re-
search workers are made to . work.
When such a condi‘ions are prevailing
in the nerve and nucleus of agricul-
tural research in our country, how
can we expect that some good results’
are going to be achieved? -

In our country we have various or-
ganisations which supervise, govern,
direct and conduct agricultural re-
search. One is the Indian Council .of
Agricultural Research. Then there are
various central research institutions.
If I mistake not, there are nearly 18
to - 19—or it may be 20—central: re-
search institutions. Then ' agriculta-
ral research is' also . conducted -on
various university faims and - ‘Btate
college farms. Then there¢ areé-the
State depar‘ments of agriculture which
undertake certain agricultural re-
search programmes. Then -there are
the various commodity committees
which also have their own rtesgarch
projects. There are other similar orga-
nisations also, In all, wc,hwe._,pM:
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seven or eight different kinds and
types of organisations in our country
which are connected directly or in-
directly with agricultural research pro-
grammes.,

The very basic thing is, there is no
co-ordinating body for all these
organisations. When so many orga-
nisations are involved in agricultural
research programmes and if we do not
thave a co-ordinating body, then the
result would be that firstly there
would be duplication of work which
would mean loss of time, loss of money
and lgss of manual energy. Secondly,
the research information would re-
main localised. In other words, the
information collected after spending a
few years on certain research projects
on certain farms in certain parts of
the country would remain in the shelf.
Since there is no co-ordination bet-
‘ween one organisation and the other
organisation, both would keep their
research information in their shelves
wvery nicely locked up. If that research
information remains very nicely
locked up in the shelves of the
wvarious research organisations, what
is the use of having so many research
worganisations in our country?

The Indian Council of Agricultural
Research has been working since the
1ast 30 years. But I must say that its
action has been only paper action:
®bringing out annual reports, sanction-
ing schemes, and mostly concentrat-
ing on paper work. In fact, the
‘Indian Council of Agricultural Re-
.search has got to and could play a
wvery important role in the co-ordina-
tion of work of the various research
organisations in the country. I am
sorry to say that this desired role has
not been played by this Indian Coun-
«il of Agricultural Research.

1 now come to the Indian Agricul-
‘tural Research Institute. We know
and the Government also claims this
Institute to be the centre of agricul-
tural research in India. This institute
thas been working on various research
projects for the last 50 years. If the
research projects have been conducted

413 (Ai) LS—8.
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conscientiously and on right lines for
the last 50 years, definitely the condi-
tion of our agriculture in our own
country would not be what it is today.
The condition would have been cer-
tainly better. But since the institute
has not been working on the right
lines and the research projects have
not been conducted on right lines, the
result we are seeing today is there is
no significant improvement in the agri-
cultural development in any aspect of
agriculture in any part of our country.

Whatever work has been done by
this institute which it can claim to be
a sifinificant one, was all done before
1947, when there were some English
people working there on the various
research projects. After 1947, as far
as I know, I do not think this insti-
tute has contributed any significant
thing to the agricultural development
in our country. For example, I would
just quote a very simple thing. There
is a very common disease of sugarcane
which is known as red-rot. This
disease is very detrimental to the
sugarcane crop. So many years back
the ILA.R.I. recommended as a control
measure that the diseased plants
should be uprooted. This is a very
simple measure which anybody can
visualise, viz., if one canno‘ control a
disease in a certain plant, the easiest
way is to uproot that plant and throw
it away. This is an important disease
which affects the sugarcane crop every
year in our country. After this re-
commendation nothing has come out
from the LAR.I for controlling this
disease.

Wheat is an important crop of our
country and loose smut is another
disease which attacks this crop every
year in all parts of the country. Hot
water treatment wag recommended
about 10 or 15 years ago. 10 years
have elapsed and this is an important
disease which affects an important crop
of our country. I fail to understand
what further recommendation to con-
trol this important disease has been
contributed by the most important re-
search institute in this country. Noth-
ing has been done. .
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When the condition is like this and
the institute is working like this, de-
finitely the question arises that it is
high time that we shoul@ have a
thorough enquiry into this program-
me, more especially a thorough enquiry
into the affairs of the Indian Agri-
cultural Research Institute and then
reorganise our whole programme on
better lines. I.AR.I. has expanded
haphazardly after 1947. The question
of research has gone into the back-
ground. The condition is like this that
quite a few have been heads of
department getting extensions for so
many years one head of department
getting his scheme sanctioned by the
support of some other head of depart-
ment. And this is going on for long.
The result is that our qualified young
men, who get employed there, who
have got the initiative and incentive for
research work are being discouraged.
Unless the conditions are improved
and the research workers are given
proper encouragement, and' the basic
required emoluments, the research in-
centive would die in them and nothing
would come out of these research in-
stitutes.

In the end, I would only like to
submit that this institute has under-
gone another transformation during
last year. This institute has been rais-
ed to the level of an agricultural uni-
versity. There is a very funny situa-
tion now. As far as the teaching side
of that institute is concerned, that is
going to be organised on the lines of
American universities and colleges.
But as far as the research side is con-
cerned, that is going to remain in a
very confused state. In any university
or college, especially in a research
university, there has got to be com-
plete co-ordination between the
teaching staff and the research stafl.
In fact, the same person who iz work-
ing on certain research projects is the
more qualified person to teach the
students about that particular project.
I would submit that before any final
shape is given to the organisation of
this agricultural university, viz., the
Iddian Agricultural Research Institute,
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there should be complete co-ordination
between the research side and the
teaching side.

About the administrative side of the-
agricultural research programme, I
only want to say that during the last
so many years, there have been only
officialdom, more work on files, more
voluminous monthly and annual re-
ports. I would like to know from the
hon. Minister about this. If we com-
pare the number of monthly and
annual reports turned out every year
by the various research organisations,
that would be at least five or six’
times more than the scientific and
research papers coming out of all the:
research organisations. The function
of the research institutes and drgani-
sations fundamentally is to bring out
something of scientifte value, not only
monthly and annual reports of secre-
tarial value.

With all these submissions, I hope
that this House would consider this
resolution favourably and I also appeal
to the hon. Minister, as I said in the
very beginning, that my approach is
a constructive one and I hope he would
very kindly accept it.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Resolution
moved:

“This House calls upon the
Government to appoint a Com-
‘mittee consisting of Members of
Parliament, wellknown agricultu-
rists of the country and agricultu-
ral experts to evaluate the Agri-
cultural Research Programme in
the country and to suggest ways
and means for better co-ordination
and improvement.”

o g% W (wmy) ;IR
wew, gfe framr & gael @ A
AT A AW oo wwh | @ wE
saraTETeTEY ¥ wre &f O @iy
®, agt I7  wgEeEl N wwites
femr o o ¢, e W e Foen
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¢ | 39 & Uar wdlE dar g R s
faumr S w9 w3 W@ § T am
&1 f& ugd W F o ¥ w7 whuw
Al ¥ I awa §, fow am-wew #
99 q & 91T ®NF FY X wer e
AT-HERA F AT & a1a wfus qvAw
H I9H FF § | IR 59 fAew & @
® @A F1 Ay faer o ww 99
CLIL AL CUEICEI G I AR
g ar feor & sT9r smam dwdlr 20
W G wd| @ar ¢ f& gw Fe
FN & qra g a1 @ & WR I«
g% @ § T qTA HATH ¥ 9
® @t 9w ¥ W 3w afg qwT A
2139 & gre & ag Y gAY Swar
7 31 gnEgA IJag ¢ fF faaen
FHI ofvF oA 99| & qSA
w3 & JaaT § wfuw ag 9 v w7
IS FIF §. AMF AT WY A
«gr AT AR |

15 hrs.

oo 3@ ° o % A fF g
gt Ut & qEag f gA gATT
Tq "dzar &, O TWRET T #,
ST T *1 oWy uzAr g faw
¥ WA qET ¥ A 9T a8, qUoE
gz § & 9/, & g * g A
# fad wiysw sgeq Ag &A1 M7 0
AT SATH FT AT & dF P I A
IATETAT AW 9H { AT %3 & | T4
fgd wrw 9w e gawr aga q@
w2 owEgm @ & UY ¥ ERT
o gAT qTEAT W quaar @, &t
@ qv faare & g fE g e
@ ¥ AT WA & g ¥ &E0E-
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2w 2 AR 7@ 9T co wfama wmAr
gfg & FuT Auar frafg @ &0
T W W THER F, gAre HiA-
e & F1 gAX Al & famiy
AT FT TF 7, I9 § av s qfr
¥ & afY, 9@t qw fa=rdl &1 gEaey
2 3| I@ N T IgEaT A9
AT @Y &, AT { AL, TH W & I0qq
& 2w feew Y ) e @i aw
FW qEA FT ACAF &, IF FTA F
U= Ry AMT & .. .

