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M i n i s t r y  o f  C o m m e r c e  a n d  
- I n d u s t r y
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THE M i n i s t r y  o f  C o m m e r c e  a n d  

I n d u s t r y — contd.

Mr. Speaker: We will now proceed to 
the next business. The cut motions on 
•the Demands in respect of the Com
merce and Industry Ministry were 
discussed yesterday, and the hon. 
Minister is now to reply to the debate.
 ̂ The Minister of Commerce and In
dustry (Shri T. T. Krishnamachari):
I must express my gratitude to the 
House for having been generous In 
regard to the treatment of my Ministry 
while the Demand for the Ministry of 
Commerce and Industry was being 
discussed. I am aware of the task that 
my Ministry has undertaken. It is a 
very big task covering the entire range 
of private enterprise and the export 
and import trade of this country and 
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in fulfilling that task I am also aware 
that the shortcomings it is subject to 
are many and numerous. There are 
cases in which individuals are aggriev
ed, sometimes for legitimate reasons 
and sometimes for not such good 
reasons, and it is a process of cor> 
tinuously overhauling’ the machinery 
to make it more responsive to public 
criticism and to quicken its pace of 
work, and this is a matter which is 
continuously engaging the attention 
of my Ministry’s officers.

[ M r .  D e p u t y - S p e a k e r  in  the  Chair]

So, if criticisms are made, I must 
say that some of them are relevant 
and what we try to do is to enquire 
into the criticisms in the spirit in which . 
they are offered and try to improve 
our own machinery. I am glad to see 
that in the course of the remarks that 
fell from the mouths of hon. Members 
yesterday, there was no criticism 
about particular acts of the adminis
tration and the criticism was largely 
directed towards policy. It is a wel
come change from what has been the 
usual thing in the past that in a dis
cussion like this matters must really 
relate to policy rather than to in
dividual acts of particular officers of 
the Ministry.

Though, as I said, hon. Members 
have been generous, a few complaints 
have been made and I shall take up 
those complaints in the order in which 
the speeches were made.

Mr. Sivamurthi Swami spoke in 
Hindi and I have obtained a transla
tion of it. He spoke on the question 
of the need for decentralization of in
dustries and so did some others includ
ing the hon. Member from Madras, 
Mr. Raghabachari. Mr. Swami men
tioned that small scale industries are 
not In a position to represent their 
grievances to Government, because 
they have no organization. All I can 
say is that where an industry is not 
well organized, it Is certainly the duty 
of Government to see that their 
grievances are looked into and the
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Government will certainly try to do 
its very best in this direction. To this 
question, perhaps I shall refer again 
when I come to deal with the Question 
of cottage industries. My hon. friend 
from Bengal, Mr. Guha was very kind 
to us. He spoke about the good work 
done by the Ministry but still being 
the considerate critic that he is, he 
put his own grievances or rather the 
shortcomings of the Ministry in as 
charitable a way as possible. The 
question of jute has been raised by 
a number of members, by Mr. Guha, 
the hon. Member from Bihar, 
Mr. Mishra and the hon. Member 
f^om Srikakulam, Mr. Rajagopala 
Hao, and each one has been looking 
at it from his own point of view, 
though I must say that Mr. Guha took 
a view which was one to which we 
cannot take any exception. I would 
like to mention to the hon. Member 
that the p re^ n t Controller has not 
been taken from the trade and 1 
think he knows it. He happens to be 
a Government servant who has no 
interest in the trade and I would have 
?jked to hear from him that the present 
position was satisfactory.

\y 'O n  the question of the Jute Mill 
machinery, the position is that we 
recognize that the machinery lias been 
over-worked. It is also recognized that 
the machinery has to be soon replaced, 
but I do not think it matters much 
really. We have to employ a few more 
men because of the out-of-date machi
nery and in fact it might be a good 
thing. From another point of view, I 
say, that if we employ a larger num
ber of men and we get more efficient 
machinery, unless the number of jute 
mills increases, we might be faced with 
the question of unemployment, but 
that is not the thing that Is keeping 
the Government from encouraging the 
import of machinery. The m atter will 
have to be taken up before long with 

, the industry concerned and I can 
1 assure the hon. Member that as long 

îs I am here, I shall give Tt a very 
high place of importance. I propose 
to deal with handloom industry a little 
later.

In regard to the complaint made by 
the hon. Member from Bihar in res
pect of Bihar jute, I recognize that 
at present the raw jute trade is not 
in a very happy position and this is 
due largely to facts over which we 
have no control. Nobody paid the 
Government any compliment wh«n
jute prices were high atid people 
thought that that was just their own 
due but when prices slumped, the 
Government w6re held responsible for 
all the miseries of the people, who

deal in jute. I recognize that it is the 
Government’s integrated policy of 
production of jute and cotton that has 
resulted in the Increase in the aci[eage 
of jute and I am very glad about it. 
We also recognize that having en
couraged these people to undertake 
jute cultivation some kind of protec
tion has to be given to them but often
times the protection that is demanded 
is based on peak price figures and not 
on normal price figures. On the parti
cular question of Bihar Jute, the hon. 
Member mentioned that they had no 
jute mill' In Bihar and that is why 
they are faced with this difficulty. I 
recognize that It Is so. On the othet 
hand If transport facilities are avail
able in plenty, perhaps that difficulty 
may not operate to their detriment 
and I can assure the hon. Member 
that within the limits possible and 
within the limited power that is avail
able to my Ministry, we will try to 
do what we can to lighten the position 
of the Bihar jute growers.

