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[Placed in Library. See No.LT—3232(70.)

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU (Diamond
Harbour) : Sir, I have given notice.

MR. SPEAKER : Order please.

st whex @ (@A) o aeaw
AERW, qH UF Y A€ 9% gatamw
&7 ®1 g fegmoory ) g WAy §
fr fagri® wzag g 7 6 qud
fafaeedi & Ty # fecooft €Y ot 1 gen
g4t A wgr & F @t Fafres ax wae
qATYT W, {HT F g€ famm W
ag a1 AFHIT HIAAT § |

wUW WP ¢ T TW ALE W
Gt 7 33 &% gam %%

st oW W g0 S aw A
a9 W AGA T H AT T I F
a1 g T AAE wgoara fFag
T ¢ 49 3 | IE T APaEy &
farsar & far s &

ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
HuNDRED AND SoxTEENTH RerorT

SHRI THIRUMAL RAO (Kaki-
nada): I beg to present the Hundred and
Sixteenth Report of the Estimates Committee
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on the Ministry of Labour, Employment and
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and
Employment)—Employees's Provident Fund
Organisation.

I may add with your permission that the
report has also been translated into Hindi and
copics thercof arc available and such of those
members who may want Hindi versions may
get it.

12.49 hrs.

MATTER UNDER RULE 377

PupuicaTion Or A Deramatory Lerrer IN
Tue Hindustan Times Re. Sumi Maowu Livave,
ETC.

it ofe T (78 : wewer wged, &
ANFT §AAT & HIF FIAA TF 4G &7
TF e T F% @1 § fraw faafadr
¥ @iy A, W Iy §, At Guw ¥
OF e HgAr A9 sgied g & H9R
g o5 frae g fagar @@ &<
gnam & 18 grd®m & “fggem
aogw” #& wwifge g dv | @ Exqw
wrFg A 18 ardm #1 us fazd & faen
g fw:

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

Any independent cye witness to the puerile
demonstration by the 5. 5. P. in Parliament
Street will verify the fact that the blame for the
debacle lies squarely on the shoulders of your
irresponsible politicians. ’

And because of this a man died needlessly.

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

sk gmA ag gor & gafeg wer
wg fragaza N afewes Tamr g
qg EWIX USHA  FHIEET FT AGIAT )
W gew ¥ aga ¥ ardy gAd 4X §
faegia Tredts v & wrw fagr ar

zeqe i 1 § sfeama w7 & o
srAar | afew wew g grar @ fw ag
faren fafes § atx gak 39 & wgmA
& A F owgwa F My fawm
e w1 3w qfeag 3 afgd
fag ez & @iq famar afgd sawr
ar I ofcaa femr & @ T &
faaT &1

cgar gEr @ § @y @A wigan g
fr fergearm zrgew & o1 adn@ graEs
& =it Ao oo anffe ag soA 7 & 3@
g §7 FHIO ¥ IR @ oA A
arar g

goer gy ag @ fe srmare aqsamw
Ty fagmm &1 &0

feT ag gara W qar ghar @ fs ot
grIEsE § ag oo ae & o st g
or # g Fgr g fr 23 @ g W
FTATEY g X FE AT T IGHT § 17 agw
7gE FT W& w1 Ag 9g $gAT gy
o o ed s i g ar
gt frma 4 ?

IR qg W foer § & fomdy G
/N #7 g fegq frar smr sifgdr
FeTe wERA, 77 o FaAd w1 aare aff
g o AT Afi @) ag @l aw
& gEEIA §T g4 1| A9 Figw gard
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mdAfasar &1 & % Tar 1
F@EI WA WAgHI & fw
@ a3g & @il w1 afewedt grd fgfar
g el |

T fadea & fs at 927 &1 1@ 9T
Te sw T Wfgd ) s fdw
fafew g€ sfama # fr ag a3 mfires
¥ fag mer i @Y W F gow, @R
UE ¥ GHA, A9F ANV ) 1T W
fafreet igg w1 i fadw € fF ag qar
amd f& 7 ofor arge w19 § AT LR
59 a7g &1 9% #% foar | e § adfw
Tiga oife geares §  are oY w1 Aoy
¥ ya@ sw ¥Ry IPr @ ar
4 grar ?