=t woraw fag : w7 ey 7

st qu ¥q : F19 T, FA e
TIg FAT B

JqeAN WEAT : FH ITd A 95
F foar s aex f@wr &

s qur Iy ¢ F IUTEAE HERA
FT GTAMY § | gaT 7@ OFET AL I
%A & WAAIG HIE 0 FT WG FH
A AT E ) g owd o A HR
aifgd | 99 & fawr § 9 &Y |
& w|Y ITT w @, g Ay wwW A
aél wmar | @ AR FET AT AANE T
g fr ol av faardl &1 sl
A FT I &, 98 W WOH qga FA
ForT wvar § 1 59 g " faqd swe
TATY FHT A A% A W AW A
a1 @ & g% Je wifed e & awelt
LG UG I I CR AC
g fr oo o fod, s @2 fae
I ¥ yafra oY saf@ & ®@ &,
afrs oY wEr amar & & ogAT wW
g1, A qE A AT Ag W o
wfd 4 @ TadAe WK T OERA
¥ g @ W g fouw oar
g f& garQ S ArwAd feedr ¥
wody § ag A @ & fom ow S
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[ w57 ]
ot & 1 fewmw ®  ww amm,
FOR ¥ 9@ AT, WEIH A 9
g, zfawr § feat IF gy £,
O UF § NFT ¥ A 97 famre
fear qran &1 o & wE T9 Ay Wy
FZrET 9Fan ¥ | FAfE Fr ar fewrag
2 9 ¥ waw dT A e
g A%y § FwE wEr g1 ogwar

AT qET AT &, 4T ATAH §, Wiy

-
»

zar T fwmr ww @ & 9w R
T A A ¢8 wrew fewd £
T A AT I AT AT ONF GH] B
Fa A # | 79 AUt & g5 & ¥@m
f& fFaar w7 fewram w3or =1 wTan
o M AWM T A X
FET WA 47T ZAT & AT ATAA AT
s frag &1 Im ) @it W
¥ fum fow amamaw & faw frw
oFT7 & A1 WO 92G G2 g1 ARA
azi % faq 36 avg N fmd P
T GFAA A KT IXT 1 A
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wWIAFer A Al g e Mg av
|13 T TW aFT A1 gL & Ag 0w
& T & od wifs dar & fragw
fear fgwras & fog o, soi &
fog wamr gadr gt & fag e, S
wgr W feafa &1, 99 & Aafas =g
giEaT few ama, @ W ¥ w7
fam faa =t & fw faw gwe &
TG TG WA THI § IO & a9d
£ 1 ggt g Ea. T A A gy Ay S
a1 7war ¥ fr fqare & fear & e
¢ T am gz dr ar ¢ fw
faar @Y 91 @7 §, IR F wRKT 7T
ag il &, Afew AT sqrw H§ A
ATAAIG §TEq ®T TEATH 97 g I3 97
fir agi @ TTET FEOY T qATA 2,
agr ¥, F=2T {, ®rE NorAr L2 §F Ay
§ @1 3w g quer amw §, W
IH ZIW & WL AT g F q € ay qWAY
It & ag 7% § f& o w7 afy fAfea
39 v ¥ faq Iw w1 @«
A K qrgAr 1 I F oformw
w1 fawam, 7 & FT v fni
T8 vt | oF 25 wefeewd T ar
qofeerdt 8 & ot fafreee #m
39 aw & 7 gg wifan € f5 gar
frwray & a4 foqr oo 1 3| 9w
affy dvwar & fag A soar fafeas
fegqy war g g A A W A @ @
qr, MfEcag sar 0 feem &
&1 T A ATATIR ¢ WA 4% AqH
affgar ) dasgrfrgmaw
TTT FT ZEAGTT F AGAT, &Y FAT T4qT
f& drogar gAY are # ¥ s qU dar @
| o ATAAT & AT qg T
aer At ¢ 5 dar o A B ww
far o 71 ¢ 9T 37 *7 IaAv afvory
a#t &1 g } Famar G wfga a1
T w7 W A4 A% § o\ AT wY g
=fg@g 1+ €® w1 wowr 7z } fE
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w1t ©z A ody A § o 5 A
wat ® S T &7 A, gwr &
@A FT I FL 7 7 o 39
¥ grey § 9w e fraeft s g€ an
wfr gl TRms R | @™
N @ A 3w %1 afonw ag o
FH F qTAT W7 9% GHAN fF w4
T w1 # foe @ & 3w for S
T wH AT IIfE AR @9 TR
e A e fe oS 59 @" g
I A AT gEATH eIt o o g o
% g7 § A1 Afgy | W W
T@ ¥ OF A &7 999 ¥ §IA
ET AR W 37 § w7 w9 A 9 @ far
T TET & I FT A AT AR AT g/
|0 qHET § q W A F WA |
O G/T AGY F0 at, A1 § 7 A
fFar, Togy ot @@ @9 & W g A
®TH AR QO a7 F qE w7, AT FAT
& 9 | 6T oF feedde ¥ gl
fearéde § wrwem 9aT @AT &, TF
gafeitz ¥ gAY gufcede W 99 &
fra? gufeee o an § A F1
wfeefraas ar war § $ Jg a%
T4 7 qEaeY § 99 & AL s,
2

a1 & ag wvgan g fr o & qraey
% fa=re fFar wmg, faere & a@a
oreY 3, fr farr Q% & gw WO FW
* FW Y 3| WY ATY F AHA § @ATA-
wly AT | 5 & are ¥ foree feaw
& <@ &, 3 ar fead #71 g o w7
fareaTe W 3w & WL #§ fwar amg,
o %) e T & Frd g g W e
®T EIT aga e § 1 W TG
THTT ®Y AT gy §, A i gwrL A
aTEw ¥ WOt gear £ Y, A ag A% T
g 1w ®Y gar et § @I
e gfc T gy Al FT A
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T fora =9y g @ w7 w9w w5
"R A, & § X agw a9 AqEswar
AAAATE | &L UH ATEH? £ 77 L
F W qF w7 FAY T1fd s A
FET T1fed 5w 9§ waa< Ay
I FT I F| T FH 57 g
AT A T W W wrE ey W
F AW ¥ T AT & @ 5w ¥ o
W TA FAT R T | FAFAT T
HTEAT T | 79T § Y qFraer
FEAT ER qT FTH & qHAT | &K T4
& a9 SUTew WERy, T ¥ §FEe
H FgAT W1Ear 97 fF 1@ & vy §
& FE qEY A g FY g A
TET FT |

Shri Ajit Singh Sarhadi (Ludhiana):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I congratu-
late the hon. Member who has spon.
sored this Resolution for the reason
that it would focus the attention of the
Government as well as of the people
of the country, firstly, on the import-
ance of research in the development
of the agricultural economy in the
country, secondly on the urgency of
its extension throughout the country
and in the different States for the
purpose of evaluating the scope of the
present research and, thirdly, on the
co-ordination that should be brought
about between the different research
institutes. It is a matter of gratifica-
tion to note that there is an increas-
ing appreciation of and emphasis upon
the importance of agriculture in the
future development of the country. I
congratulate the hon. Minister of agri-
culture on the zeal and energy shown
by him in this connection, particu-
larly in bringing about the World
Agricultural Fair, which has dissemi--
nated so much knowledge to the diffe-
rent States who sent their farmers.
But I must say that I am afraid suffi-
cient importance ig not being given to
the research part of agricultural deve-
lopment. I quite appreciate the ser-
vices that the Indian Institute of
Agricultural Research is doing. But
if we look at the figures of the insti-
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tutes that we have got in this country,
it is very disappointing.