In regard to the question of Blmla 
jute In Srikakulam the hon. Member 
had seen me along with another friend 
and the matter Is engaging the atten
tion of the Ministry. We have taken 
it up with the trade. The suggestion 
was that we should allow raw jute 
to be exported which would enable 
them to realize prices to the' tune of 
about 300 per cent, over present prices. 
I am afraid, he is not correct. The 
world jute market is not in such a 
happy position. After al! it must be 
recognized that the jute produced in 
Srikakulam area is not of a high 
quality. It is one of the low grade 
qualitie.s of Jute, used largely In being 
mixed with better quality jute. What
ever it Is, it is not that the Govern
ment is not aware of the difficulties 
of the producing industry and we are 
trying to do our very best. Indications 
are that there might be a slight Im
provement in the market, but we are 
not banking on it. We are trying to 
Induce the trade to give it iome atten
tion, and of course, If It happens that 
the trade non-co-operates, then we 
shall be free to permit the export of 
raw jute, though It will again react 
on us. Raw jute exported from the 
country means that the finished pro
duct will not go out of the country and 
we have to take......

Shri Meghnad Saha (Calcutta North
West) : May I interrupt the hon. Minis
ter? I think the hon. Minister’s Infor
mation about Jute Is absolutely mis
leading. Apparently jute Is not sold in 
Calcutta because, jute is being smug
gled across the Pakistan border to the
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extent of 10 lakhs of bales and in the 
next year there will be a glut of iute 
and jute will be burnt in the fields.

Shrl T- T. JDrishnamachaii: I do not
think that the hon. Member has proved 
that my information is misleading. He 
wants to add to the sum total of my 
knowledge and I am very grateful, 
particularly as it comes from an emi
nent scientist of the calibre of Pro
fessor Meghnad Saha. But I do not 
think that what I have been saying is 
misleading at all. It may be that the 
glut is due to the fact that there is 
smuggling and with a land frontier 
smuggling is incidental and it is very 
difficult to prevent it. It is only the 
prices that will check smuggling or 
encourage it as the case may be. To 
revert to my point, Sir, the way in 
which we have to deal with the ex
port of raw Jute is very difficult. If 
we allow export of raw jute we are 
more or less putting a ban or a check 
on the export of the finished goods, 
about which we are very particular, 
but we cannot lose sight of the 
interests of the producers in the Sri- 
kakulam area and we are trying to do 
our best, so far as we are concerned.

Shrl B. Das (Jajpur-Keonjhar); 
May I know if the smuggling is 
engineered by the Calcutta capitalists?

Shrl T. T. Krishnamachari: I am
very sorry. I do not know there is so 
much smuggling. The major part of 
the attack came from' that corner, from 
the Communist benches. I am rather 
disappointed. I thought that the attack 
would have a little more force, some 
punch in it, but I feel that it is rather 
wobbling, because of the reason that 
the hon. Member who was responsible 
for the attack was as he said ‘new’ 
and the information at his disposal 
was not adequate. He laid stress on 
the question of industrialization and I 
believe that it is the thing on which the 
Commimist Opposition is going to ask 
for a division. He did not deal very 
much with the policy of Industrializa
tion and what he spoke was more with 
regard to the foreign industries in 
this country. In fact, a reference was 
made by the hon. Member to me per
sonally. The referenge was very deli
cately made and I greatly appreciate 
his sense of delicacy, but I do not 
mind admitting that during my 
32 years 6T ^ ir ly  active life, quite 
20 years were spent by me in busi
ness and those 20 years were spent in 
doing business with ,-^riti.sh and 
American and perhaps Continental 
firms. He referred to my association 
with a particular firm whose name I 
shall not repeat. I plead guilty but I

do not think there Is anything wrong 
ift it. But what I would like to tell 
my hon. friend is that 1 was associated 
with the firm and we parted company 
on the 1st July 1941 and that does 
not make me any more friendly with 
them on that account. If th e . hon. 
Member wanted to know something 
about the activities of foreign firms 
in this country, I think, he had better 
come and see me arid I will tell him 
more than he knows. After all, we, 
some of us here who were in the trade 
know where the shoe pinches and here 
as Minister of Commerce and Indus
try, I may assure my hon. friends 
opposite that we are not any whit 
behind them in seeing that Indian 
interests are safeguarded, subject only 
to one factor, that, we want a leaven
ing of some foreign business in this 
country for certain reasons and we do 
not want to shut out the field of 
development of industries. Subject to 
our own conditions wew would welcome 
anybody that comes. We have laid 
down some conditions for their coming. 
The Statement on Industrial Policy, 
laid on the Table of the House in 
1948, and the statement of the hon. 
Prime Minister in April 19?§ still hold 
the field. It may be revised; it may 
be suitably modified. But, the essence 
of the policy still holds good. It is no 
use telling the Congress Benches that 
we are henchmen of the British. We 
are not. We feel that we do not have 
to be afraid of them. Not that you are 
afraid. You think that if you separate 
the British and Indian, there may be 
yet another enemy so far as India is 
concerned, and we probably may have 
to seek ihfi assistance of some other 
people, who, you think, are your 
friends. We feel that we ought to treat 
all countries alike.