™ wAA §1 {9k @i wemr
§ @ & =igar § s aru sew @R g
U & & s wE fer s,
T WA 30

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

&) war ww g (fasdr @2x) -
aifadz ¥ gvafas # ga ?

siiwet arekeEdy famgr : ag o @
¥ ddmw mfEdiz & 3] & fag
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[ s AT faar ]
=t Frad o1 3a% Frfeal ¥ Rae faa
z__

=it wa w@ T & gEAr SEAr
i—

SHRIMATI TARKESHWARI SINHA:
1t has been stated by leaders of parties and by
hon. Members that the lathi charge was made
at a time when they were coming to Parlia-
ment for presenting a Petition. Presentation of
Petition is a part of their Parliamentary duty
and therefore reference that has been made to
Shri Madhu Limaye, that he should be horse-
whipped is a derogatory remark while he was
performing his duty as a Member of Parlia-
ment. Therefore, this is a fit case lor reference
to the Privileges Committee. I hope you will
agree with the Privilege Motion.

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) :
Sir, I bave already written a letter to move my
Privilege Motion about the same subject. 1 have
also quoted the portions of the letter written by
Mr. Tumple-Jones, Cjo. The Pines, Faridabad.
I am not quoling everything quoted by
Shrimati Tarkeshwari Sinha and Shri Rabi
Ray. I shall only quote the relevant portion
from that letter of Mr. Tumple-Jones. It says
“The police acted with great restraint. Mr.
Madhu Limaye should be horse-whipped in
public.™ =

This is for your information. There is
another intemperate language with which the
Hindustan Times has published it. Another
letter is issued by Shri A. C. Sen of New Delhi
who has condemned the whole letter. He
writes as follows :

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

“It is apparent from Mr. Tumple-Jone's
-
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letter that there are people still living
in the seventies who imagine they are in
the hey-day of the British Raj. When
General Dyer massacred people in
Juljanwallah Bagh, there were British
people who applauded him. Mr.
Tumple-Jones has resurrected that spirit
and the ghost of the General....... "

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

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

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

After reading this particular remark of the
Editor and after he published a letter, he really
brought the House into contempt. Of course
we' want the freedom of the newspapers. And I
abso agree that Members of Parliament should
not have more privileges than the ordinary
people of this country. But thisis a sort of a
campaign going on in our country, I request
that this matter may be referred to the Privileges
Committee. I am sure, Sir, that this forcigner
must be a C.LA. agent. Otherwise he would
not have written such a letter. I feel that some
action should be taken against him. He should
be asked to explain first and if you deem fit
then you may refer this matter to the Privileges
Committee.

I fully support Shrimati Tarkeshwari
Sinha's motion. -
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ot wac aE A : IR Fgr &
faador St 7 a9 AT ¥ AR § |
HITHT FEU T4 A Aar gy

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

@t awn fag wafen (@) :
g7 95 %aw fawd ot ar fedt safea
fatre w1 @Y & 1 & o ATEAW ¥ TR
AT A w1 eqTT W AN ATFIAT AT
wgar § 5 wat oF qw qx v T
o Fafora & o & srrwor g &
I9 guq afs [ras 9 @TEIE g S
@t WH Twa gowd g gA
Ry IEELT §, 9T § 1 ARE #
dar g ¢ fr #reat & oy arfes w
&9 FT Aq 99 qM H X q@T AT G
q1, I GHT ATTF T AAAT A g A
qigal & #1F Wk F1 E FT A9 AA
H AT ¥ T RE AT W WrEAT A
W @ fegeam ) owar 78 a0 ®@
g, g9 #9N IT T AwgT AL a0
gEY | qTag §G AF A1 A affw &
am ¥ g famar g€ g1 gA AW A
FW AL SrEAT WEy g 1 gEer geEr
zg fag & f& ot oifor forad afes ar
gagse @ E e Ak far ¥ o
FEt &, a1 g W UT FrEET § 42,
42 @iA & fay ge7 =7 ¥ zfemq fedr
ar &

13 hrs.

g 39 G F faere gear &, Wi
fr @S ¥ ZAR AT T ¥ A
& g7 370 usF /T faswrar o S
arardY g# freft &, a9 AT ¥
ot §2 ft F3 fur, ag g F4 0 W
ATX TE F AFA U, qgT & WA A
¥, 9T qE A O A4 WEET W
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aarr wrea § e ag fafewr g€ sz
# 5% &5 ag mA i ; ¥R TR
wrEr A} winen @, ar gawr @s wfame
¥ aw #1 §2 § §2 T F fag woe
g7 9 |

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

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : On the same
and the other.

