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SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We, in the 
opposition, want to be treated with some 
amount of respect. It is for the Prime Minister 
now to have the next say. She should come and 
tell us whether she is going to tolerate such 
things.   .   . 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Please sit 
down now. 

SHRI BHUPESH GUPTA: We know of 
other minor charges or even suspicion, but here 
is a self-condemnatory document of the 
Minister Mr. Choudhury and yet he would like 
us to be silenced by him. I would like to hear 
the Prime Minister of the country and the 
Finance Minister on the very subject I have 
raised before you. 

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Mr. 
Kaiyanasundaram. 

MOTION  OF  THANKS   ON  THE 
PRESIDENT'S   ADDRESS—

contd. 

•SHRI RANCHI KALYANASUNDARAM 
(Tamil Nadu): Mr. Deputy Chairman, on behalf 
of the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam Party to 
which I belong, I would like to express my 
views on the Motion of Thanks on the 
President's Address. 

The attitude and the method adopted by 
some Members while the President was deli-
vering his address in the Joint Session of the 
two Houses is regrettable. It is the right of every 
Member of Parliament to hear the address of the 
President in a clear manner. Those Members 
caused a lot of disturbance by shoutings- They 
did not bother about the impact of their 
behaviour on the mind of the public. Whatever 
it may be, the behaviour of those Members is 
regrettable. 

In his address the President has referred to 
the establishment of a sovereign and indepen-
dent Bangla Desh. The President has paid 
glowing tributes to the three wings of the armed 
forces who are responsible for the establishment 
of Bangla Desh. The President has rightly 
praised the bravery of our armed forces. In the 
same way the President has also paid tributes to 
the Indian people for their 

* Original speech in Tamil. 

great sacrifices in their contribution to the es-
tablishment of Bangla Desh. 

The people of Bangla Desh, unable to stand 
the repression in their own country by Pakistan 
took refuge in the Indian sub-continent. The 
Indian people welcomed them with burning 
enthusian and gave them food, clothing and 
shelter. This clearly shows the broad-minded-
ness of the Indian people. 

The President in his address has emphasised 
the need for land reforms and ceilings on land. 
He has also referred to the problem of 
unemployment and the steps taken by the 
government to eradicate unemployment. The 
Government and the Planning Commission 
should take concrete steps to reduce unemploy-
ment. 

The prices of commodities of daily necessity 
consumed by the people are rising particularly 
that of food. In this connection it is necessary to 
state the bare truth that the steps taken by 
Government to reduce prices have not been 
successful. 

The President has referred to many proposals 
in his address. But it is disappointing to note 
that that in his address, the President has not 
referred to the powers of the Central 
Government and the distribution of Powers 
between the Central and the State Governments. 
The demand that the State Governments also 
should share the powers of the Centre is a long 
standing demand. An Hon. Member of this 
House—the Member who is leaving once for all 
after the expiry of his term —while referring to 
this demand in his speech stated that the 
demand of the D.M.K. Govem-ment for State 
Autonomy is a demand for 'Complete State 
Autonomy.' A new term 'complete State 
Autonomy' has been given to this demand. 

But it has not stopped there. It has been 
further stated that the D.M.K.'s demand for 
complete autonomy was akin to self-determi-
nation under the cover of a threat, and it should 
be nipped in the bud. This is the charge made 
by the Member. The demand of the Dravida 
Munnetra Kazhagam for State Autonomy is a 
reasonable and justified demand but some 
insinuations have been made and motives have 
been imputed to it. 
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[Shri Kanchi Kaiyanasundaram] 
In this connection, 1 would like to quote a 

passage from a great leader who had captivated 
the hearts of not only India but also the whole 
world, who was respected by the world leaders, 
who fought and defeated British Imperialism 
and secured independence for India and who 
was responsible for the framing of the 
Constitution of India. The following are his 
words: 

"Wherein the said territories (the States) 
shall posssss and retain the status of auto-
nomous units together with the residuary 
powers and functions of Government and 
administration." 

These words are from none other tlian the 
Late Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, which were 
adopted as a historic Resolution by the consti-
tuent Assenbly on the 22nd November, 1947. 

I would like to assure this House that the 
Dravida Munntra Kazhagam will never even 
dream of endangering the unity of India. With 
these words I support the Motion of Thanks on 
the President's Address. 

Thank you. 

The House adjourned for lunch   at 
one of the clock. 

The House reassembled after lunch at two of 
the clock, MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair. 
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"Dear Dr. Misra,

I regret to have received a liberal donation 
of Rs. 25,000 on 11-1-72 from you for Kunwar 
Singh College vide Cheque No. HC. B/AE-
781116, dated 4-1-72, in favour of the Hindus-
tan Commercial Bank Ltd., Kanpur, just on 
the eve of the election. 

I am returning the cheque with thanks. 

Thanking you, 

Yours sincerely, RAM 
BINOD. Kunwar Singh 
College, Laheriasarai. 
Darbhanga. 
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"Received one sealed envelope from the 
Principal, Kunwar Singh College, Laheria-
sarai, containing a cheque for Rs. 25,000 
only. 

DR. JAGANNATH, MISHRA 
Camp Raj Guest House, 
Darbhanga. 19-1-72." 

SHRI       BRAHMANANDA       PANDA 
(Orissa):    Whal rubbish: 
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DR. VIDYA PRAKASH DUTT (Nominated):   
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, the President in has 
Address to the loint Session ot' the two Houses 
underlined the international situation.    He 
pointed out the important developments that have 
taken place in the last two years an! particularly 
in the last few months. Ths President in his 
Address said that one of the  most significant 
development that took. ' place was the meeting of 
Mr. Nixon with Mr. Chou En-lai and other 
Chinese leaders and the new international 
situation that has come about as a result of this 
meeting.   I believe, Sir, that this has been a 
momentous affairs and that we in India must 
understand both the nature of this understanding 
and the implications of it. I hope, therefore, you 
will permit me to spend a few minutes on 
analysing the Nixon-Chou meeting as well as the 
contacts between China 
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and the United States and their meaning for 
us. j 

It was not noticed then at that time, but I 
believe that the United States policy started 
changing since Mr. Nixon was elected 
President, and since Mr. Nixon proclaimed his 
Guam doctrine in December, 1969. Until then 
1 submit that the United States policy was pre-
dicated on the presumption that the United 
States should be ready to fight two and a half 
wars. It was based on the assumption of a war 
in Europe and a war in Asia simultaneously, 
and half a war consisted of being ready for any 
contingency anywhere in the world. As Mr. 
Nixon triumphed at the hustings in the United 
Sttes, the US President and the international 
situation changed substantially. The US 
strategy/scaled down to what I would call one 
and a half wars, that is to say, Mr. Nixon no 
longer believed that Washington would have to 
face wars both in Europe and in Asia at the 
same time. Washington nolongercounted as a 
serious or distinct possibility that China and 
the Soviet Union would fight together against 
the United States any more and, therefore, the 
United States need be ready only for one war 
at one time. In fact, this war was no longer to 
be with China. 