To come back to this particular 
question of British capital, my hon. 
friend was not very well informed. If 
he had read the report of the Reserve 
Bank on the subject, he would have 
found that the estimate was some
where about 320 crores of foreign 
capital in this country. I agree that in 
certain industries they hold a pre
ponderating interest. If the suggestion 
is that the Government shouki so 
manage its affairs that such pre
ponderating interest is not used to the 
detriment of the growth of this 
country, or to the detriment of the 
people of this country, I entirely agree 
and I am at one with the Opposition. 
I fihall accept ^ny suggestion that they 
may make on this subject. But, If it 
is a question of dispossessing, those 
interests, and getting into trouble in 
the international field, and risking our 
own sterling balances in the bargain. 
I think we are not going to walk into
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that trap. It is a case of my hon. 
friend trying to inform people who 
know a little more about these things 
than he.

On the question of British interests 
in this country, I have said what the 
policy of the Government is. So far as 
I am concerned, I feel that in certain 
cases, we have to be careful. I do not 
want to encourage the growth of mush
room bucket-shop industries, started 
by some cold weather tourists in this 
country. But there are certain British 
interests in this country who have 
really set up standards. They may be 
a few; but they are there. I have found 
in my experience that British industry 
treats labour better. They are willing 
to raise the scale of dearness allowance 
to their employees on the basis of the 
Calcutta Chamber of Commerce index 
of prices. They keep their accounts 
better. They do not evade taxes. They 
do not keep a double set of accounts. 
Also I know of a particular interest 
here where the European management 
said, we will not close down the mills 
even if it happens that we lose because 
we know it is part of the game. It is 
only a question of leavening up of 
foreign interests in this country. So 
long as we have complete control over 
them—I am sure that this Govern
ment has complete control over every 
industry whether owned by foreigners 
or Indians—it does not do us any 
harm. We are looking at the whole 
question of foreign capital in this 
country from the point of view of 
development of this country. There is 
no question of sovereignty iat all. The 
sovereignty is of this country; the 
sovereignty is that of the people. If 
foreign interests are going to interfere 
with the sovereignty of the people of 
this country, I shall recommend to my 
Prime Minister that foreign interests 
should be eliminated. I do not want to 
dilate on this subject any more except 
with regard to one aspect of my hon. 
friend’s speech, namely in regard to 
Russia.

The present position is this, and I 
think my hon. colleague the Finance 
Minister had referred to it in his 
speech in the other House when speak
ing on the Budget. There is really no 
ban on trade with Russia. Who ever 
said there was a ban? Trade is still 
largely in the hands of private traders 
in this country. If they do not seek 
Russian co-operation or Russian busi
ness, we cannot go and tell them, go 
to Russia. If we have any information 
at our disposal, say, that newsprint is 
cheaper in Russia, we certainly pass 
on that information to the trade and

ask them to seek that market for get
ting their supplies. Except in the 
m atter of foodgrains, trade is largely 
in private hands. What is the use of 
telling Government that you must 
trade with Russia? Why does not the 
Russian Trade Commissioners, canvass 
business as others do? It is up to them 
to do so.

Reference was made to payments. 
So far as our present trade with 
Russia is concerned, I can give a list. 
Exchange of 50,000 metric tons of 
Russian wheat for 5,000 tons of Indian 
tea in July 1948; exchange of 81,000 
metric tons of wheat for 5,000 tons of 
tea, and 1,000 tons of castor oil etc. in 
January 1949; 200,000 tons of Russian 
wheat and 20,000 tons of Russian maize 
for cash in sterling, in March 1949; 
purchase of 25,000 tons of wheat from 
U.S.S.R. in December 1949; in 1949, 
the Industry and Supply Ministry made 
certain purchases of fertilisers from 
Russia on payment of sterling to 
Russian account.

This is on Government account a"hd 
it is a question of barter. I may also 
say that the only cash payments were 
made in respect of these goods for 
freight and insurance. It was com
puted in terms of dollars and paid in 
sterling. Government have not laid any 
embargo on Russia doing any trade. 
In fact, in the recent Exhibition in 
Bombay, Russia brought goods and 
sold goods for the sum of nearly Rs. 27 
lakhs. We do noi know whether the 
money has been remitted. Probably 
not. Probably the money is still in this 
country. Hon. Members opposite know 
probably better. In regard to Russia, 
there is no prejudice at all. When we 
Sliy that trade is free, we are perfectly 
willing and prepared to allow our in
dustry and trade to deal with Russia. 
It is up to them to approach them 
through the usual channels. I do not 
want to take any more of the time of 
the House on this particular question 
because I believe I have answered 
what my hon. friend wanted.