We have got three institutes per-
taining particularly to agriculture in
the country. They are the Indian
Agricultural Research Institute in
Delhi, the Directorate of Plant Pro-
tection and the Central Rice Research
Institute, Cuttack. Of course, we have
got two or three institutes about
sugar cane, a few about fisheries,
two or three about dairies
and others. But the number of our
research institutions, both at the
Centre and in the States, I would res-
pectfully submit, is very much less as
compared to other countries.

How much importance is given in
other countries to agricultural re-
search would be abundantly clear from
the amount of money spent and the
care taken in finding the proper sort
of experts who are appointed there. 1
find from a very able paper that our
Library has prepared that in England
there is a Privy Council of Agricultu-
ral Research comprising of the Lord
President in Council, the Agriculture
Minister of Food and Fisheries and
also the Agriculture Minister of Scot-
land to whom the main council is res-
ponsible comprising of 18 best experts
of the country. They have got, I find,
about 19 research stations directly ad-
ministered by the Government besides
about 35 institutions which are aided
and helped. That is the importance
given to agriculture in a country which
i3 mainly industrial.

Similarly, if we look at the figures
in the United States or Soviet Russia,
we find that there are 800 agricultural
research centres spread throughout the
country with 18,300 research workers
working in these institutes. Besides
these, there are also several other
research institutes which are indepen-
dent and which are helped. Compared
to these, you see how small the
number, which I have given, is, even
if we include the number of the rec-
search institutes that the State Gov-
ernments may be having,

As far expenditure, it is rather sur-
prising to see what a small amount we
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are spending. The figure of the actual
expenditure for 1958-59 is Rs. 58,05,929.
Budgeted expenditure in 1959-60 was
Rs. 83,86,200 but actually what was
spent was Rs, 76,24,800 and the rest
was allowed to lapse. Whereas for
1959-60 we budgeted for Rs. 83,86,000,
for 1960-61, that is, this year, we are
only budgeting for Rs. 78,78,200. We
are rather going down,

Similarly, in the matfer of rice and
other things the amount of money that
is being spent is much less in propor-
tion to the urgency of research in its
fundamental as well as applied aspect.
As compared to that, if we look at the
figures of other countries we will find
that in Canada alone in 1959-60 $30
million have been spent for research
in agriculture. I have not got the
figures of what has been spent in the
United Kingdom and Soviet Russia,
but I believe the figures would be as
big as in Canada or rather bigger than
that. What is the budgeted expendi-
ture in our own Budget in comparison
to these is really painful to see. There-
fore 1 submit that we have got to
evolve a way of how to spread and
utilise research in agriculture. That
is what I find is the object of the hon.
Mover of the Resolution.

The Resolution says:

“This House calls upon the
Government to appoint a Com-
mittee consisting of Members of
Parliament, well known agricul.
turists of the country and agricul-
tural experts to evaluate the Agri-
cultural Research Programme in
the country and to suggest
ways and means for better co-
ordination and improvement.”

I would even like to have the Mem-
bers of Parliament eliminated from it
if the hon. Minister considers that none
of them is expert enough or zealous
enough to go into it. But certainly
the Resolution is most harmless and
what it only recommends is that a
committee should be constituted to go
into this question and to look into the
necessity of having not only extensive
research but also co-ordination. The
hon, Mover of the Resolution has



5529 Resolution re:

already drawn the attention of the
House to the recommendations of the
Royal Commission on Agriculture in
1928. He has also given the recom-
mendations of Dr, Stewart in 1946. He
‘has given the recommendations of the
Indo-American Team of 1958. Since
more emphasise was laid on agricul-
ture in the First Plan, at that time the
Planning Commission had recommend-
ed the appointment of a committee to
go into this question, but to my best
knowledge and information, no such
<ommittee has been constituted so far.

The most painful aspect is this, that
not sufficient attention is given to
agriculture. The House will probably
recollect that the Minister of Food
and Agriculture declared the other day
that in spite of twelve years having
passed after independence, we have
had no economic survey as to the
price of production to a farmer of food
and other agricultural products. That
is the tragedy of the thing, and yet
day in and day out we are being told
that the prices of food and agricultu-
ral products have to be lowered
because they are high for the urbani-
tes.

So, in the matter of research as well
as other things sufficient attentien is
not paid to agriculture; and sufficient
attention can never be paid unless
agriculture is also considered to be an
industry to be developed on scientific
lines. Unless there is that apprecia.
tion, experts take it up as a profession
and it becomes an industry with scien-
ce and research as its basis, it can-
not prosper in the country. Unfortu-
nately, however, today sufficient atten-
tion is not being given to it.

I certainly agree with the hon.
Mover that the agricultural services
are not given importance, they have no
status. The Nalagarh Committee re-
port had definitely said that a certain
status should be given to the agricul-
tural services, they should be given a
certain importance, but I believe up
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till now nothing has been done in this
connection.

1, therefore, submit that the resoiu-
tion is very important, is quite harm-
less and useful, and that it is a cons-
tructive step. I hope the Minister
will accept it in its entirely or at leas:
announce the formation of a cammittec
for regulating research, bringing about
co-ordination and co-operation among
the different States, and giving the
both fundamental and applied.
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=eft fas wafed ag oY &, TR
fag gafad a7 <@ & fr &fr
qeTATT A § IT & W @Y A AT Q@
g1 w1 @ ow Fmar A & W
a1 qrarAgy ¢ 39 & fag, fow &
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@ ad ) & 4 Fe fr waEaa
T & wifed | & wrar g ow-
A AGAAEATHE | A FHIL
Tfzage & 97 & wEue € @ g,
W ¥ for w1 78 sfreegz @
¥ TE@ TG §, I AN W qIT qAXA
1 sfeq o & fad s34 aa7 w2
g9 qWe ® A &, 919 AT ¥ fod,
g 7 ¥ fag, Y aror ¥ @, arf
are & fod, a1 g a9 wAaEwEE g
TH a<E AV gH AWEAT HY WY AT & g
Ty &1 zafed & fadgw s®w
f& wT aTey, fagie fv T8 wearT
®1 97 fvar &, @wear & waet 9gq
qT A KT TR F FIT TR T |
A | ¥ AT qF HAAA T F5T
qaTw 8, FfY #Y FIER & W@ w1 g
FQ F7 qA1 §, I ¥ f9F FREY qA0
FT 74T ¢, a1 feama) #1 $HET AR,
form & fram w1 ag wgge @ f5 o
Ty frar o w1 & ag gk fea farar
aT @ R wegfadr AeHE ¥ 99
armt w1 Tag a1 fF framt & s
A fmyfaaaaas fFaa®
ford g *7 9% & | WE & ATLAY
F1 7a 95 Dfod a1 fF e Fzaga
frefqz ¢ 1 wa a5 z@ gfemo #
qfeads @@} ST a7 9% 9 WE B
gre gudl, 7 Ad A dIrEre @i
YT 7 F1 gEATT FT I AT QU
g