The Guam doctrine, which I have talked 
about, went further than this. It struck down 
the earlier belief so vociferously propagated by 
Washington among its Asian allies and friends 
until recently that China would provoke a 
conflict in Asia. The US administration 
proceeded on the belief that China was not 
likely to provoke any conflict in Asia, that 
China was not likely to start any conflagration 
in Asia. The United States saw a new identify 
of interests with Peking, a new identify of 
views with Peking, a new area of 
understanding. The Guan doctrine, therefore, 
not only restricted the possibility to one and a 
half wars, but it also embarked upon what I 
would call a new Asianisation which was to be 
different from the previous Asianisation of 
Eisenhower's time, that is of making Asians 
fight Asians.This was a different kind of 
Asianisation. And I should like to make a 
submission here about the nature of this new 
policy of the United States, the new policy of 
China and this relevance to India. The old 
Asianisation, if you will recall, was sought to 
be worked through a set of military alliances 
with conservative anti-Chinese Governments 
in Asia. As we know, the United States 
through a number of military alliances brought 
together into one forum a 

number of its military allias.  But the pievious 
balance that the United States had tried to build 
up, that had failed. The Humpty Dumpty fell from 
the wall, and it could not be put together again. 
And Mr. Nixon saw this failure more tlian 
anybody else. And therefore, Sir, I submit that 
Mr. Nixon was in sarch of a new balance, a 
balance whose chief pillar of support would be 
reconciliation with China.   It was obvious that a 
new assessment was under way in Washington, 
that a new strategy was in the offing and that a 
new policy was being unfolded in Asia.  Dr. 
Kissinger was the co-author of this policy.   And 
if I may remind the House, Dr. Kissinger is 
essentially a military security theorist.     All his 
training has  been in  classical German tradition 
and this tradition has been the tradition of balance 
of power.   And Dr. Kssinger believes only in the 
balance of power theory and nothing else. And 
that is why I have said that all his training was in 
classical German tradition and in the balance of 
power theory. And therefore, he is now engaged 
in creating a new balance of power, a new 
balance of force, in Asia.   And his strategy is to   
create a new equation in Asia of the United 
States, China and Pakistan.  All the old attempts 
had failed. A new attempt was now being made.  
And in this new equation that  Mr. Nixon has set 
his heart upon, Pakistan had an important place 
but not India.  Washington was so busy building 
up this new equation, this Washington-Peking-
Islamabad equation, that it was upset over its 
strategy being upset by India.   The developments 
in Bangla Desh and India's firm handling of the 
situation suddenly put a spoke tn the wheels of 
this new plan of creating a new United States-
China-Pakistan equation in Asia. It was for this 
reason that the United States and China both were 
so annoyed at the developments in Bangla Desh 
and al India's suddenly emerging as a purposeful, 
strong and powerful country in South East Asia. 

And if I may come to China now, China too 
had been steadily shifting its policies. The 
Chinese have also wanted to break the old 
power structure in the world. And Mao has 
always said, if I may remind this House,"Know 
your enemy" and concentrate against the chief 
enemy with all your resources. In the interests 
of fighting the chief enemy, you can subordinate 
your minor or secondary quarrels with others. 
Moscow is the chief enemy as far as Peking is 
concerned, the physiognomy has changed be-
yond recognition and the centre of hostility has 
shifted from Washington to Mocsow.   Peking 
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came to the conclusion that it was possible to 
achieve its objectives through a  dialogue with 
the United States, and that the time was ripe for 
such a dialogue.   And Mao spoke of the great 
reorganisation and the great new alignments 
taking place in the world. He obviously meant 
the new reorganisation, the new alignment of 
the United States, Peking and Islamabad 
against Moscow and India.  Peking therefore 
responded eagerly to    the overtures of 
Washinton. And I submit  that  both   sides 
made     concessions.     The     United    States 
obviously made a concession when  it recogni-
sed that ;China  was one, that  Taiwan was a 
bilateral issue between the mainland Chinese 
Government and the Government of Formosa. 
Therefore,   Washington     would     gradually 
withdraw its forces from Taiwan.    But the 
Chinese also made a concession.  As 3 P.M.     
Mr. Rogers said in his statement in the United 
States on March 7 that China had agreed to 
shelve the issue of Taiwan for the time being.  
Therefore, obviously there has been a 
concession from both the sides. So,  we can  
understand  why   Peking   was annoyed with 
India for having come in the way of the new 
strategy for the evolution of a new   
Washington-Peking-Islamabad equation. I 
suggest, Sir, that the United States for 20 years 
had followed a policy of containment of China 
and Asia.   So the core and the kernel of the U. 
S. policies in Asia was the containment of 
China. That policy has been abandoned; it has 
been given up. Similarly, for 20   years or more 
china had been regarding the United States as it 
chief enemy, the chief threat in Asia.  That 
policy has also gone.  That policy has also been 
given up.   Therefore, the two sides find 
considerable common ground among 
themselves, and this common ground is there 
for all to see. 

The President in his Address spoke about 
true relaxation coming. He hopes that true 
relaxation will come as a result of the Nixon-
Chou meet This is his hope. But it is only a 
hops. I have a feeling that the President was 
expressing a mute apprehension in this 
sentence that there was a fear that this may not 
be true relaxation, that possibly this 
relationship was a negative relationship, that 
possibly this relationship was going to be used 
against others. If this relationship was not 
going to be used against anybody else, then 
nobody would have any quarrel with it. But all 
the 

evidence so far shows that this relationship for 
the present at least is a negative relationship, 
that it would be used against others. 

At the same time, Sir, I would submit that 
the world is too complicated for a simplistic 
view of things and we need not rush to extreme 
conclusions. The United States and China are 
not in one camp, and all their interests do not 
converge. The United States relationship with 
the Soviet Union is also of fundamental 
importance. US relations with many other 
countries are also important. So also are the 
Chinese relations with other countries. And, 
therefore, it may be difficult for the two just to 
gang up against others. But I suggest that each 
of them will use this new relationship, the new 
opening towards the other as a fine lever of 
pressure in its dealings with other powers, big 
or small. This, to my mind, is the meaning of 
the Nixon-Chou mealing. 

We are not against China. I am personally 
not at all against China. I regard Chinese 
civilisation as a great civilisation and China 
historically a great country. In fact, we have 
indicated many times, and I recall the various 
statements that the Prime Minister has made 
offering contacts with China. Therefore, it is for 
China to decide whether or not she would like to 
normalise relations, whether or not she would 
like to establish healthier rconditions. The ball is 
now in the court of China. It is for Peking to 
decide what kind of relationship it should have 
with us. So far as India is concerned, we are 
willing, no matter what our relations with other 
countries, to have normal healthy relations with 
China as well as with other countries of the 
world. In such a situation I suggest that India is 
naturally and logically cut out for an 
independent role in world affairs. 

Some people have advised India to establish 
what they call a balanced relationship with all 
the big powers. We must, Sir, categorically 
reject the notion of so-called balanced rela-
tionship. What does that relationship mean? It 
would mean we do not follow independent 
policies. It would mean that we do not have a 
stand on any issue. It would mean that our 
policies should be determined by the desire to 
please, and by the fear not to offend, other big 
powers and other countries of the world It 
would mean a position of subservience, of 
servility and of subordination. I would there- 
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fore say it is for the big powers to strive to 
establish a balanced relationship with India by 
adopting just and fair policies and not for India 
to strive to establish a balanced relationship 
with them. 

Some people abroad have found a sudden 
virtue in our non-alignment and they are now 
lecturing to us on the need for remaining non-
aligned. For them our non-alignment, I am sure, 
would be co-terminous with neutralism, 
passivity, inertia and inactivity. If we are all 
that, then they would think that we are non-
aligned. To my mind, the two essential quali-
fications of non-alignment are (1) refusal to join 
any military block and (2) the capacity to take 
independent decisions on all issues before the 
world. On both these counts, India is fully non-
aligned. Non-alignment, I submit, has not only 
been a wave of the present but remains a wave 
of the future. There are many countries in 
South-east Asia and elsewhere who wish to day 
that they had been non-aligned earlier. 
Countries from Malaysia to Philippines now 
wish that they had been non-aligned earlier and 
are now striving to be non-aligned. Therefore, I 
suggest that it should be India's function to 
strengthen the role of non-alignment and to play 
a part in expanding the areas of peace. There 
can be no doubt now, and I think even the most 
doubting Thomases must have been convinced 
now, that the Indo-Soviet Treaty frustrated the 
plans of certain powers—that the plans were 
there, I think everybody would agree—to 
intervene in the crisis in this subcontinent and 
strengthened India's capacity to take 
independent decisions. I suggest to the 
Government that we should use this strength for 
reinforcing our non-alignment and our 
independence. 