I come to the remarks made by my 
hon. friend Mr. Raghabacharl from 
Madras. I was listening to his speech 
with great interest because it was very 
clear. Some portion of what he said is 
quite true, I agree. Essentially, there is 
a conflirt between small-scale and large- 
scale industries. If this veneer of 
civilisation is peeled ofT man, he be
comes a primordial being and there is 
a conflict between man and man. That 
is why we have civilisation; and law 
and order. Essentially there is a con
flict. But, the purpose of the Govern
ment of a country like India is to
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resolve those conflicts, to s3mthesise 
the differences and to see that we 
permit everybody to live. On this ques
tion of small scale and large scale 
industries, the ultimate purpose of 
Government is to raise the standard of 
living of the people, and in the process 
to provide employment to all people. 
We must allow some room for cottage 
industries, for small scale mdustries 
and for large-scale industries. The 
philosophy that my friend wanted to 
import to the Members of this House 
is one that we recognise. But then, 
there is the question of methodology, 
the implementation of that philosophy. 
On that, there may be a lot of differ
ence of opinion. I would like to tell 
my hon. friend that at the moment the 
Government in the various Ministries 
are enga^'ed in seeing what they can 
do to give a proper place in our 
schemc of thin.f^s for village industries, khndi,  handicrafts, handloom industry, 
s m a l l  scale industries, etc. It is a 
question of trying to fit them in and 
work on the basis uf trial and error, 
and go on im?Drpving our methods and 
changing our ways if necessary. It is 
a matter which is engaging the atten
tion of Government and it is given, 
v/hat we call in files, top priority. I 
think we are having a number of con
ferences on this question. I can assure 
m y  hon. friend that I rccognise the 
reasonableness of his criticism. I value 
his advice. We are not neglecting this 
question and we are engaged on it now. 
But, all that he says carxnot be done. 
The oil-burnifig lamp we can en- 
<’oura;je. But, I believe if we can pro
vide electricity in the villages, the 
villagers would certainly prefer the 
electric light to oil-f)urning lamps.

A reference was made by him" to 
import of Sulphuric Acid. Well, I am 
not going to blame him. After all, a 
person is not supposed to know all 
things, I myself made a mistake In dry
ing to pronounce the name of a type 
of non-ferrous metal. The tongue sort 
of refused to co-operate. And If he does 
not know about Sulphuric Acid, It is 

.no crime. But I can assure him that 
we do not import Sulphuric Acid. Some
body must have given him the infor
mation about ssme other article. We 
are importing sulphur which is the 
base for Sulphuric Acid. We do not 
import Sulphuric Acid. We have got 
40 odd plants making it both by the 
Chamber and contact processes. It is 
not enough for our needs, but it is 
there. We do not import Sulphuric 
Acid.

On the question of the position of 
industry as a whole ins-a-vis my Minis
try  I am very grateful for the very 
reaaonable speech of my hon. friend 
Mr. Somanl. The House should not

mistake that the Government is very 
considerate to his interests, that they 
are doing ever3rthing that they want, 
and that is why he made a reasonable 
speech. Well, I can tell the hon. Mem
bers of the House that gratitude, 
according to the modern version, is a 
lively sense of favours to come. Very 
possibly from that point of view, the 
speech is very reasonable, and I can 
assure my hon. friend that if the same 
reasonable attitude is adopted by in
dustry as a whole, he would find that 
Government would certainly co
operate, but they m ust riot forget that 
there are two factors there. One hap
pens to be labour with which they are 
connected. The other thing happens to 
be the consumer. My hon. friend made 
some reference to prices. He says, if 
you allow higker prices, in the begin
ning then we can come down to 
economic prices later. In the process, 
you will lose your own trade, you will 
lose the consumer. We did reduce 
prices in May of coarse and medium 
cloth, and we gave a slight increase, a 
very slight increase, in regard to manu
facturing costs. The public seem to 
think that we are favouring the mill- 
owner. They do not realise that there 
has been a reduction from 5 to 24 per 
cent., and what has been added on 
is only 0-9 per cent, to 2-95 per cent. I 
saw a leading article in one of the big 
newspapers of India which has taken 
into account some statement of mine 
in Coimbatore. This is a capitalist 
man; he feels some gratitude for what 
the mill-owners of the town did for 
him 15 years ago, and therefore, he 
must- shake off his inhibitions. Well, 
that is not so. I did not express any 
gratitude to the mill-owners. I said 
Coimbatore had been kind to me. I 
did not associate Coimbatore with the 
Coimbatore mill-owners. That is the 
type of criticism Government have to 
face. If my hon. friend recognises that 
fact, he will realise that so far as 
fixation of prices of controlled com
modities is concerned. Government is 
trying to reconcile a number of con
flicting interests, and ultimately we 
have only in mind the consumer’s 
interests, subject only to the preserva
tion of the industry.