Tq Weal & A9 § 9 Wedrd w7
et ®7ar g
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dfe sTgpe T e (fegae) ¢
I R qIgE, &Y A1 FwAL
W W T g, R e ¥
frgw & & wf aiig ¥ 1y feen o
% J f5 T TegEw & FIT aga W
[y & 1 amy oY waelt
o Wiegna frag 3w T B W
I & I A FG A e L

JuTe WRYRG : A Al wEd
argw & wg fxar fo #¥& qwic g
agl, § a1 wodr ava wEAT

ot Qo 'olﬁ"ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ"ﬁ
g1 41 fF 37 1+ w7 FzaT T
fear a3

o Tenfic Fayg : & growy oY v
AT Z0

dfga sy T wrtw w9l 9 AR
XV W & I A1 F I W AT A
%1 & g g a1 fr wAfet §
& o Frian) v E, a ge ltd
I 7 ag A g &, Wi A

£ &1 a9at o gem fr w9 R 5

v a7 93 & 1 e g v
W q9E A gW FHA 7 TAQ i A2
*T1 wa 3z grn § e fle wrd, meww
q 2, 5T grem § o, wAT Ig
Iq § 27 An af o aga g @,
N & § 3z s Twg A 2
fowr & 397 7w ¥ PG A WA
T qF |

dmar ag & & 9 Ay we
qaT o 7 & ff ag a9 7o §
a1 ), MR fggea & "= 9 N
we@ ¢ AT W e a0% 8 6
A T A T W BT TAYQT ¥
WX gt F INQE A HT AT
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whnisinw gy yomedz | 3 afew
T | g W s wv qrey §, ogt a6
HATH STEAX 7 &, q A Feasd w7 qA
g o I Qi T A aEw D=}
¥ 97 7 Ford o wwwm &1 AfeT agw
foe et 1 € Witeger & ifos &
IO ferz 1 Fwd w5
TR e T I ek F Ay e qET § o
WAfra v @ oEgRw ¥ & F
st o Pt wdegw | £
q|Es 9T dRX T wgt
T witrewta g wifas &1 ff faa
173 sfe sydr &Y W dav
21 & wrew w9E w1 o A FE W
¥\ TH & ANTAT qE qATA WK & AV
I&T & 1 O T ofeedew wad F W
g §ATH IIT 91, I FHTL WTAES
T AT IW ¥ WO 91 /A
fetey w3 & e N Mfqga ¥ 39
A T v R § fawfed o €%
W@ %7 7y AT ¢ FF ow aw W wAEr
Y 437 T ¥ s gy tww & foa fE
TR WTh wfAaT &y AT ¥ 6
& ot & Bt oo adf w8
7g W yeer A o

AT qTaq wrALaw fhfree 43 &
frmsrfesm & st g
W% ag % fF o wg foad gt wx
i N A oAeeT ¥ oaead ®
&Y% TEAY § W I € ATAHTEr wAAT Wy
a8 & oy, gy A &1 AT g e
a1 e o Wiege ® qae § I A
st ford e ¥ gdAmas
¥ fag A oF SAE 777 N AwOA
W Y IwE AN § g oA
W gy e aygr & ¥ Afwx wE
Tt 97 d ¥ M 9T WX A7
a9 & 391 7 g1 f6 wireewr fraw’
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T A ¥E W AT qAT A
foar | oo fed ST A Y 2w oA
ol foeeft zor w7 oA A foe
ot frd ¢ ¢ w0 #Y wrEE W FHA
w @ famrfed of o oY sw A Fas
Y, S0 WY Forg & g€ | W g A A
feeet 0@ weq dmrERt 2T fE
TR ATLT & HITATAT F 4 | TF qT HAT
tw 2w # § ) gy g AT wRA
&= g & W e o & o ow aw
wYeq Y AT ¥ T 4H, wRT wH
® wfem T & 1w a@ W R
FHA O 0 TN SRS F1 2R
T Y| N A wET g €
forer wv 93¢ fowrar agY | wofad ag sx
f& ow wafegi & w1 s ad g
mqo "rto Ao WTEO mq«; HITo
#o 3 WY s T four, 7g TR
LAl A

AATHATAT TG VAT T2, HA & AL
qiw o g g N Fea w1 &1 g v
st a7 fie ¥ S 7 v s aiE
g oY agy @ fed e ot o
¥ swoy & faet ot off shzE e
T A g wTR I T Y qY o
o Srfipw ag a g A A TR

fafaeet & I wW faar
o & aet 99 & fad qaATORAIE ¥
wegw § 1 I A T AT qEEAT
firwret W< 39 7 €@ A ¥ AR
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Tl fibard e arteg Y stTw araTer
A § fy § et s 99 W
TET § w9 fean | g@fed ag w8
e 7@ ¢ i wiweRw fow &
7 frand adt frerelt a1 99 ®) AYF F
T T | AT G F I F WA
TEE R A IR A AT AT
s #Y F9maT 9% 1@ F {aow fHar
f6 g aret #Y 97 s ¥ JEEQ
€ I A = 7 frae grdY
T w9 qgd A foe W feard
fet 7 Qo JarAt & goelt & W
AT SqTeT ¥ wgrer ey #F feae
g | 99 f& gy §Tq wW T
s & o a1 WX A o s
¥ gt of | ww a7t 9T agT AU W
et & grar & few &y W F 2w fawraw
7 ofae g f fraem gw wrgd § sa=n
w1 fg Yy A adf v § ) gw IR ¥
fe ot W1 oo feas w3 99 w1 wEE
W &7 gL UF fhaTH 93T A% | I F1
Iq &Y FreT faes | ag g e foraen
TqqT @Y fHAT TAT ITAT FAT 3T HY
affgm i avamag g fs fma a1
1% TCg 7 IS 77 TGN & HITHIAT-
fedea @ @9 ¥ ag f@s W sadt
T q@ foadr f& ager sfgd 9v
fegs & feae & A w9 F@ &
7g gurr uiiseay fe #ifes &,
T ®1 FAIfEAT FALY §, I]@A AT
FHAT &, 9daw # &, wIH AT g,
JEF M ART A W T v wfed
gg g fras g § A 9fs gaR
gy & fad o Qa7 asiae @
A fF £2277 qusiaz § AT €I A Y
T ag ¥ Hifed § M Lz A =™
g & g1a &) § AFw FoaTa FF
1| seriea faasa sATETaT §eT A
@ § | OF A § THHRIT AH A
grar § w1 T8 & fad gAm e

Sz & i g gendrard waras fear sry
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[dfea sz < wrTa]
tfeehey +HA & dwa fr W
T @AEHEATE & @ & *9 B
fow ag § swrfede fear o
WX 3g sEfem & N TS
g ¢ | zq & fad g § £ o€
FFnAT g & dAT X e
¥z fad sraw #3 swfeaz fear
ATT | FHTL AT To wTEo W0 WTE &
faTrmEa g sawd a gai & wd
£ wfT agi a1 ®T 37 ¥ forermay vt
T ¥ wifgw @ § A gE ™
A AT STy § fw
@ 9T A faa foas &1 s A
qET § qguTar § IaAT A g
W o agwar ¥

wHOFT ¥ 42T UF deA foaw
e fragemei i 3a®
WIZHY W ¥ WXL FL AT ®T ATHL
T § w7 ag arA wr fifor w @ §
f& w1 &a & 39 &7 A ¢ & &y
ZrT ¥ 91T gAY ot AT JAAT W
421 71 713 § W N fe &t w7 qwET
qgAr TR E IT R AY O ATq ) 7
e AT F1 Iedy fggrad W E W Ew®
A A ITH AT W GATE X 67 IA Y
TN FFAT F ) TH ATE & FATR
aw ¥ waw AE ¥