Today Bangla Desh is a reality and the re-
emergence of India is also a reality. Those who 
fly in the face of facts, those who are un-
reconciled to the changed reality of this sub-
continent, those who have made it their business 
to give aid and comfort to militarism in Pakistan 
and continue to give Pakistan wrong advice and 
insincere counsel, those who are fanning the 
flames of tension and conflict between India and 
Pakistan, should realise that the game which 
failed in East Bengal will sooner or later fail in 
West Pakistan also. It is my conviction, Sir, from 
a close reading of the events in West Pakistan 
that, of course, in a somewhat different way, 
similar forces as those in Bangla Desh will 
gather strength in Pakistan, too.   Increas- 

ingly the people of Pakistan are going to 
demand democracy, freedom and social justice. 
The process of awakening has begun. The 
experience of history is that religion can bring 
people together but it cannot hold them to-
gether, and religion cannot be exploited as the 
basis of State. This is a lesson which our 
communalists here in India have to learn and 
which the communalists in Pakistan are just 
beginning to learn. I know that there are posi-
tive and negative forces and factors in Pakistan, 
that there is a sharp struggle going on between 
the two, between those who want the advance of 
freedom and democracy and good relations with 
India and social justice at home, and those who 
want to continue to depend on bigotry and 
intolerance and on religious hatreds. But I am 
sure of the outcome of the struggle and I say, 
we should proffer our hand of friendship to the 
people of Pakistan. 

One chapter has ended and another has 
begun. The chapter of instigated and provoked 
hatred, unnatural divisions, intolerance ar.d 
bigotry, is coming to an end very soon. What 
the people of Bangla Desh and India were 
fighting for were the cherished values of free-
dom, equality, individual dignity. It was a 
struggle for a more just society. We have no 
quarrel with the people of Pakistan. We are, in 
fact, I would say, partners in the common 
struggle against dictatorship tyranny, sup-
pression and exploitation. I would suggest, let 
us take the initiative, let there be an open border 
between India and Pakistan, let theic be a 
people-to-people diplomacy between India and 
Pakistan for a change, let the windows be open, 
let the channels of communication be open, let 
the people come to know each other. After all, 
we cannot resolve all our problems with 
Pakistan in one shot, in one stroke. The structure 
of friendship will have to be built brick by brick. 
And, therefore, among tlie first thing to be done 
is to promote trade and to promote individual 
contacts. I say let us take the initiative, let India 
show more magnanimity. We have no quarrel 
with the people of Pakistan. Let there be an 
open border between us, let there be open 
communications between India and Pakistan, let 
the people of this country and that country come 
to know each other more, let that process which 
was disrupted in 1947 resume again. 1 say in the 
end that the time is coming when the peoples of 
the three countries of this sub-continent will 
come together and that will be the day when the 
voice of India, Bangla Desh and West 
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Pakistan wiH ba jointly heard in the councils of 
the world. 

2/Lt. K. P. SINGH DEO (Orissa): Mr. Deputy 
Chairman, I take this opprtunity to pay my 
salutations and my respect to the gillant and 
brave men of the Armed Forces who have given 
us victory in this Indo-Pakistan war. And in this 
context I remember the words of Churchill 
during the battle of Britian when he had said, 
"Never has so much been owed by so many to so 
few." And it is in this context that the President's 
Address is a sad disappointment. Whereas 
before the elections we read in the newspapers 
that the Prime Minister had been writing 
personal letters to the widows of jawans and that 
the Government had come out with liberal 
schemes for pension and other concsssions, the 
President's Address does not make a mention of 
any of these concessions and these concessions 
are conspicuous by their absence from the 
Address. The victory which our Armed Forces 
have won in the Eastern Sector would have been 
more complete in the Western Sector if we had 
not had a hasty cease-fire two days before our 
Armed Forces were going to strike and if that 
action which was approved by the South Block 
here had not been nipped in the bud on the 17th 
evening, it would have given us a complete 
control of the Chamb area where today the 
Pakistanis are sitting tight, and their capacity for 
mischief, aided and abetted by both the Ameri-
cans and the Chinese, would have been 
minimised, and, maybe, we might have got 
General Tikka Khan and his troops in Sailkot to 
surrender as General Naizi, and that would have 
solved the Indo-Pakistan problem for quite 
sometime. But we failed and we missed the bus 
miserably. Maybe, it has got us a political 
victory. But militarily and strategically, in my 
opinion, we have slipped badly. In his Address 
the President has made references to the 
paramilitary forces. And it is just a passing 
reference. Out Territorial Army, in particular, 
has done very well in the 1962, 1965 and even 
in the 1971 operations. It has done its role not 
only as a second line of defence, but it has 
fought with tlie regular army in the front line 
and it has faced the same bullets of the enemy 
forces as the regular army Ii is faced. But the sad 
thing today is that those people who are in the 
Territorial Army are civilians who arc asked to 
done military uniforms and go to the front line 
and fight side 

by side with our regular forces. They are 
uprooted from their civil avocations. There is no 
way of rehabilitating them and the Presidential 
Address has not promised them any benefit such 
as pensionary benefit. A T.A. Jawan is expected 
to serve for 15 years before retirement and an 
officer embodied is expected to serve till he 
reaches the age of fifty. After embodying him 
for 15 solid years and after extracting work out 
of an officer till he reaches the age of fifty 
years, what is the terminal gratuity they are 
given? A Jawan is given hardly Rs. 1,500 which 
comes to his one month pay per year of 
embodied service. And an officer at the age of 
fifty gets only Rs. 12,000 as terminal gratuity. 
As the Supreme Commen-der of the Armed 
Forces the President, and the Prime Minister in 
her capacity as such, have taken great credit for 
the massive military victory which our Armed 
Forces have won for us. I hope they will look 
into these matters also and see that justice is 
done to the members of the Territorial Army 
peisonncl. 

Just at this time on the eve of President 
Bhuto's visit to Soviet Union, there is a sinister 
move on the part of the Soviet Union to force us 
into a collective security arrangement or 
another Tashkent type of agreement. Last 
time,after the 1965 operation, government here 
lost the territories which our Armed Forces had 
won for us over the conference table at 
Tashkent. They had won those territories with 
their blood and guts and lives. I sincerely 
hope—I can do nothing but hoping—that 
government will not repeat the same mistake 
this time and betray our Armed Forces by 
giving concessions to President Bhuto when he 
comes here. I also hope that they will not yield 
to any Pressurisation from the super powers or 
Soviet Union who has stood by us during the 
Indo-Pakistan conflict and return any of the 
territories which our Armed Forces have won 
for us. If it is done, that can do incalculable 
harm to our security and to our defence of the 
country. 