I am sorry to take more time of the 
House, but I would come to the speech 
made by my hon. friend Mr. More. I 
rather like to listen to him. I have 
heard him speak three times. I like 
somebody who is very fresh, and I 
have a little partiality for books; I am 
a little book worm myself in a sort 
of way. So I like anybody who quotes 
from books even though it tnay be 
very near to that adage of somebody 
quoting Scripture. It is a very In terest 
ing intellectual exercise to listen to
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him. When Mr. More gets up, I always 
anticipate he will have some book 
coming from underneath. Well, he said 
the industrial policy of Government is 
neither national nor rational. It is a 
beautiful rhyme. It is good for a ban
ner headline, but that is where it 
begins and where it ends. The Govern
ment is a national Government, and it 
has no other interest except national 
interest. If he seeks to convince the 
House and the public outside that 
Government’s interests are anti
national, th a t ‘ they are tied to the 
apron-strings of the British or Ameri
can or Russian interests, I think he is 
just attempting the impossible, at any 
rate, for the time being. I am pleased 
to hear the sound, it is very nice: “it 
is neither national nor rational*’. It is 
not true nonetheless. '

I expected from Mr. More something 
more than what he chose to give us. 
Of course, he disclaimed more or less 
any affiliation with the groups that 
are sitting near him, and he assured 
us that he w'lU not go underground. It 
is a good thing. I should be sorry if 
he went underground. He said we 
continue th« British policy. He did not 
tell us exactly where we are continuing 
the British policy. Do you want to 
change the map of the country? Every
thing has to continue. Mr. More and 
I continue. We have not changed, but 
we continue. So also, the environment 
in which we are functioning has to 
continue. It is a purely relative term. 
If my hon. friend had spoken «s some 
hon. Members of the Communist Party 
have spoken that we are allowing 
British interests to continue in this 
country, I could understand it. True, 
we are allowing British interests to 
continue, subject to certain conditions, 
provided they play ball. But he did 
not do that. The gravamen of his 
attack was really that this budget did 
not provide anything for industry. How 
can Government provide anything for 
industry, unless it is some State indus
try? We have, for instance, Item 104 
on the Demands. There is provision of 
Rs. 2 crores and odd for the setting 
up of a pig iron plant. That is all the 
Finance Minister could provide. He 
cannot do anything else and say: out 
of defence expenditure, I am going to 
give so much to the Ahmedabad Mill- 
owners, so much to Kanpur, so much 
to South India. It is not a question of 
distributing largesses.

Again, there is the point of view 
expressed in regard to disappointment 
in respect of the Five Year Plan. The 
plan envisages only expenditure on the 
public sector. If hon. Members say 
that that is not enough, that more 
money must be spent on the public
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sector, that the plan must provide for 
more money, I agree it would be under
standable. But you say we ought to 
finance industrialists, I would say that 
if they ask the Industrial Finance 
Corporation, they will Movide money. 
My hon. colleague, the Finance Minis
ter is ever engaged in assisting indus
trialists to find money either here or 
from elsewhere so that industry can 
be expanded. And if you look at the 
achievements of the country as a 
whole,— Î will not say Government— 
the report submitted by my Ministry, 
the Administration Report, which, not
withstanding a few howlers, has given 
some information, you will find the 
country has been progressing. There is 
one thing you can see at any rate to  
the credit of Government: Govern
ment have not stopped the progress of 
industry. The country has been pro
gressing.

You can take this question of the 
Sindri plant. I have more or less 
grown up with it  since the Inception of 
the plant. I knew it when the Gouring 
Commission came which was to report 
on the feasibility of establishing a Sul
phate of Ammonia plant; also in 1940 
when we made the first technical 
agreement for the erection of the plant.
I also know the handicaps of the parti
cular industry. Now, after partition, 
g3rpsum is not available to us fcpm 
Pakistan. In spite of it, in a period of 
three years what we have done is really 
remarkable, and a thing which every 
om  Btaould be proud of, rather than 
be ashamed of.

What else does Mr. More want? He 
says defence industries are essential. I 
agree. So does my colleague, the 
Finance Minister. Even more so, the 
Defence Minister, and above all, the 
Prime Minister is very keen on it. 
Please tell us on what lines we are to 
proceed. We are trying all the time. 
We want to develop the automobile 
industry primarily because we think it 
is an ancillary industry so far as 
defence industries are concerned. The 
question of planning is for the purpose 
of seeing that industries in particular 
sectors are developed in a planned and 
co-ordinated way. And, of course, he 
quoted something which is against us. 
He quoted a book by Prof. Agarwal, 
a colleague of ours. He said Mahatma 
Gandhi said key industries should be 
owned by the State. There we are 
one. The industrial policy statement of 
1948 says the State must own key In
dustries. What we do Is: we are 
apportioning our resources so that we 
do not spend on some industries which 
have already been started, and run by 
private Industry. One particular clause
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in that industrial policy statement has 
evoked a lot of fear on the part of the 
industrialists, which is meaningless. 
The statement merely says that after 
a period of ten years, there will be a 
review. The review does not mean that 
the State is going to take over all pri
vate industries. It only means that a 
review will be made as to whether 