¥ gt a% ofans g AN & faw
FT AATH 3 OF A1 Iq QU wf apgA
sarar Arefefe® s o s Ay @
o IART ®r FHragr T ITrAT A |
o1 1€ Mg fray & ey {X A1
ARG /T AT E QAT A%
fo? #t af wd & f5 a® A
#41 & 7o w1 ax TEY & fw o
AT @F Fr TP § IAET QT Frawr
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e sgwr faar s g T rfyn
ag 7

fagelt waar gAR WA fafa-
w7 x sifgw ¥ wAdz § ug
e W 4@t f5 gy I o
AT 7 § a8 WA §T  feqr aw
#fea ag &9 vaw 7@ guT | JX TWAT
FTH w19 ¥ qr A4, T AW g
¥ q%a A1 9g @ N 7 g fr
gat ot a7 A foad & o o fr
fomarear gt w0 wifge | (@ g
# for forarly ey wifaw ¥ eag fage
THr W IAT AT fer Wi ww
¥ are vy % frar | Bfer qw avww
¢ fF TTRTC W @ e W
AT FTEH § &7 gAY R A wifew
6 aifr foad w1 o g 9y &
wwar | wolt gar arE A o ¥o W
i R S § o«
e g g W 3y o ot o
fgr ®wcr ¢ f& 97 @i # feador
a7 fagar &+ fear s ¥ SEwT 08
grer &1 feemn ft g gt @
€T & g Awee ¥ & 2w
whsaar #  aga  wfis g
wtaa & wafoga gy @ fe gw fag®
arvg ad & § o e § W g
Y QO AT § T qAEAAT ¥ AHS
q7 oqre AT q= f fear § &% ?F
gk qarfeas qgy @t wg a1 AT
wa ot sgar § e oirwawT w1 W
At o warafedy Wi oade Ay
faady faasht for gawy faadr wifg o
&4 gg™ ot vaw! w6y 971 fF girwaae
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w1 qERfea ¢ ¥ wew &t fear e
¢ e Tendz @ WX &7 39 9%
aga W frar s AX @ agr aw
wg o ¥ 50 e & wEd W A gl
93T g &1 W1fge Wi graife gam
aren fafaet e §1 giEs=ET &1
Wit J oW AR § A Y A7 wgr O
o vo®) Ty aare & e gifteeree
1 qrEwiIfeat g wmew fafreer age
wFEE | q® F w9 ¥qers fw
T A A warwerae ® feaen wge
fear JmaT & 1 ®W A OF GOFIIL
fafreetr 7 g o F & A IES
fau g reiwr [T 9T 0 WA
T ®F F TYTT HAT 5 & 597 @ W
& F@F T WX IRW gATr fadar-
T Gifar ® 3@ FC Fgr 5 o9y
St dxrarT @Y WY § Suw fauw s
w1 ff 9 7Y %gr a7 gwar fF sy
ferare wfus & W ) WA W
wfa® dErE @ A1 A7 T [N
2\ wifeT dgr war & sgarfaw
7 agy € qog | ¢ ! zwa ofame
AT w1 aga Fwae frar @ AT
a1 & ¥ w7 g9 § e wr
3w § a1 ag 7 & f e
¥ tfawe g A a7 Fat qasg
gt & o forgar fs s ag 3
gy o A deqare faadt agd

afgy ag & T ¥

W¥ gHTE ATHA TF §ATH § AT I
wgfﬁmmmf(ﬁﬁﬁwa
T T FIET EI § A A AN g
ray & ard A N awd § 1oF A
ag fir ot T o fwar & Foadt
ag o & a1 W g 4
froerdor sra o gE § ST AETH Y WIWTC-
fexz gk fely A T GG AT &
413 (Ai) LS—T.
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a7 T agd fir forereft +ft ag

& W< ot awrg ¥ formT SRy qgEeT
wfed ag af sgwer § 1 ofedew
FHE 7 ot w7 91 5 @ Pefew
#Y 7 srea § aife ag T W
wRAT At § g X 9 6K
JYHT FIURT AW AL FY T AR TG

TfiFeaT & TREY A § afed av
W qrferadie & w9 @ wAA § fad
I AT qH W aF T § 5 TR
TY W& [HE qrfaa gofr | A qow
¥ T T FY AT H FIAT TAHE FY
At feamatgs § Wk 97w
¥ ¥ q& gt 93 faar fear g Ak
fad & @rg grg N aga I
¢ 7g a8 @ € & faw 1 fmfe-
A Y {1 ag T ansfefes A
78 & afex 78 UF a@ ¥ &% § W
RS+ w1 qAen @ 5 $¥ g
FHTfEe fFar 99 | T9F AR AGSH
THATEY FT AHAT AGY & | T ¥
aT9 919 §F TR X 0¥ aufw o fag
i TfEgd st fF & Feas A W
g 1w a 4 gamar g 5 O A
N FHA TN FW T qTGA TEW §
R TEAdT #1 TE A B OAN
Far =nfed |

16 hrs.

steet awdag (fawrane)
IqTeqe Y, TFeaT 7 afg o fgear
At aga g & | R OF IR & ¥
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[l srfvare]
wTH ¥ ¢ Y Iq Y 7@ W wT™
FC § | W AT T Y A W ALY 4
| 4 gy fraai & g wge Wi
#F wH aorE * ATy FEAT A E

ot wft w1 Ar oft a9 9
I T ¥ o wfe o ) F gl g
fr ag ATy @@ a7 X W J9Y 9w
w1 aw fa

e 9T Y G @ far Srar
€ g waa A mar | I v ww Y
! JURT T T AT A TR FW A,
Y ATE ¥ AT A9 TfiweT 9T wqrEy
AT @ & & AT IEY wfww
& fadnft | Tt st ago
aw iy §, wWiag 7 @ fowma
) 79 sHE |

f = far § 7 aEw W@ FY
Fq f v @ & | F TSy W & F--
3 I ¥ wrdr S F7 Ty f oy
N ATE N wea o § 1 AT gg AN
T QR E TR A AW g Y g
T AW AT | W e i F
over a1 gwa faan §, g qEafew v
& fear o | xafad § OF & gy
[ FZA A E )

T AT ¥ UF qT A AT €
& & ¥ ot aodft ¢ =i wrEe
IR A & fed D ¢ w9
s & forr 03 A A ToET @
& @& g gfwromw @y § 1wl ag W
s s B At ¥ fag soar
wrfgg agi 3w A & e Wt &
agr 9T F WHTH 9T Ty §, FAY 473
w1 It € | 8 AwWg # ey so
nfaaritz a8 & 5T T ¥G A<
& IA G AN W F foq oA
wfeg | e fruma 1 @ a9y o AfY
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WS ITAT 41T 3] 9T g ¥ o § av
TENT WA AT AL AT | Ty Qv
T waelt 59 ¢ ) xuw fag feaw
dur s &, w v & dfew o
FTEN T TR WTAT § A FE AT FHA T
g ot &, A AT A A IEH
et fre e iR A S ETa w2 e
W A § wgr wrgdh g e i Ay
qTF WIOW AP FUTET JASHE AT
wnfgd + e gfers sy vt § ) gy
Y & AR agh I AW O JaT F AT
Tifgd WX A% fag efomw sr
wifed | wGifE sz |t 7 faear e
aY SR wY A & fag oo s frenft e