We have lot of lessons to learn after the war. 
Especially this war has led to realignment of 
forces and brought out perfidious action of 
some of our allies during the Indo-Pakistan 
conflict and also for-reaching consequences are 
taking place in the Indian Ocean where various 
powers are trying to establish their bases. The 
Soviet Union has got its Navy and its expanding 
submarine arm; the Americans have their 
Enterprise and the Seventh Fleet setting up 
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communication basis; there is deployment of 
long-range under-watcr missle system and 
orbital bombarding system; there is decision by 
China to test its IRBMs and ICBMs; Japanese 
and Commonwealth Naval exercises are there; 
and various powers are interested in doing 
researches on the ocean beds there. 

And, Sir, our own Navy, in this context, 
should be developed and our own technology as 
well as oceanography and nuclear technology 
should be viewed in the light of the motivation 
the technological and strategic motivation of the 
various powers. The Prime Minister has been 
saying that we will not go nuclear. 1 would like 
to urge, through you. Sir, upon the Government 
to take the people and Parliament into 
confidence and spell out the reasons why we 
should not go nuclear in spite of these deve-
lopments, whether it is to our military or 
strategic benefit or not to go unclear or whether 
it is due to economic factors. Then only, Sir, I 
think, we will be able to contribute in a more 
worthwhile way. 

Sir, the President's Address is again dis-
appointing in that it does not mention anything 
about removing the inequalities, the regional 
imbalances, etc. and in this respect, 1 would like 
to say that my home state, Orissa, which is a 
very economically backward and under-
developed region, needs constant attention of 
the Government, because the State Government 
does not have resources, adequate resources, of 
its own to develop it and to harness the great 
potentialities that are available. Orissa is also a 
flood-and drought-and cyclone-affected area. As 
you would have seen, Orissa, for the last fifteen 
or sixteen years, has had alternatively droughts 
and Hoods and during the last five years there 
were two unprecedented cyclones which broke 
the backbone and shattered the economy of ihe 
poor State of Orissa and in this respect, tlie State 
Government has been demanding from the 
Centre for some permanent solution to the 
problems of droughts and floods. I believe, Sir, 
the Dutch Export from the UN had also been 
sent to Orissa to study the cyclone situa-tij.i 
there and to suggest ways and means to 
minimise the effect of cyclone. So, I should be 
grateful if the Government could come out with 
concrete proposals and enlighten this House as 
to what they propose to do. 

As far as garibi hatao and the removal of 
unemployment are concerned, well, it has 
served the Government well and it has served 
the Government as a platform on which the 
Government had received a massive mandate 
from the people not only in the mid-term elec-
tions to Parliament, but also in the recent 
Assembly elections. The steps which are being 
proposed to be taken or what the Government 
contemplates to do to achieve these two things 
are conspicuous by their absence. On the whole, 
Sir. this Address is disappointing and in my 
opinion, it is not even worth the paper on which 
it is written. There is one heartening feature in 
this Address and that is that the Government is 
trying to bring forward a legislation on air 
pollution. Sir, air pollution has created world-
wide interest and even in the UN, pollution is a 
subject which is arousing the interest of all and 
air pollution cannot be taken up is isolation, but 
in its totality, along with environmental 
pollution, and the use of natural resources must 
be planned properly ar.d I hope, Sir, that the 
Government will give a deep thought to it and 
see that a comprehensive environmental 
pollution prevention programme is undertaken 
and concrete steps are taken in this direction. 

Sir, before I conclude, I would like to men-
tion that the year 1972 is the year for the Olym-
pics and for a great and populous country like 
ours, the performance of our sportsmen in the 
Olympics has been very dismal. Although the 
gold medal won in an Olympic game does not 
go with the spirit of the Olympics, it does give 
an idea as to the quality of the sportsmen of our 
country. 

Government have been in charge of pro-
moting sports in this country for the last 25 
years, ;u.d this is direct index ol the faflure i I its 
sports policy. J hope this time during iItc 
selections Government will see that there are 
fair selections. 

There are 21 events in the Olympics, one of 
which is rowing in which our oarsmen have 
been very successful. For the last four seasons, 
we have been champions of South East Asia. I 
hope Government will see that there is a 
rowing representation in the Olympics this 
time. 

Thank you very much. 
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4 P.M. 

SHRI SITARAM JAIPUR1A (Uttar 
Pradesh): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, I am very 
happy to associate myself with the Motion of 
Thanks by our revered Rashtrapatiji. He being 
the first citizen of the country, it is but necessary 
that we all give him due respect and dignity that 
he deserves not only because of the high office 
but because of the vision with which he has 
presented his Presidential Address at the joint 
sitting of Parliament. There is, however, one 
thing which strikes to me, Mr. Vice-Chairman. 
While the Address notes the hopes and as-
pirations of the people, but if the past per-
formance is any indication, I am constrained to 
say that the President's Address does not in any 
way bring to light those particular spots 

on which the failure of the Government, not 
because of their intentions but because of the 
actions, has proved beyond doubt. Certainly, the 
image of India has improved considerably not 
only on the democratic field but also on the 
international field, and I would like to falicitate 
our Prime Minister for the great position that 
she has achieved in the international world, and 
1 may say that she has become a solitary 
national hero today. Nevertheless we cannot 
forget that it is not only the image of the Prime 
Minister which is reflected in the image of the 
country no doubt, it is the country's own 
prosperity which should ultimately reflect the 
country's image all over the world. It is light in 
the sun which reflects all over the universe and 
not the light of the universe itself which reflects 
in the sun. It is for tliat reason, because one is 
complementary to the other, that I would like to 
devote more time to the national aspects of our 
country's present situation and then I am quite 
certain that the international image will itself 
take care to a large extent. 

One of the finest things that has happened in 
the recent conflict lias been that for the first time 
in the world history, Mr. Vice-Chairman, two 
great countries, the United States and China 
have been completely isolated from the friends 
of their own circle. On the one side* the United 
States of America has been isolated; from 
countries like Britain, Germany, France and 
many others, on the other China has also been 
isolated from the other countries like Poland, 
Czechoslovakia etc. And when it is said that 
there is always friendship between those two 
nations or individuals who are both solitary, it is 
no wonder that they should both join hands 
together. But this is a thing which should not 
disturb us. In fact, if the joining of the hands is 
in the larger interest of the world peace, every 
one of us should welcome it, 

I would like to say when the President in his 
Address, in paragraph 4, said, "When I 
addressed you last year, 1 called upon you to 
give undivided attention to economic and social 
transformation." I would like to know, since the 
last Address of the President, what exact 
attention has been paid to the economic and 
social transformation. To my mind, it has been 
more of a lip expression than the actual work 
that has been done in the field. Has the 
prosperity of the country increased? If the 
prosperity of the country has not in- 



165 Motion of Thanks [16 MAR. 1972] on President's Address      166 

creased in spite of whatever we may try to 
prove, repetitions of an untruth a hundred 
times cannot make one truth. I would, 
therefore, say that this social transformation 
has not been achieved because the economic 
prosperity of the country has not developed as 
well as we would like it to be. 

In fact, the President, further said that the 
peace on our borders is still uneasy and 
vigilance cannot be relaxed. True, vigilance 
cannot be relaxed. But the vigilance can also 
be maintained, Mr. Vice-Chairman, if the 
prosperity of the country increases in all dif-
ferent aspects of the country's economy. Eco-
nomy will bring political stability and political 
stability and economic stability together will 
bring prosperity to the country, and if the 
prosperity is to the country, it is to the whole 
nation, to every citizen of this country. The 
President has very rightly noted that "the slow 
progress in the industrial sector, however, has 
been causing concern." If this one particular 
aspect which is causing concern could have 
been taken care of, I for one am convinced 
that most of the problems would have been 
solved. 