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

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

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

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : I would have
liked to, but since you are preventing me from
doing s0, I stick to the other one.

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

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

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

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

MR. SPEAKER : Without being concerned
about the seriousness of the motion already in
hand, he is pushing in his own. Let this be
disposed of first.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: You asked
me whether 1 wished to speak on this or the
other one. I said I would like to speak on both.
It is my right to prefer and move both
motions.

MR. SPEAKER : No, that i1 against the
rules.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU : 1 have given
notice under Rule 377. It does not restrict a
member in any way.

MR. SPEAKER: Then he should have
said that.

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

S WAT W™ O a(eqe WA,
AT q2Eq, A aq faad, audo
THo qre & AR ¥ g Y syaAgTC frar
wAT &, IART ATU §IA, WA AT FAER
FW & AT gA @A W7 IgE FAE9
FA § | o Tg 7@ HzT | formr nar §,
7g Geadl aATard & ag 99 e
Hr g1 Afea & g@ art § oF w¥faw
qare I56A Tgw § 5 997 7Y 95 A
a1 & 5 a7 fdy safer & ofaarde
¥ frlt dvaT FaR # g5 fa=y #1
wfasre § a0 780 1 78 &5 § 5 ofear-
Hz ¥ wra fafases §, afeT avt 599
Tt ¥ frat sgmTH g O faar
AT, AR T AIWeT &1 A1 WG wrE
wAq Ard @r, a1 %97 4% ®IF  IAST
difes &ar 1 T qrfaarie § AT E
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T ¥ BFE & 0 ®1E G197 91N, a9
ar fafedsr =1 gara 33w #fsa o=
I F W RAF g oF fafedr ale
FEAT ¥ F wIHET UET §, Ag 93
fegena ziga g ax a@ wiew fafa-
L F A §—qg @ W SF g
f5 ¥ drr g at § oF fRTT @R
§—, 9w A war wifgg )

g faq aar A gL oF am o w@
st fafadsr & qarq s garfaw
gm? A ¥ Agaer Ow w oaw
FI ag famar &1 wrf sma frdt
M A & fawis gg fqear @) ga
3 ®1 IT gT WAAT & AT 0 )
gaa ag g o w0 g § sward
& mwdt gfma Wit @ 7f ) ¥
wa g fFgunagar g ava g frag
Taa T faar af Y, g de tmwH
A gn ITR qg fadlr a9 waEn
%%, afes a7 923 0@t w1 FEAE A
%, faag s oo fa@ w
aifead fafei & afesrd, fedt staz
F afasd o wewrd F1 @A 9
fret g%1T #t qrelt @0 F oF Ay
fawa & wtag a7 wgna g s 1 §a
IAE ATY AT QHe THo o F FAMN &
19 §Ai 8, 9% AIHIX A IAF 19 41
Td AT § AL g IR T TG AN
Fwar gy &, war {5 gwa ago A
w989 fFar g 1

=t nq fem@ (di7) : asaq "y
#F g a3 &1 fada s g frag
qiaar fedwfasr afafs & qg 9,
afeq ag-arg & sigwr AT @@T 7T
s fearr qrgar g fs 9 @ A
F ymar oy 5 gEwmd Far @ §
faa#, gfee gru St sco=re ST fgar
a1 WY §, IAN gEAA-geAr waar
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1 W st A Faa A P g
afe -fer ggd 3= ‘Efeaa gvads’
# uw ¥& ¥ fyar g 5 gfem arei A
segAFiEi & faars daa aqon fea
ffezg far | ag A Py &, ofea g
da e § f gfe #1 gara g7 &9
§ awwar agi fad, ¥E% faq 39 74
§ awra &1 % a0 ¥ AT wTEan §
frag 3w e ar wr g