T oW 9T qga sarA fxar v
afgd | dur fs gart vF Ak ¥ wgr
f& @@ v & fag o &w fafret
o wifgd foras @ wmr #1 o
2 | ITEY qUAT HTH K@ & fod wfade
1 g A g wifgd@ | 9w wy-
AT ) A AE TEQ FréAaTt wTHE )
e cnfaer wfea F aY a2 @¥ wr
8 § s aw T e ghiwsag
v § 1 forw fafaee W Gitwewe st
SREIfaaY frar sy ITwr wiwea s
Fo@T AT Nfgd | FAE F A Hwr
TR WY ITHY TAHAT FT ANAT TV
wifed | @ ag f won wfgd fe
andiar ) v WA §F ™ frar wg
AN fis TR A &, 77 A WWIT w ATAT
ge £ N | @ S F gy guiree-
foez @3 wifed |

4 vw folrgm w aoré sl § 1

Shri D, C. Sharma (Gurdaspur): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I heartily sup-
port the Resolution: which has been
put forward by Shri Inder J. Malhotra.
It is good that we have a graduate of
Agriculture in our Lok Sabha whe
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can focus our attention on scientific
and technical problems relating to
agriculture. His Resolution is very
simple and workable. His Resolution
if put to practice can achieve much.
I find that some persons have opposed
that Resolution.

At one time I was a member of the
governing body of the Indian Council
of Scientific and Industrial Research.
That Council runs many laboratories
and they are spread over all over
India. They do research in funda-
mental science and also in applied
science. A gentleman was invited
fram outside India to review the work-
ing of those laboratories. After he
had produced a report, that report was
entrusted to some members of the
governing body of which I also hap-
pened to be one though I am not a
scientist. We went through the report
and gave practical suggestions for the
implementation of that report. I think
that is the kind of procedure which
should be applied to the working of
the Indian Council of Agricultural
Research, There should be a commit-
tee appointed for the assessment of its
work, for the evaluation of its ‘work.
That committee can also, I think, do
what was talked about by the hon.
Member from Hissar: the work of co-
ordination. What I find is that so far
as agricultural research is concerned,
our country is very adequately sup-
plied. There is research going on in
so many institutions. Then there are
commodity committees and all kinds
of things. It is not that we are not
paying proper attention to agricultural
research. We are doing that. But the
dificulty is that we never take stock
of what we have done. We never try
to know from where we are starting,
where we are now and in which dir-
ection we are to go in future. Now,
that work can be done only by an
assessment committee.

Another problem that arises is this.
The Council of Scientific and Indus-
trial Research evolved a plan for
having vigyan mandirs. @What are
those vigyan mandirs? You can call
them scientific show-rooms or scienti-
fic exhibition which were to be locat-
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ed all over India. Those vigyan man-
dirs are there. They bring home to
the minds of the people, to the minds
of the average citizen of India what
scientific research is going on. It is
not for telling them about esoteric
aspects of scientific research but about
the workable aspects of scientific re-
search. Now, I do not think we have
many vigyan mandirs in our country
at present. But the Minister of Scien-
tific and Cultural Affairs appointed
recently a committee to assess the
work of those vigyan mandirs. We
have extension service centres. These
extension centres are there to act as
a kind of a bridge between these agri-
cultural research institutions and the
average farmer. They are going to
be a kind of conveyor-belt between
these two agencies. But we know
nothing about the extension service
centres. Therefore, I think that as
you have got a committee for assessing
the work of Vigyan Mandirs and eva-
luating the work of the scientific labo-
ratories, you must have a committee
to take notice of what has been done
by way of agricultural research so far.
As Indians we feel proud of our agri-
cultural scientists. I must say their
work has been of great value even to
the average farmer. I do not talk of
people who do farming on a big scale,
like the hon. Member from Rohtak. I
go to a village and I find on the walls
of that village written in very big and
bold letters: ‘“You should use thig kind
of wheat for your land or this kind of
cotton or sugar or manure for your
land.” Who has told us all these
things? These things have not fallen
from America or from Canada or
Great Britain. If we come to know
that this kind of cotton or wheat is
suited to our country, the credit for
al] this goes to the Indian Council of
Agricultural Research,

What I would say is this.  Self-
examination has never done anybody
any harm. Introspection has never
don any harm to anybody. It hasdone
good to individuals and institutions
and partieg and countries. So, I think
we should adopt this Resolution of
Shri Malhotra. I would, however, say
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[Shri D. C. Sharma])

that the number of Members of Par-
liament should be kept to the mini-
mum. Unless he be technically quali-
fled, if anybody voluntarily offered
himself for the membership on that
committee, he should be deflnitely
ruled out but that is'not the point.

An Hon. Member: Indirectly, Shri
D. C. Sharma should be there!

Shri D. C. Sharma: There is need
for this kind of a committee. Our agri-
culture is like a patient who has too
many physicians. It is like a sick
man who is getting medicine from a
homoepath, allopath, naturopath and
from all kinds of physicians. Our
agriculture is in that state of affairs:

7 A T S v gar WY
As you know, Sir, there is no dearth
of committees and commissions, There
are two Ministries who are specialis-
ing in the appointment of committees
and commisgions. One of them is the
Ministry of Agriculture and the other,
the Ministry of Education. I do not
know who should be given the first
prize. Both of them are running a
race so far as the appointment of com-
mittees and commissions is concerned.
But the reports are never implement-
ed or dovetailed or co-ordinated. The
difficulty is not that they do not have
reports. The difficulty is that their
zeal for implementation is not enough.
Agricultural production is one thing
and agricultural research is another
thing. The latter is a technical mat-
ter while the former is e matter of
muscles and knowledge and all that
kind of thing. Therefore, to bring the
two together it is necessary that we
should bring home to the minds of
these peasants the great lessons of re-
search and for that I would say that
there should be an extension of the
extension service. If they have Vigyan
Mandirs, I think they should have
extension service centres as broadly
diffused in the country ag possible.

Another thing that I would like to
say is that agriculture depends upor
the farmer. All honour to him. I bow

MARCH 11, 1980

Evaluation of z 556
Agricultural Researc
Programme

to the Indian farmer. He is a great
defender of our country. Agricultural
production also depends upon agricul-
tural research. Also, agriculture
depends upon a net-work of agricul-
tural schools, colleges and universities.

The most unfortunate thing is this,
that when people go to study agricul-
ture either at the school or at a college
or university they get about 90 per
cent. of theory and not even 10 per
cent. of practicee. Our agricultural
education all along the line, at all
levels ig theory-ridden, it is impruc-
tical, it is also out of date. Look at
the syllabi of schoolg which are im-
parting instruction in agriculture.

1 would, therefore, say, that while
we need agricultural education of the
most up-to-date kind, while we need
our farmers to have the latest kind
of knowledge, we should see to it that
agricultural research gets the proper
share, S8ir, it is the aim of progressive
countries that they take agricultural
research to the door of the farmer, to
the field of the farmer, to the cottage
of the farmer, to the home of the far-
mer. [ think, unless agricultural re-
search performs that role, in my opi-
nion, the future of agriculture is not
going to be as bright as we want it
to be.

The Minister of Agriculture (Dr.
P. 8. Deshmukh): “Mr. Deputy-
Speaker, Sir, the hon. Mover has, by
the resolution which he has moved
asked for the appointment of a com-
mittee consisting of Members of Par-
liament, well known agriculturists of
the country and agricultural experts
to evaluate the agricultural research
programme in the country and to sug-
gest ways and means for better co-
ordination and improvement,

I am glad, Sir, the House got an
opportunity of expressing its views on
the quantum of research we have in
the country so far as agriculture Is
concerned, as well as the adequacy
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of funds that we provide and the
results we obtah;.