Let us now look to the industrial licensing 
policy. There are some extremists here who 
say that the licensing policy should be 
completely abolished while there are others 
who feel that the licensing policy is the only 
panacea for all the problems. I feel that while 
the industrial licensing policy to a certain 
extent has been a check on the development of 
industries, on the other side, the licensing 
policy has also acted as a fillip to a few and 
has stopped the progress for many others. 
Instances are not lacking where licences have 
been taken away by many big houses and 
individuals, individuals who have never been 
in business, individuals who do not know what 
exactly business is. Instances are also not 
lacking where those very persons either have 
sold those licences to others for some 
pecuniary gain or they have not utilised them, 
thus blocking the capacity for other 
entrepreneurs who would have been able to 
establish industries within a short time. In fact, 
many times many of the industries suffer 
because the basic raw material for those 
industries depends on other industries. And if 
some of them belong to the public sector. I am 
not in any way undermining them; I only say 
it with all respect—then the public sector 
undertakings get away with a nicely drafted 
letter, forgetting about the consequences 
which 

it will  have   on the entire economy of the 
country. It is in this context that I say that the 
licensing policy and system which has come to 
stay in this country and which it is difficult to 
abolish in the circumstances that are there now, 
should be modified in such a manner that it does 
not act as a hindrance but acts as a tool of 
further development.   I would submit that if 
any person has taken a licence and has not 
implemented it within a certain period of time, 
the Government should take care that licences 
are not given in future to those persons.  That 
would be one way of ensuring that the rated 
capacities are not affected. There are instances 
also where people have got licence for a certain 
capacity but that capacity has been far exceeded 
with the Government looking on as a silent 
spectator. Instances are also not lacking where it 
has taken nearly five years, a full Plan period, 
for the Government  to  decide  whether the 
licence for a particular item should be given or 
not.  And, Mr. Vice-Chairman, it has come to 
this stage that everybody is running from one 
Ministry to another in order somehow to get 
over the problems that they are facing. In this 
context, I have my own doubts if the artik 
swaraj which our President has mentioned in his 
Address and   which everyone of us wants to 
achieve, can ever be achieved.   Artik swaraj 
may not mean only development of industries, 
but artik swaraj naturally means that everybody 
should be free from the problems of earning 
their bread and they should also be useful 
citizens of the country who can be engaged in 
useful occupations so that they can maintain 
themselves and their families. What is happen-
ing these days? I am particularly worried that 
the intelligentisia of our country, especially the 
middle class people, are the worst hit. We have 
seen many Budgets and this evening we are 
going to hear another Budget.   But if the 
prievious Budgets are any indication, the people 
in the income group Rs. 2,000 to Rs. 3,000 will 
be the worst hit.   The intelligentsia is asked to 
engage themselves only in earning their bread 
and butter and in maintaining their families and 
they are denied the opportunity, which they 
rightly deserve and for which they have capacity 
in their mind, to put the country on the right 
road and to tell the people how the country 
should behave.   Instead they are asked not to go 
on these lines but only to take care of their own 
families and somehow to retain  their  reputation  
and  status  to  live. 
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[Shri Sitaram Jaipuria]   
I have my doubts if any country in the world 

has ever progressed without the progress of thi 
intelligentsia class, the middle class and the 
upper middle class, who are supposed to be the 
backbone of the entire country.   Even if large 
industries are taken into consideration, it is a 
great misnomer.   If a corporation is headed by 
a cjrtain individual, it does not belong to him.   
It belongs to thousands and thousands of 
shareholders.   When the Government takes 
over a concern, the Government pleads that it is 
utilising it for the public benefit.   Let me put it 
straight to the Government. Government 
budget, Government income, always depends 
on the expenditure. But in the case of a private 
individual or a private company, his or its 
expenditure will depend on the income that he 
derives.   And if it is taken into consideration 
that a public corporation or an institution does 
not belong to him, is not his paternal property 
but the property of the nation, of the people 
because it is the people who make the nation, 
then, to think that he owns that particular 
concern or enterprise is the biggest misnomer. 
When many of my friends who pose as extreme 
socialists say that the policies of the Govern-
ment have made the rich richer and the poor 
poorer I quite agree with them to a very, very, 
great extent.   And why?   The simple fact is it 
is the corporations or the institutions which 
have grown poorer.   It is their use of money, it 
is their resources which are being dried up 
rather than that of an individual because an 
individual's income cannot increase, it    will be 
the same. We have to make both ends meet. If 
somebody is dishonest, it can apply to every 
section of the population, whether it is a worker 
or an industrialist or a politician or a Govern-
ment officer.   Anybody who wants to be dis-
honest has plenty of options  open to him. But 
that does not necessarily mean that everybody 
is dishonest. What we have to see is that people 
are not made to be dishonest.   Laws are made 
for the average man.   They are not made for 
angels and rogues.   Angels do not need them 
and rogues do not care for them. In such 
circumstances, if laws are made for average 
people, I do feel that tke country will be on a 
better ground to stand and progress. There is 
this biggest misfortune of the industrial and 
trading class in this country.   Take, for 
instances,    contributions    to    the   National 
Defence Fund during the war.    Can anyone 
say that the industry, the trading community, 
has not contributed to the National Defence 

Fund?   They have contributed to it.   It may be 
that they have not contributed as much as you 
expected them to.  It may be that some of them 
have not contributed.    But they have, by and 
large,   contributed.   But just to take a particular 
section, a "particular class, and to point out that 
the entire class does not serve the community, is, 
I think, the biggest misfortune in this country.   
Even during the war period if supplies had not 
been maintained by the industry and trade as a 
whole, the Generals, our jawans, and all other 
persons who were on the battlefront would have 
been starved for want of them.  True, there are 
black sheep in every class,  in every community.   
But that does not necessarily mean   that one   
person should be picked up in the entire class and 
then the entire class should be condemned.   You 
either punish the particular person for the wrong 
thing or you reward him for the good thing.  That 
is the only way by which you can convert the 
individual into a better person for the welfare of 
the country.  But if every person is supposed to 
hear day in and day out, I am sure even the best 
person will have the tendency to think, why 
should I be a better one?   He will behave in a 
manner that will suit him most. I would most 
humbly urge on the President and the 
Government of India because they have 
mentioned that industrial peace is the sheet-
anchor for the country's progress and the 
President has even said that there should be a 
five-year moratorium on strikes and lock-outs in 
the country. But what we see in the country is if 
workers go on strike, they are told, you should 
not have done it, but any way, now that you have 
already struck work, well, something will be 
done.  But if an employer does a lock- out, he is 
told, you will be punished under the law. You 
say it because there it is a single individual.  I do 
not mind an employer being punished if he has 
broken the law.   But the law should apply 
everywhere. 

The Union persons are from outside the 
industry. They are not in the industry itself. 
And such people are looking after the welfare 
of the workers. If the workers strike, their 
pockets are not affected. I would, therefore, 
urge that the trade union movement in this 
country should not only be rearranged, but 
should be adjusted in a manner that the trade 
unions should be run by persons who actually 
are working in the industry and not by those 
persons who are inducted from outside the 
industry.   This is in the interests of both the 
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workers and the industry. I am quite con-
vinced that the present arrangement is not 
going to help either sector and will be a great 
loss to the country and to the industry in 
which they work. 