-private enterprise is pulling its weight. 
As the hon. the Prime Minister has 
repeatedly stated, there is no point in 
taking over all private industries. We 
can use our resources for other and 
better purposes. When a time comes 
when we have so much of money, and 
we find it lying idle, which we can 
invest usefully, we will then take over 
these industries. If my hon. friend 
Mr. More has reflected over the matter, 

. he would have found that he is 
entirely in agreement with the policy 
of Government. The Government is 
merely doing what he has in his mind. 
He may like to quicken the process. 
If he gives any suggestions, I for my.- 
self would be willing to accept them.

I am very grateful to my hon. friend 
from Bombay, Mr. V. B. Gandhi for 
the very constructive speech he has 
made. I think he also dispelled these 
attacks that have been made on us 
both in regard to our Imports and also 
in regard to our exports. While the 
criticism is made that we are export
ing raw materials fr6m this country for 
the purpose of stockpiling by war- 
minded and war-mongering nations, 
hon. Members forget that 57 per cent, 
of our exports consists of manufactured 
goods. Another hon. Member from the 
Communist party said that we are 
importing quite a lot, of stuff, but no 
machinery at all. If the hon. Member 
wants, I shall give a statement show
ing that so far as consumer goods are 
concerned, including grains, pulses, and 
even bicycles, our imports come to 
about 22 to 23 per cent, of our total 
imports, and all our imports come in 
the form of raw materials for the pur
poses of manufacture, and an 
appreciable portion of capital machi
nery.

Coming again to the speech of 
Mr. Gandhi, it was suggested that a 
Conference of textile interests was 
envisaged. I may tell hon. Members 

. that there is no such thing as that. 
There is some kind of vague talk in 
the U.K. about it. But no move has 
been made by us, so far as we are 
concerned.

There was something said about our
• foreign Consular Service. I agree that 

what we have is not probably what 
one wants it to be. I would like per
sonally to have a Foreign Consular 
Service which is very effective and

very helpful, but we are just in the 
process of building it up, and we ar« 
definitely proceeding in the right 
direction. The allocation that my 
Ministry has asked is for posting First 
Secretaries (Commerce) to Washington, 
Peking, Tokyo, Ottawa, to mention 
only a few important places. We are 
therefore moving in the direction in 
which the hon. Member wants us to 
move. ‘

Lastly I come to the speech of my 
hon. friend Mr. Rohini Kumar 
Chaudhury. He gave me an invitation 
to come to Assam. Personally I would 
like to do so, as my knowledge of this 
State Is not very good. I would 
certainly like to go to Assam, time 
permitting. But that is not necessary 
for me to appreciate the difficulties of 
Assam. I think the Ministry, and also 
the F'rime Minister are very keen in 
helping Assam. It is not so much that 
by every Minister going to Assam we 
are going to help Assam. In regard to 
the question of yarn, we know the 
position in Assam. We are not insensi
tive to their needs. On the question 
of galvanized iron-sheets, the position 
now is that we might be able to meet, 
as he says, sympathetically any 
demands made by his State. We have 
in the past tried to do so to our best 
both in the year 1951 and 1952. We 
haye allotted to Assam to the exclusion 
of similar claims from other States. At 
the present moment, I can assure him 
that any demand that comes from his 
State for allocation of galvanized iron- 
sheets would be very sympathetically 
considered. I -have attempted to contro
vert some of the major criticisms 
that have been made in regard to the 
policy pursued by the Government in 
respect of commerce and industry. If 
I have not mentioned anything with 
regard to the criticisms of certain hon. 
Members, I hope they will pardon me 
for that, because it was not intentional. 
I have already taken about 42 minutes 
for my reply. I do not want to 
impinge on the time allotted for the 
next Demand; I end my speech here. 
Once again let me mention to the 
House my gratitude for the fairly 
general and generous receptions that 
I have had in this House, and I hope 
the Demands will be passed without 
any cut.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I shall now 
put all the cut motions together to the 
vote of the House, unless any hon. 
Member wants any particular motion 
to be taken up separately. The question 
is: ’

“That the demand under the 
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry* be reduced by Rs. 100."

The motion was negatived.

General B u d g et^  17 JUNE 1952 Demands for Grants 1902
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Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:

“That the demand under the 
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.*’

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is*

“That the demjind under the ' 
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and ' 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:

“That the demand under the 
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motifin was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is?