B 4y sfe ot Wt afgar #
frsara w4 &, afew & a=a w Y
T wrgaT § s ot $T AT w9 Hawn
g fr ame g aYE ¥ A ¥, O %A
W F o A Afear a@W ) @A H
aft ot Q¥ AT §, W 5@ aw W
amal 1 ¥ A8 w0r ) § qg e
arat ¥ Sgar § R o o 5w 3w
# sdrow @w A wratay g1 g |
&1 & aft s g e ag wreer fadr-
fasre afafs & a@x a@, afss qax
qfera gra fed 77 feamers geararT A
wEEH-AEAT wHAT A o, @ fee
AT AR EE & qra W fgar Ak
Fearare 2T AK F g wedre A71-
a1 A1 w0Fw

THE MINISTER OF LAW AND SOCIAL
WELFARE (SHRI GOVINDA MENON) :
The letter which appeared in the paper of the
18th is a very intemperate and defamatory
attack against not only Mr. Madhu Limaye
but every Member of this House. It is an acci-
dent that his name came there, because if you
read the letter as a whole you would under-
stand and sec that thisis against “your poli-
ticians”. Look at the words “your politicians™
in which term are included all of us here in-
cluding mysclf and the Home Minister and the
Prime Minister, and the Speaker also, as the
representative of Parliament, comes in for
attack. This is a very serious matter and I do
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not think there is any body in the House who
does not feel indignant over the way in which
this letter to the Editor was published on the
18th. Something has appeared today also but
that does not take away the seriousness of what
was written carlier. Thercfore T submit that the
House should unanimously take note of the
temper of that letter, the lack of taste in that
letter. I find it difficult to believe that an
Englishman as the name indicates. ...

SHRI HEM BARUA (Mangaldai) : Is that
an Englishman or an Anglo-Indian ?

SHRI GOVINDA MENON: I do not
know. .. .can say like that, because he says that
he left this country in 1947 with a very good
parliamentary system which is being destroyed
by your politicians today ; the very language,
and the reference he has made are such and I
find it difficult to belicve that an Englishman
would have written in this strain. I have grave
doubts over the matter. I do not know whether
itis a fetitious name or a real name. I am
surc the Home Minister would enquire into the
whole matter. But T want to tell you, Sir, that
every Member of this House feels that this is
an intemperate attack om all of us including
you. . . . (Interruptions.)

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

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE : I have given
under rule 222,

MR. SPEAKER : Itis quite serious, espe-
cially when it comes from a forcigner and an
Englishiman out of all foreigners. Before I give
my ruling I should like the Home Minister to
enquire about this gentleman, who he is, where
is he from.

st ofa @ ;o FEACE AT H A0
MR. SPEAKER : That is not difficult,
SHRI mnﬁmn: Should the Indian

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

I quite agree with many of my colleagues
here that it would be demeaming this House if
we were to take any notice of this letter. There
is no difference of opinion on what the Law
Minister says about the letter ; it is in extreme
poor taste and itis not even factually correct
and Mr., Madhu Limaye is certainly to be
sympathised with for being involved in this sort
of scurrilous letter. However, we shall be
doing ourselves great injustice—including the
Speaker, including the Home Minister as well
as the Law Minister—if we started taking
notice of letters that appear in the eolummns of
newspapers. There are other correspondents
who for the next two or three weeks will go on
Tumple Jones. I do not think that the Parlia-
ment of India should be the body to take notice
of this sort of thing. Whether it is written by
an Englishman or a Javanese or an Indian. I
do not think it makes any difference whatso-
ever. It is somebody's point of view with which
we do not agree. We are all very concerned
about it, but nonetheless,. it is a point of view
which should be treated with the contempt that
it deserves.