I would like to say that clothing, housing and 
food are the most essential items to make a 
man happy in this world and if these are 
provided every citizen of this country will feel 
proud.  But while great attention is being paid 
to programmes for providing water, electricity 
and credit to farmers and they have made 
headway and while credit from public and co-
operative institutions is flowing into develop-
ment of irrigation, particularly ground water 
resources, I have to say one thing.   I am for all 
these.   In one of the sugar factories with 
which  I  am  connected,  more than  80,000 
growers are attached to it.  I know fairly well 
that  the  tubewells  were  being  constructed. 
But most of them have not been completed. 
Such of them as have been completed are out 
of order because there is no electric connection 
to make the motors work.   And power is not 
being utilised in such of them as are working 
because farmers cannot afford to utilise power 
for the simple reason that the electric charges 
levied by the Electricity Board at the instance 
of the Central Government are so high that 
they consider them beyond their reach. What I 
want to say is that if the money is flowing, it 
should not be wasted.   Let the flow be in a 
manner that the growth of the region and the 
agricultural produce will be substantial. 

Similarly, in the matter of clothing. The 
President has referred to the Bangla Desh pro-
blem and every citizen of the country feels 
proud of the way in which it has been tackled. 
It is one of the best things that could have 
happened to any country. It has more or less 
solved the problem that we have been facing 
and because of that today our heads are high. 
But prices are going up. Prices won't come 
down because of government measures alone. 
It is not like Napoleon telling River Nile Thus 
far and no ferther. It is mainly because the 
purchasing power of the people has gone down 
to such an extent that any rise in price is con-
sidered by them out of their reach and means. 
Why have prices gone up? One of the most * 
important factors is the excise duty that has 
been levied. The people at large do not exactly 
know what percentage of the price goes as 
excise duty.   There are some items where 60 

or 70 per cent of the cost goes as excise duty. 
Excise duty is necessary. Taxation is essential in 
a civilised society. But the people who pay the 
tax or excise duty are absolutely entitled to 
know how much of the tax is properly utilised. 
If the taxes are properly utilised, in the long run 
self-generated economy based on those taxes can 
create a condition by which the citizens of 
tomorrow in particular will not have to go on 
paying tax. If that condition is likely to be 
achieved, the present generation would not mind 
paying higher taxes. In this context, I would 
most humbly suggest that government must 
reorient their tax structure in such a way that the 
citizens of today and tomorrow have the 
confidence that the taxes that they are paying 
today will be utilised properly so that they will 
not be asked to make any more sacrifices in this 
direction. 

There is no doubt that the President's 
Address mentions that nothing great has ever 
been achieved without consistent endeavour 
and sacrifice. 

And, Sir, he has also reminded us that the 
war against poverty is no less heroic than 
military actions. I entirely endorse his views 
and 1 do hope that the poverty which is still 
spreading in this country will stop not because 
of the Government's orders, rules or regula-
tions, but because of the steps that will have to 
be taken to see that it is not poverty tbat is 
distributed, that it is not the wealth of the few 
that is distributed, but conditions are so created 
to bring about economic prosperity in the 
country so that everyone of us can share the 
blessings. 

Thank you, Mr. Vice-Chairman, for having 
given me this opportunity to speak. 

THE VICE-CHAIRMAN (SHRI AKBAR 
ALI KHAN):  Yes, Mr. Lakshmana Gowda. 

* SHRI U. K. LAKSHMANA GOWDA 
(Mysore): Mr. Vice-Chairman, Sir, with your 
permission I wish to express my views on the 
notable Address by President to both Houses of 
Parliament given in this important year. 

There is no doubt that the President has 
been kind enough to refer to many important 
matters in his address. Even so, some other 
matters have not been referred to by him. 

* Orginal speech in Kannada. 
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[Shri U. K. Lakshmana Gowda] 
He has begun his address with a reference to 

Bangla Desh. The courage shown by men and 
officers of our armed forces in the Bangla Desh 
Struggle and the firmness with which our Prime 
Minister acted in getting Bangla Desh liberated 
deserve our commendation. Our country was 
able to help Bangla Desh in achieving their 
independence and for this we have to 
congratulate the Prime Minister, Smt. Indira 
Gandhi, for her great rest-raint and 
commendable fortitude and skill. They dis-
charged their duty despite opposition by many 
countries of the world and we all congratulate 
the government and the Prime Minister for this 
and in so doing I am only doing my duty. 

Sir, the President has referred, among other 
things, to the matter of self-sufficiency in food. 
We have achieved self-sufficiency although we 
passed through the problem of war and of 
refugees. As a result of this recent conflict, the 
aid that was coming to us from America has 
been stopped and in such a situation it is im-
perative that we become self-sufficient and we 
stand on our own feet and try to solve our 
problems. This is the main point made by the 
President and it is heartening to hear these 
points from the President. We should pay 
greater attention to agriculture. In recent years 
the monsoon has been helping us as a result of 
which our green revolution has been a success 
and we have had good crops. The President has 
said that prices should be controlled. The farmer 
should get all the means so that he is in a 
position to increase food production and only 
then can our green revolution succeed. The 
President has not laid much stress on it. 

A lot has been said about land reforms which 
are very necessary. Every political party is in 
favour of land reforms. Various laws have also 
been made to bring about land reforms. But the 
implementation of these laws has been delayed. 
We should take immediate steps to confer 
ownership rights on tenants. This is the first 
requirement after which many other things can 
follow. The present laws regarding transfer of 
ownership rights to tenants cause a lot of delay 
and the tenants have to take recourse to law 
courts before they can get the ownership right. 
Therefore, in my opinion, greater attention 
should be paid in this direction. 

The President has also referred to land 
ceiling in his Address. Government is trying to 
bring down the ceiling of land holdings. Efforts 
in this direction are being made in the States 
also. But we should not view this matter from a 
political angle or with an eye on elections. We 
should not think that lower the ceilings the 
better it would be. The opinion of experts 
should be taken in this matter. It is being said 
that rich people in the villages should be taxed. 
This step might be well-received in villages. But 
so far as ceilings are concerned we are not 
getting the opinion of experts. Some people say 
that the ceiling should be 6 acres, others feel 
that it should be 10 acres while many others say 
that it should be 12 acres. But all this talk is of 
no avail. Whatever has to be decided should be 
decided on the advice of experts so that 
production in agriculture is not affected 
adversely. If this is not done we might have to 
face a crisis caused by shortage of food 
production and stoppage of foodgrain import. It 
is, therefore, necessary to fix the ceilings in 
consultation with experts taking into 
consideration the nature of land and the climatic 
conditions. 

I now come to industries. The President has 
said in his Address that there is great scope of 
improvement in the industrial sector and that 
production in that sector is still not satisfactory. 
From the recently published Economic Survey 
Report we learn that the rate of growth, which 
was 7 per cent in 1969 is not even 3^ % now. 
This is a matter of great concern. So we should 
pay greater attention towards industrial 
development and remove the shortcomings. The 
way our public sector undertakings are 
functioning is not a matter of pride for us. While 
I do feel that the public sector should grow yet it 
would not be desirable to make good the losses 
suffered by them due to bad management by 
increasing taxes. As Mr. Jaipuriajust now said, 
we should encourage our industries to grow. If 
we want to become self-reliant, public sector 
alone cannot help us in becoming self reliant. 
Mr. Bhupesh Gupta and others have given 
notice of many amendments to the motion of 
thanks for the Presidents Address. The burden 
of these amendments is that mixed economy is 
not good and that we should follow the pattern 
of Soviet Union and similar other countries. I, 
however, feel that the mixed economy that we 
have adopted in our country is good; it has 
provided sufficient encouragement for 
development. If 
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we have both the sectors, it would encourage a 
healthy competition between the two. The 
private sector industries are better run than the 
public sector industries. The production in this 
sector is also greater while the cost of 
production is much less. In view of all this I feel 
that the policy of mixed economy should be 
continued in the country. The President has not 
paid any particular attention to this in his 
Address. 