Naturally, the hon. Mover was very
critical of all that we are doing. He
wag critical of the LA.R.I institute in
Pusa, where he seems to have served
sometime ago, He was critical of the
IC.AR., and he pointed out many
deficiencies and defects to answer
which I do not think I have got sufi-
cient time with me. He also com-
plained that no results had been pro-
duced. I was sorry to see that a per-
son who knows what agricultural edu-
cation is and who has known also the
working of the institute personally
should say this. I should have ex-
pected him to be in better touch with
the actual progress of research as well
as production in the coumtry,

I am sorry to say that he picked out,
so far as increase in wheat production
is concerned, years which probably
suited his argument only. Actually,
it is a matter of concrete fact that
wheat production in the country has
increased from 6:3 million tons to 9°7
million tons. The average also has
increased, not merely the total wheat
produced. Of course, I know 1t is
insufficient for the needs of the coun-
try. But that apart, if we want to
confine our attention merely to the
progress of agricultural production, it
will have to be admitted that not only
in so far as the bulk production is
concerned we have more than 50 per
cent. of larger production, but in the
average per acre production also there
hag been a very substantial increase
of near about 40 per cent., if not more.

So, Sir, I am afraid some of the
bases on which the hon. Member pro-
ceeded have not been chosen by him
very happily, although there is a cor-
sensus of opinion in the House that
we should from time to time evaluate
what we have done and find out if
there is any lack of co-ordination and
if we are getting the best results out.
of the expenditure that we are incur-
ring and so on. As my learned friend
Shri D. C. Sharma pointed out, self-
examination is a very good thing. In
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fact, the proposal before the Govern-
ment was of a wider nature. When
my hon. friend the Deputy Minister
replied to a question the otner day,
bhe mentioned that the Government
was thinking of a committee or com-
mission which would have very broad
terms of reference and would take up
a much bigger task than the kind of
committee which my hon. friend the
Mover has suggested. We have not
taken a final decision. That could be
taken only when we ascertain and lay
down what should be the terms of
examination by this commission. 'Then
we must circulate it to the State Gov-
ernments to see if they have any sug-
gestions to make. Then the various
Ministries in the Government of India
have to go through it and finally the
Cabinet has to decide. So, there is
no question of going back as my hon.
friend Ch. Ranbir Singh suspected. He
said:

WY @A o qaw oW R
AT Rt aaw adi g grag w2
Y 7 &, owi wiw aned & fF gy w9
™

We have not yet reached that stage
which Ch. Ranbir Singh thought we
had already attained, We have not
taken as yet any positive decision that
there should be a commission. We are
still considering and examining the
various aspects. So, the proposal of
my hon. friend becomes a part of our
wider thinking.

Fortunately we have had one of the
best commissions that probably any
country has ever had on agriculture
although it was about 32 years ago. We
owe our progress to that Commission
and its recommendations and we have
made considerable progress both with
respect to agricultural research as well
as agricultural production. What was
the scope of that particular commis-
sion? It had a very wide scope. If
the House would like to know the
scope and work of that commission, I
should mention these: the betterment
of the conditions of the farmers and
the rural areas, and with that end in
view, to examine almost everything
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bearing upon the life and prosperity
of the rural areas—the farming com-
munity, It included forestry; it includ-
ed co-operation; it included animal
husbandry. It comprised every possi-
ble thing and all these aspects in a
very significant way and not merely
by way of a passing reference.

So, at the present time, I think it
will comfort my hon. friend, the
Mover of the resolution, if he knows
that we have not given up this idea
of a bigger committee. Nonetheless,
we are also not irrevocably committed
to it. We are still at the stage of con-
sideration and nobody should infer
either way—that we have promised to
appoint a commission, that we are
going back or that we are retracing
our step and not going to have a com-
mission.

So far as points made by the Mover
of the resolution are concerned, if the
only objective is to find out what is
the degree of co-ordination we should
have, whether our institutions are
working properly, whether the scien-
tists are getting proper encouragement
or not, I would respectfully like to
submit that these are things which are
under daily examination more or less.
Fortunately, at least during the five
or six years since I have been in
charge of the portfolio of agriculture,
a large number of farmer-members
are present in every committee, and
1 am glad to say and I am proud to
say that all these farmer-members are
justifying their presence and are con-
tributing & great deal to the wisdom
of the whole committee and even of
the research organisations because
they bring a practical view-pdt to
bear upon the questions,

At present the L.C.AR. is composed
of not only scientists— the top-most
and best scientists we have in the
ccuntry—but also side by side many
administrators whose duty it is to see
that our research programmes work
properly. On the LC.AR. are rep-
resented also hon. Members of this
House. Thakurdasji has been there
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for years and years.and he does take
very keen interest in the work of the
ICAR. So, the sort of committee
which my hon. friend is suggesting
could really be a sub-committee of
the 1.C.A.R,, where already Parlia-
ment Members are there and farmers
are also there. So, we will not have
tc bother much. In fact, I am not in
great favour of it, because at every
meeting of the 1.C.AR. we do try to
review the progress we have made
during the previous year and what
remains to be done,

I would like to inform my hon.
friend, the Mover, that during the last
few years, under the somewhat dyna-
mic leadership of Dr. Randhawa, as
Vice-President of 1.C.A.R, we have
made very good progress and the
scope of work of L.C.AR. has been
tremendously extended. The sort of
conferences we are holding now were
unknown, where the farmers who
grow those particular crops and the
research workers meet. Such confer-
e¢nces have been organised during the
last three or four years regularly,
There was a conference of the jowar
research workerg and the jowar pro-
ducers. We have now set out to hold
these meetings, with the result that
we are getting out of the existing
research facilities far more than we
did at any previous time. There is,
vndoubtedly, very great scope for ex-
pansion of our research programme.
In spite of the fact that I am holding
this portfolio, I am one who has ad-
vocated that in our country with such
a vast area to cover and so many
crops to grow, the research pro-
gramme is extremely inadequate and
many of our schemes do not fructify.
Many of the schemes which are
sanctioned even by the L.C.A.R. do not
actually get implemented, because we
depend on the States to provide a
matching contribution and the States
find it dificult to find money. So,
many of the schemes which are pro-
posed and accepted by the LC.AR, do
not get going.
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Therefore, there are difficulties and
we are conscious of them. But there
is nothing very much of which we
do not know. So, I would like to
say that we are examining the whole
question. How did we come to the
question of the appointment of an
agricultural commission? That was
because of the Nalagarh Committee's
recommendations. That committee
had recommended a five-yearly exa-
mination by the States as well as the
Central Government of the work in
the fleld of agriculture. It referred
not only to research, but also to the
administrative difficulties and the
policies that were made in the States
rnd the Centre.

The reason why I called a meeting
of the officers and was of the view
that it would be worthwhile appoint-
ing a commission was, that very often
our agricultural policies are made in
an ad hoc manner without a proper
intrespection and proper examination.
The policy-makers, so far as agricul-
ture is concerned, are also a sort of
back-benchers and not quite exactly
those people who should be in charge
of it. Very often we have got to
dovetail our policies one with
the other; we have to think of
finance, the Planning Commission and
so on, So, we felt that there was a
certain amount of need to find out
how the agricultural policies should
be laid down and how they should be
implemented. These were the broad
uspects which were before me when
we thought of this agriculiural com-
mission.