SHRI KANWAR LAL GUPTA : Letthere
be an enquiry.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BASU: This is a
calculated attempt to undermine this democra-
tic set-up and also the freedom struggle which
this country had carried on for years, The

ion is, their getic police
ofﬁceﬂbdmmm Chavan who wanted
to shift their attention and make a judicial
enquiry and all that in another region, will now
go ingo this ? May I ask the hon, Minister to
submit a thorough report of this man’s profes-
sion, what his reasons are for his stay in this
country, and whether this letter is fictitious and
soon? At ‘the same time, the Editor of this

heth
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paper must be asked to explain why he has
taken this step to publish this sort of silly and
damaging letter. (Interruption)

MR..SPEA\K.ER Everything will be taken
up Iater,” I must have some information from
the Home Minister. I think he will be ina
pasition to supply it.

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

MR. SPEAKER ;: I am not going to say
anythiog now. (Interruption)

oY WA W ASqw wErRT, TEi daw
AN W gwE Al @ oWy o wy
SOyt & sward & frdr g7 s
bLOgEH R Y MW @ aw oW
T &, @A ¢@ AW w7 L. (vwwww)
& wmar § T SO & q2r farear
& qEwd ¥ fag... (weem)...

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

SHRI HEM BARUA : Why not a judicial
Committee enquire into these incidents ?
(Interruption)

MR. SPEAKER 1 There are other sides to
the question,

. SHRI BALRAJ MADHOK (South Delhi) :
The House would like to leave It inyour hands;
you have known the sense of the House, and
you shauld take a decision,

MR. SPEAKER : Let it be examined. We
are very conscious of our own rights. We are
also' conacious of the rights of the citizens also,
As to who thiy citizen is, why he should say
that “you politicians ; when we left the country
in 1947, we Ief it like “this and all thay,—s0
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many foolish things have been said by him—
‘let us know - the facts,. He may be justified to
exercise his right which is given to the citizens,
in writing to the papers. But onc thing we
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the achievements which have been made so
far, but I wish to pin-point some of the
failures and also ‘to caution the Ministry
against certain pitfalls in the policy which

should not forget : that’ his whole .
that his whole attack is on ourselves : as to bow
far we should stand it or ignore it is the ques-
tion. ([nderruption)

SHRI HEM BARUA : He has used dirty
language.

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

SHRI PILOO MODY: We Jeave the
matter entirely in your hands.

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

13.19 hrs.

The Lok Sabha adjourned for Lunch till
Thirty minutes past Fourteen of the Clock.

The Lok Sabha re-assembled gfter lunch at Thirgy-
feve minutes past Fourtoen of the Clock

[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the G\&]
*DEMANDS FOR GRANTS, 1970-71—Conud.

Mpastry Or Stee. Anp Heavy
Exnopeermic—~Contd.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER :  Shri Damani ;
absent. Shri K. K. Nayar,

SHRIK. K. NAYAR : (Bahraich) Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I rise to make a few
critical obscrvations on the policies which
we have been following and on the results, It
is not my purposc to belittle the maguificent
effort which is being made, and which has
been made, to make this country selfsufficieat
insteel ; nor isit my intention to disparage

this Ministry p at present,

Of all the steel procedures in the country
Hindustan Stee] Limited in the public sector is
pré-cminently the biggest. It produces in the
finished steel slightly more than hall' the total
production in the country. In the private
sector are Tata Iron and Steel and Indian
Iron and Steel. The Hindustan Steel is .a
triptych or Lhree-fddm:ionm“ ing -of
three units which have reached this country
from different sources—Rourkela Unit from
the Germans, Bhilai from the Rumiansand
bhanded over to us as Turnkey projects, com-
plete in shape. We were not associated with the
creation of the project. We]nnhnm
banded over the projects, as it were. Any
defects in our functioning must paturally be
reflected in the results of our performance. It
is a sad commentary on our performance that
at the moment our production is only 65 per
cent of the installed capacity, Shri Chandi,
who took over recently—not quite recently
but two years ago—the Hindustan Steel said
that if we could increase our production to 75
per ceat of the installed capacity we may be
able to break even. I do trust that hope would
be fulfilled. But I cannot understand why 17
years after the Rourkela Project was installed—
it was installed in 1953-54—we are still run-
ning 3o much behind the installed eapacity.
I cannot see why we should not achieve 75
per cent the economy target, or even the
hundred per cent target, or even excel it, The
conditions are favourable ; we have all the
material required, manpower, everything,

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

*Moved with the recommendation of the President.