We are now talking of economic Swarajya. I 
do appreciate the idea. But if we want to 
achieve economic Swarajya, we shall have to 
bring about quite a lot of development in the 
industrial and agricultural sectors. Mr. Jai-puria 
was saying that the prices of consumer goods 
have gone up. According to him it is done to the 
face that excise duty and sales tax have gone up 
by 20-25 % and it has become difficult for 
people to purchase things. A perusal of annual 
budgets reveals the fact that the direct and 
indirect taxes have been increasing from year to 
year. How can we make the consumer goods 
available to the people when the incidence of 
customs and Sales taxes makes their prices 
prohibitive? If we do not keep a check on the 
price line it can lead to serious difficulties. 
Therefore, this matter should be attended to, 
Moreover experts are of the view that heavy 
taxation does not necessarily yield 
proportionately higher revenue. Some people 
feel that the incidence of taxation is already 
very high in this country. We should make a 
comparative study of the tax structure in other 
countries to take suitable action on the basis of 
that. 

A reference to the Indo-Soviet Treaty has 
been made in para 29 of the Address. This 
treaty is good. This will have to be admitted by 
all. In the past we had to face many difficulties. 
Following this treaty we got help from the 
Soviet Union for which we are thankful. Our 
Prime Minister deserves praise for the timely 
conclusion of this treaty. 

I would now like to say a few words about 
commercial crops. In his Address the President 
spoke about agriculture and industries but he 
did not speak much about commercial crops. 
Commercial crops earn foreign exchange for us. 
If we encourage crops like tea, coffee, rubber, 
etc. we can benefit the rural people a lot. In the 
hilly area of Malenad there has been increase in 
the procurement of commercial crops.    It 
would, therefore, not be 

good to neglect the commercial crops because 
through them we can also provide employment 
to thousands of people. 

The President also referred to rural em-
ployment and rural housing. Housing facilites in 
plantations and neighbouring areas have 
increased. If we can further enlarge this facility 
it would help greater development of the rural 
areas. Those who have been able to retain land 
after the introduction of land reforms, they can 
construct houses on their own land. But the 
landless labour have no land to build houses on. 
They have thus to face the problem of housing 
therefore Government should pay more 
attention towards the development of 
plantations in the hills and rural areas. This 
could help in eradicating of rural 
unemployment. 

The President has also made a reference to 
the recent elections. There is a lot of debate 
going on about elections held in West Bengal 
between C.P.I. (Marxist) and the CPI. and the 
Congress. Many things have been said here. I 
only want to say this, that even though the 
elections were not properly conducted and even 
thoughthere were difficulties during the 
elections, we should not be excited now. The 
elections have been held and people have 
elected their representatives. By getting excited 
we would not be serving the canse of 
democracy. Elections are now over and people 
haveelected their representatives. So we should 
give the elected people a chance to iorm their 
govern- ments. 

After all, elections are held after every five 
years. After five years when the elections are 
again held these political parties can again try 
to win the support of the people and get their 
candidates elected. Therefore this matter of 
elections should not be magnified and agita-
tated. This is what'I wish to tell my C.P.M. 
friends who along with some other members 
have been saying that elections were not fair in 
West Bengal and Jammu and Kashmir. How-
ever, the Government and the Election Com-
mission should pay more attention to this 
problem so that in future people may not be in a 
position to complain and no blame may come 
to democracy. We should all bear this in mind. 

With these words, Sir, I support the motion 
of thanks on the President's Address. 

Thank you. 
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SHRT M. N. KAUL (Nominated): Mr. 
Vice-Chairman, Sir, let me first deal with one 
point, namely. the language of the President's 
Address A point has been made by a number 
of speakers that the language used is not 
strong. In particular a number of speakers 
drew attention to the observation of the 
President to the effect that there was great 
disappointment in our country at the lack of 
sympathy displayed by the Government of 
the United States of America towards the 
struggle of the people of Bangladesh for their 
democratic rights and fundamental freedom. 
Several speakers stated that this was very 
mild language, but they omitted to bring to 
the notice of the House the subsequent 
sentence which said: 

"Public opinion in the United States of 
America has expressed this sympathy in 
abundant measure and has been critical of 
the policies of the erstwhile military regime 
of Pakistan. This gives us hope that our 
relations with the United States of America, 
based on mutual respect and understanding, 
will not be allowed to deteriorate." 

Now, Sir, as Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru pointed 
out very early, when this whole procedure of 
Address by the President was started in our 
country, the President's Address to 
Parliament is not intended to be a fighting 
political speech. It is a pronouncement of 
importance by the Head of the State. It is true 
tliat the policies that it enunciates are those 
of the Government but it is important that in 
a pronouncement of such great significance 
made at the opening session of Parliament 
the language that is used should be one of 
moderation and dignity. That was the concept 
which Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru set in all the 
speeches from the very beginning that so far 
as President's Address is concerned the 
words used should be chosen with care and 
should befit the occasion and the strength in 
the Address should come from the 
moderation of the language used. 

Apart from that I am not one of those 
who believe that in international politics 
once a country is a friend, it is always a 
friend. I think the basic concept behind non-
alignment is that friendships are developed; 
of course, while they last, they are good and 
to the benefit of the country but it should 
always be remembered that it is not our 
concept that we should make any country a 
permanent enemy.   It is 

well to remember as the President has pointed 
out—it is implied in his observations—we should 
never forget   Vietnam. Two  American Presi-
dents, perhaps three, have fought to the  bitter end 
tn Vietnam but ultimately the stveghtnh of the 
Vietnamese people and its reaction on American   
public   opinion     compelled    the present 
President to reverse that policy.    So we have to 
balance these two things, the policy of the 
Government of the day which the Prime Minister 
has condemned in her political speeches in 
language that is sutiable for the occasion, and also 
the    public opinion in the a United States, Our 
ultimate belief must be that public opinion in the 
United States will gather momentum and force 
the President to adopt a policy which fits in with 
the developing circumstances.  Already it is 
reported that the United States will soon 
recognise Bangla Desh.   We should also 
remember that President Nixon himself was one 
of the strongest anti-Communists in the United 
States but he has reversed his policy during his 
Presidential tenure.   So it is well to remember  
that nations   would have certain policies in their 
own interests and on their own reading of the 
situation and they are likely to change their 
policies suddenly and we may not know the 
timing.   Therefore it is well to have a policy of 
good and friendly relations.  Of   course  we   
should   express   our opinion strongly and we 
have certainly expressed our resentment at the 
policies of the United States in regard to this 
matter in a language which is well known to the 
House. 

Now, Sir, in this one year from March 
1971 to March 1972 we have compressed his-
tory which may have taken decades to develop. 
That is a vital point so far as this period is con-
cerned. We had a big electoral victory in the 
elections to the Lok Sabha, then there was the 
victory in war and now the resounding victory 
in the elections to the Assemblies. My point is 
that these three events signify and crystallise 
the stability  and strength of the Government 
of the country. Today we have a Government 
which is strong enough to announce its policies 
and implement them. The crucial test is whether 
during the remainder of the life of this 
Parliament Govcn.mcnt will be able to deliver 
the goods. When I say 'deliver the goods', I 
mean not that the Goven ment will be able to 
abolish the age old poverty in the country but 
what 1 mean is thai there should te policies 
which will be noticed by the people; that is to 
say, some changes that are brought about 
should be clearly visible however small 
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they may be towards the improvement of the 
condition of the people. People should feel that 
there is some progress, that conditions are 
getting better from year to year and the present 
feeling that conditions are getting worse, 
poverty is multiplying and all that should go. 
That is the vital thing to be remembered in this 
connection. 