The purpose of this resolution is a
very considerably limited one, one
which really speaking has been be-
fore us and has been examined from
time to time. For instance, this joint
Indo-American team has examined
most of the aspects which my hon.
sriend has just proposed. But I do
not wish to say that this is the last
word and there is nothing to be done.
What the Mover has said could be
examined by the standing committee
of the 1.C.A.R, itself and they could,
1 found necessary, constitute a com-
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mittee out of themselves or take other
people also and examine the whole
thing. But I do not want to commit
myself at this stage, either with res-
pect to research work or the other
matters. The whole subject is under
consideration, In that view I hope
my hon. friend will not - press his
Resolution.

We have also recently appointed an
Agricultural Production Board. I
might categorically and in a summary
nianner say that the question of co-
ordination has not been absent from
our mind at any stage. We have al-
ways been paying attention to it and
trying to improve upon what exists.
Apart from the ILLAR.I, we have a
Board of Agriculture and a separate
Board of Animal Husbandry. Thus
such matters as what remains to be
done, what are the future program-
mes, are considered from year to year
and from meeting to meeting.

Shri §. M, Banerjee (Kanpur): May
T know the composition of the Agri-
cultural Board? Is any agriculturist
included in that Board?

Dr. P. S. Deshmukh: The Agricul-
ture Board I am referring to is the
Ministry’s Board where agriculturists
are included. This Board meets, I
think, once in two years. The Board
I referred to earlier is an official
board is called The Agricultural Pro-
duction Board. This Board is differ-
ent from the Agriculture Board, to
which I referred later.

Coming to the criticism of my friend
that the schemes were not being
technically examined and so on, I do
not think this criticism is correct
Every scheme that is proposed by the
State Governments, or universities, or
the agricultural colleges is examined
by experts, the biggest experts we
have in the country. I am sure
Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava will
bear me out that every scheme is con-
sidered sympathetically by technicians
and examined whether it is worth-
while or not. The I.C AR, although
it has not got unlimited funds, tries
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to take up every item of research
which is worthwhile.

We have also recently expanded
the scope of research very considera-
bly. We have established more re-
search sub-stations. As my friend
fiom Himachal Pradesh has stated, a
good deal of research in horticulture
and various other branches is taking
place. We are also setting up a large
number of regional research centres.
Naturally, because we achieved inde-
rendence late these things were not
attended to prior to that. But, as
time goes on, every aspect of agri-
cultural research is being attended to
better and better.

Ag 1 said, there are many more ins-
titutions to be set up. It is our aim
to have far more sub-stations and
regional institutions. So many are
being set up. The question of soil
analysis was referred to by Pandit
Thakur Das Bhargava, Three years
ago, it was unknown and was not at
all being attempted. During the last
two years we have been able to es-
tablish 24 soil analysis laboratories
and any farmer can send a sample
of his soil and get it analysed free of
ccst. Of course, there are defects.
It has not been properly advertised
and people do not know how to take
samples for testing etc.

All the same, there iz no aspect of
agricultural improvement which has
escaped our attention and there is no
time when we have not tried to pay
attention to achieve better co-ordina-
tion and to get the best out of our
institutes. I would not like to take
more time of the House, but I would
ilke to say that to condemn the 1L.AR.L
In sweeping terms is not at all cor-
rect. The LARJI has done glorious
work which has been applauded by
every sclentist in the world. There
are many other aspects of work in
which also our scientists have done
excellent work, and the results have
also gone to the farmers. It was only
recently that we organised the Exten-
sicn Directorate. For what purpose?
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With the intention that the results:
of the research should flow to the
farmers. Of course, it will take:
some time before we can say that we:
are fully satisfied with it, but no
attempt is lacking on our part and we
are doing all those things which have
been suggested here. I, therefore,
hope that the hon. Member will not
press his Resolution; otherwise, I will
have to oppose it.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra: I am glad
to know from the hon. Minister that
in the past they have done well and
that in the future as well Government.
would be considering and examin-
ing the question of co-ordination
by various agricultural committees.
But I am afraid that the hon. Minister
has not followed the main point of
my Resolution. My point is that such
a committee is necessary. Why? To
examine the question whether we
should have the I.C.A.R. in our coun-
try, whether we should have agricul-
tural boards in our country, whether
we should have an agricultural com-
mission in our country and whether
agricultural research be handled only
by the Centre or by the States also.
I am afraid this point has been over-
looked.

As far as the question of IARI is
concerned, I would only like to sub-
mit, through you, to the hon. Minister
that he visits that institute as a Minis-
ter. 1 have been a student of that
institute. My class-fellows and
colleagues are working there. I go
there as a colleague. So I am in a
better position to know what is going
on inside that institution as compared
to the hon. Minister. I would still
impress. . .. (Interruption).

Dr. P. 8. Deshmukh: I am prepared
to take notice of these defects and see
that they are rectiied. For this no
committee is necessary, We will take
note of all the various defects, which
my hon. friend has pointed out, and
examine them without a committee.
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Shri Inder J. Malhotra: For the
assurance received from the hon.
Minister I am thankful to him as also
to other hon. colleagues for their sup-
port to this Resolution. In view of
the assurance I withdraw the Resolu-
tion.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Has the hon.
Member leave to withdraw his resolu-
tion?

The Resolution was, by leave, with-
drawn.

16.38 hrs

RESOLUTION RE: RENAMING OF
ANDAMAN AND NICOBAR ISLANDS

Shri Subiman Ghose (Burdwan):
Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I move
that—

This House is of opinion that
the Andaman and Nicobar Islands
be named as ‘Swadesh Dwip, and
‘Swaraj Dwip’ respectively.

There is one amendment to this
Resolution. Shri Chaudhuri has sub-
mitted an amendment to the effect
that instead of ‘Swadesh Dwip’ it be
named ‘Sahid Dwip’. In the begin-
ning I want to say that I am ready
to accept that amendment. On the
basis that he will move it I will
advance with my speech.

At the outset let me make myself
very clear by saying that this Resolu-
tion is not the outcome of an idle
thought or any fanciful suggestion
which I am asking the Government
to accept. Its name was given by the
provisional government of free India
which was established in Far East
Asia on the 21st October, 1943. By
moving this Resolution I am offering
an opportunity to the Government to
liquidate a fraction of the huge debt
that the country owes to Azad Hind
Fauj and its supreme commander.
What are the achievements of Azad
Hind Fauj? That is known to every-
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one, old, young and child, in India..
It is not for me to develop that point
here. But I will draw the attention
of the House to the writing of one
British author and that will be sutfi-
cient. He says:

“There can be thus little doubt
that the Indian National Army
not in its unhappy career on the:
battlefleld but in its thunderous
disintegration hastened the end of
the British rule in India.”

That is the writing of a Britisher who
fought in Far East Asia. The Britishers
admitted that it was the activities of
the Azad Hind Fauj that hastened the-
end of British rule. I do not know
whether the Government has acknow-
ledged that anywhere except for some-
expression of pious wish or anything
like that.

Before I press my point, I want to
give a little bit of the history of these-
islands.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I may bring.
to the notice of the hon. Member that
the whole time allotted to the Resolu-
tion is one hour. So, he will have-
his share of only about 15 minutes;
15 minutes may be required by the-
Minister, and half an hour should be-:
allowed to the other Members to.
participate in the discussion.

Shri Subiman Ghose: According to-
British historians, the name of the
Andaman islands has always been
some form of Andaman, which more
than probably represents Handuman,.
the Malayan form of Hanuman, treat-
ing the island as the abode of the
Hindu mythological monkey people.
Regarding the Nicobar islands, the
British historians say that it is the
land of the naked, and therefore it
has been named as Nicobar islands.
Be that as it may, we find that near:
about these islands there were pira-
cies, shipwrecks and distressed crews,
and in 1788 the East India Company
commissioned the great surveyor,.
Archibald Blair, to start a settlement,
and the capital of the islands, Port:
Blair, was named after him.