Now Sir, I recall to mind an observation which 
Stalin made to Harriman which he quoted while 
addressing Members of Parliament here. Stalin 
said to Harriman in a private conversation that   
communism    breeds   in the cesspools of 
capitalism.  Now, it is these cesspools of 
capitalism which we have to eliminate. Wherever 
there is oppression, wherever there is extreme 
poverty, all those places, all those bacilli  which  
are functioning in the various organisations, they 
have   to   be eliminated, and they can be 
eliminated not only by the hard work of the 
people as a whole, but also by the policies of the 
Government. At any rate, I have one feeling that 
in future—I may prove wrong—there may not be 
many leakages of Government decisions.    I am 
encouraged to make that observation by the 
recent policy which the Government announced 
in relation to the Indian Copper Corporation. 
Now, they took over its control with the ultimate 
aim of nationalising it, and the people connected 
with this industry, they did not have an inkling of 
this decision.  Now this is an achievement. To 
continue  to  have  this  sort  of achievement 
Government  should   after  making  up  their 
mind, disclose their decisions at once.    But 
there should be thinking behind a decision. It is 
not that a decision should be taken instantly or 
haphazardly.   Decisions should be well thought 
out, well considered,   and there must be a loyal 
civil service attached to the Minister, and the 
business world should not get any inkling of the 
actual timing of a decision, because that is so 
vital for the operation of the markets.   The 
markets may, for a while, get jittery, but 
ultimately they will get used to the 
announcement of Government policies. Much 
mischief has been done in the past because there 
have been leakages of Government decisions, 
and if these leakages are plugged and 
Goverumjnt decisions are properly timed, that 
would have a very healthy influence on the 
political atmosphere and the business world. 

As  one  British  Prime    Minister put it, 
thinkers are vital.  And we have a number of 

thinkers in the present Government, but what is 
more important is that in a politician there 
should be a combination of a thinker and a doer. 
Diagnosis is half cure. We all know the 
diagnosis. In the many speeches that have been 
made in the House the diagnosis has been 
clearly stated. The unemployment problem has 
to be tackled in all its aspects and particularly 
the unemployment of the educated youths, 
because that portion of the unemployed people 
prove very inflammable and incite other sections 
all over India, and so, that is one aspect that has 
to be dealt with   quickly in a   way so that a 
sizable impression is made in the solution of that 
problem.    Then the other problem is of the 
price-line.   Now we do not know what we have 
in store   in the Budget, but it has been our 
experience in the past that because of the great 
reliance that the Government place on excise 
revenue, which is raised from year to year, in 
order to collect more revenues the result is that 
prices go on rising and remain uncontrolled. 
Now, unless   the prices are controlled, 
Government's economic policies are likely to 
founder in many areas, and price level can 
ultimately be only controlled if productivity 
increases.   I am one of those who believe that a 
moderate dose of deficit financing is vital for the 
functioning and development of an under-
developed country. You cannot meet all the 
requirements of theGovern-ment by loans and 
taxes and a moderate dose of deficit financing is 
essential.    That is recognised, but that has to be 
regulated over a period and matched by 
production.    If production increases, then the 
deficit financing is absorbed by the economy. 

SHRI MAHAVIR TYAGI:   It should nol 
be a recurring expenditure. 

SHRI M. N. KAUL: Certainly it shoulc be 
for development purposes. When I sait deficit 
financing I meant for developmen purposes, 
that is to say, projects should not bi given up 
for lack of finances. Care should bi taken to 
see that productivity increases at th, same time. 
It means that the industries parti cularly in the 
public sector should be run em ciently by the 
Government. The Governmen has yet to set a 
record in the efficient runnin of the industries 
for which they ar responsible. That is a very 
vital and importan consideration. 

Now, Sir, we have been passing through 
year which has been one of the most fortunai 
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years in recent memory. We have today 
emerged as a strong nation, a nation whose 
Government has behind it the backing of the 
people. That happens at a time when the 
international situation is also changing very 
fast. Imagine in this changing international 
situation there had been a weak and minority 
Government, we would have been exploited 
by all the great powers. Now, the great 
powers have to be wary of us. We have to 
watch the situation very carefuily. 

There is only one other matter to which I 
should like to refer in particular and that is 
Mr. Bhutto's peace offer to India. So far as 
Mr. Bhutto is concerned, we have to be very 
cautious in dealing with him. In the first 
place, we do not know how long he will last 
and whether a military regime will ultimately 
emerge in Pakistan. It is no use settling with a 
leader whose whole position is unstable and 
who lives on statements made from day to 
day. I heard his original broadcast when he 
took over the reins of Government in which 
he developed a concept of revenge. The other 
day he developed the concept that Pakistan 
will develop one of the finest military 
machines in Asia. Now, he says: "Oh, I am 
not concerned with Kashmir. I want to settle 
things gradually." He is making all these 
statements on the eve of his departure to 
Moscow. It is clear thut America is not in a 
position today to play a major role. Therefore, 
either in his own judgment or on advice, he is 
now proceeding to Moscow. Why, because he 
thinks that Moscow has influence with India. 
He is now approaching Moscow. Now, 
Moscow will deal with hirn as they think 
best, but we have to analyse as to what is his 
objective. To my mind his objective is not to 
settle any problem with India. He is being 
pressed and pressed very hard in his own 
country that he should get the prisoners back 
and if he does not get the prisoners back he 
knows that he will be ousted any time. Public 
opinion may develop against him. Secondly, 
he wants to get back the lost territories. These 
are his two objectives, but he should know 
that he cannot fool India. We cannot just give 
up these two points without having a 
settlement which is in the interests of both 
India and Pakistan. I do not suggest that a 
settlement should be wholly in favour of 
India and in the interests of India only, but a 
well-balanced settlement, which it will be for 
the Government to determine, a Government 

which has behind it the backing of Parliament. 
Any decision that the Government takes will 
naturally have the majority backing of 
Parliament. 

But that does not mean that they can ignore 
parliamentary opinion, they have to sense 
parliamentary opinion. They have to beware of 
what happened at Tashkent and sbusequent 
developments. We have to retain those very 
positions which we gave up at Tashkent. And 
no one now will give up those advantageous 
points because—at another occasion we may be 
put to great difficulties. Of course, the 
Government of the day is responsible, it must 
see that the door is kept open for negotiations 
and all that. If the mind of the Government is 
made up, there is no danger in the negotiations, 
in meeting Mr. Bhutto. But its mind must be 
firmly made up as to what is beneficial to India. 
The Government in this country knows its mind 
and knows when to act and how to act. 

MESSAGES FROM  THE  LOK  SABHA 

I. THE APPROPRIATION (RAILWAYS) 
BILL, 1972 

II. THE APPROPRIATION (RAILWAYS) No. 
2 BILL, 1972 

SECRETARY: Sir, I have to report to the 
House the following messages received from the 
Lok Sabha, signed by the Secretary of the Lok 
Sabha:— 

0) 
"In accordance with the provisions of 

Rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and 
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, I am 
directed to enclose herewith the Appropria-
tion (Railways) Bill, 1972 as passed by Lok 
Sabha at its sitting held on the 16lh March, 
1972. 

The Speaker has certified that this Bill is a 
Money   Bill   within   the meaning  of 
article 110 of the Constitution of India." 

(2) "In accordance with 
the provisions of Rule 96 of the Rules of 
Procedure and Conduct of Business in Lok 
Sabha, I am directed to enclose herewith the 
Appropriation (Railways) No. 2 Bill, 1972, 
as passed by Lok 