“That the demand under the
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:

“That the demand under the
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question Is:

“That the demand under the
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question Is:
“That the demand under the head 

‘Industries’ be reduced by
Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:
“That the demand under the head 

‘Industries’ be reduced by
Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:
“That the demand under the head

^Industries’ be reduced by
Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:
“That the demand under the head 

'Industries’ be reduced by
Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
10 A.M.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question Is:
“That the demand under the head 

‘Industries’ be reduced by
Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question Is:

“That the demand under the 
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:
“That the demand under the

head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:

“That the demand under the
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:

“That the demand under the
head ‘Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’ be reduced by Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question is:

“That the demand under the head 
'Industries’ be .reduced by 
Rs. 100.”

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I shall now 

place all the demands together to the 
▼ote of the House.

The question is:
“That the respective sums not 

exceeding the amounts shown in 
the third column of the order 
paper in respect of Demands Nos.
1, 2, 3, 4, and 104 be granted to 
the President, out of the Consoli
dated Fund of India to complete '  
the sum necessary to defray the 
charges that will come in course 
of payment during the year ending 
the 31st day of March 1953, in
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respect of the corresponding heads 
of Demands entered in the second 
column thereof.’’

The motion was adopted.
[As directed by Mr. Deputy-Speaker 

the motions jor Demands for Grants 
which were adopted by the House are 
reproduced below—Ed. of P. P.]
D e m a n d  N o . 1— M i n i s t r y  o f  C o m m e r c e  

AND I n d u s t r y

“That a sum not exceeding
Rs. 47,13,000 be granted to the 
President, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the 
charges that will come in course 
of payment during the year end
ing the 31st day of March, 1953, 
in respect of ‘Ministry of Com
merce and Industry’.”

D e m a n d  No. 2—I n d u s t r i e s

“That a sum not exceeding
Rs. 93,30,000 be granted to the
President, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to complete the '
sum necessary to defray the
charges that will come in course 
of payment during the year end
ing tho 31st day of March, 1953, 
in respect of ‘Industries’.”

D e m a n d  No. 3—C o m m e r c i a l
I n t k l l i g e n c e  a n d  S t a t i s t i c s

“That , a sum not exceeding
Rs. 30,49,000 be granted to the 
President, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to complete the
sum necessary to defray the
charges that will come in course 
of payment during the year end
ing the 31st day of March, 1953, 
in respect of ‘Commercial Intel
ligence and Statistics’.”
D f m a n d  N o .  4 — M i s c e l l a n e o u s  
D e p a r t m e n t s  ' a n d  E x p e n d i t u r e  
u n d e r  t h e  M i n i s t r y  o f  C o m m e r c e  

AND I n d u s t r y

“That a sum not exceeding 
Rs. 14,41,000 be granted to the 
President, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to complete the
sum necessary to defray the
charges that will come in course 
of payment during the year end
ing the 31st day of March, 1953, 
in respect of ‘Miscellaneous 
Departments and Expenditure 
under the Ministry of Commerce 
and Industry*.”
D e m a n d  No. 104—C a p it a l  O u t l a y

OF THE M i n i s t r y  o f  C o m m e r c e  
a n d  I n d u s t r y

“That a sum not exceeding 
Rs. 2,22,23,000 be granted to the

President, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to complete the 
s im  necessary to defray the 
charges that will come in course 
of payment during the year end
ing the 31st day of March, 1953, 
m  respect of ‘Capital Outlay of 
the Ministry of Commerce and 
Industry’.”

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The House wiU 
the demands 

tfnn ^  Ministry of RehabiUta-
12? demands are 78, 79, 80 and

D e m a n d  N o . 78— M i n i s t h y  o f  
R e h a b il it a t io n

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion is;
L  nnn exceedingRs. 13,00,000 be granted to the

Fiinrt 'f i°U • ° Consolidated Fund of India to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the 
charges tha t will come in course of 

ending
the 31st day of March 1953, l5 
tfon®” Ministry of Rehabilita-

D e m a n i)  No. 79— E x p e n d i t u r e  o n  
D is p l a c e d  P e r s o n s

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion is;
"That a sum not excepfUnw

Rs. ^72,92,000 be granted to th f
Pmfrt f ConsolidatedFund of India to complete the

defray the 
^  course of

ending
the 31st day of March 1953, In

n Expenditure on Displaced Persons’.”

D e m a n d  N o. 80— M is c e l l a n e o u s  
E x p e n d it u r e  u n d e r  t h e  M i n i s t r y  

OF R e h a b il it a t io n

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion is:
exceeding

Rs. 19,000 be granted to the 
Consolidated Fimd of India to complete the 

sum necessary to defray the 
charges that will come in course of 

during the year ending 
the 31st day of March 1953, in 
respect of ‘Miscellaneous Expendi- 
tatlor? the Ministry of Rehabili-

D e m a n d  No. 125—C a p it a l  O u t l a y  
OF THE M i n i s t r y  o f

Rehabilitation 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion is:

exceeding
Rs. 20,00,000 be granted to the
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[Mr. Deputy-Speaker]
president, out of the Consolidated 
Fund of India to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the 
charges that will come in course of 
payment during the year ending 
the 31st day of March 1953, in 
respect of ‘Capital Outlay of the 
Ministry of Rehabilitation’.”
There are some agreed cut motions 

of which notice has been given to me.
Evacuee Property in Hyderabad

Shri Madhao Reddl (Adilabad): I 
beg to move:

“That the demand under the 
head ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”
Displaced Persons from Eastern 

Pakistan
Shri T. K. Chaudfaurl (Berhampore): 

I beg to move:
“That the demand under the 

head ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”

Yol Camp Inmates 
Sardar Hukam Singh (Kapurtbala- 

Bhatinda): I beg to move:
“That the demand under the 

head ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”

Verification of Claims
Sardar Hukam Singh: I beg to

move:
“That the demand under the 

head ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”

Policy
Shri K. Sabrahmanyam (Viziana- 

garam): I beg to move:
“That the demand under the 

head. ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”

Position of Displaced Persons
Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani (New 

Delhi): I beg to move:
“That the demand under the 

head ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”

Condition of Displaced Persons from  
East Bengal

Shri N. C. Chatterjee (Hooghly): I 
beg to move:

“That the demand under the 
head ‘Ministry of Rehabilitation* 
be reduced by Rs. 100.”

Mr. Depaty-Speaker: All the cut
motions moved above are placed before 
the House. I have received notice of 
cut motion ^o . 732 by Jonab Amjad 
All, to discuss the failure of the 
Government to implement the Indo- 
Pakistan Agreement, April 1950. I am 
afraid this relates to the Ministry of 

, External Affairs. Therefore I rule it 
out of order.

The House will now proceed with 
discussion of both, the demands and 
the cut motions that have been placed 
before the House.
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M f̂ TTT T̂PTT I
^  ^  3T^
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q r f ^ T n  ^  3TW ftT IT ^
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^  TT !fr^  t', f¥  SR' 5»T 
I aftr riT? ^

I sm r ^mr f
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^  ’? r r a ( 8u p o n r i -

s i o n  c h a r g e )  f t r u r  5 tr a r  « r r , a n r  ^

SPT 3IT5 qft f  3IT f  I %  a rR

3fT  (  c o n t r a c t o r )  ^ ^ r r r

<i5t v fs2T  % ft5$ «<ii<̂ i ^rrar
I ,  <R % ijR  'TK^Z

^>rr ^  ^  f^ rra r ^i^rpn srnn
?  I fr^fsfisr fn i  t

f r  5 ff  f V T P n  w i i * ( i  3TT <.51 5
^  I ^PPT ^  Ir w r  ? 3TTT 

f  [5̂ 55̂  3TTT ?T7TTT

^  SITKT 5iI«« 5

% I ^  v t
snrr ft>TR?iT ft>Trar ^ ?ft ^

^>T I y X ^ iT T  %

'TUff a r f e i n T  f  i s r t  r + T r t f T  j t  

5 T R f  H  a m -  iT W  f w  t ,

^ [ 3 T %  3 i r a  f r w ^ f t ^ r  ( M o v ^

m e n t  o f  R e f u g e e s  A c t  ) ,  

frq^5R v n  w  ’t^T T̂T
f f m  f e n  I  I « T 5 f H T  w  ^  5 f t r  a m r  

f t ^ > # f > f T r a T  n ^ f c l T 5 f t  

^  ^5T ?T 3tH « l « ? I • iT i'i
*nfe?; «pt ^  ^iRiri !T^ 5 ,

HTTTT ^  I  TO ^ft fT »rm% ir 5 W  
p :  t  I

Pfiv: l i f w  fi. a,)q w.ifi p̂t

^  ^  t  I ^  %  f ®  5ft

a m r  a fT 33̂ T T ? s  (  o u t r i g h t  

s a l e  )  ^  f  3f k  f ®  f m  

^ r « W H  ( h i r e  a n d  p u r 

c h a s e  s y s t e m  )  ^  i t t  t

H »T55̂  ^  5HR TT^tJ ^  ^

i  I ^  ®P r̂ JJ? f¥, ^  I
I t  ^ < r i  ^  a r n n ^ f t ' ^  5 fi< ft * f t  I 

a n fV  ! m  %  ^ f t  sr?

(  d e m a n d  )  « f t  f t ;  ^  j f t

(  p e r i o d  )  ^

^  ?K ?T R 5^feT r5n^ i j m  
?r > n ^  ff JTT̂ nr arrr ^es CN

(  i n s p i r a t i o n  )  f a n

3TTT JT ?RT qT%lT ^  T ^ ^  
^  fe rr  I TO ^  ww^ ^  3rnr P<v{- 

ĵfrsT f t  t |  f  I ^  5 ftr

STTcTS: w  ^  WTT
fW  fniT ^  R r ^  ^  

f o r r  3T R  I f t  ^  f  

f ,  3HR A'
( c o r r e c t )  ^  f e r r  ^

31^ ^  2T? f r a r ' T T ^ ^  ^srrft

I  I ^  ^  ^  f  ? 5c<rSH'
^  5 sflfT; ^̂ <1 5FTfn?fyc ^  I-

fw^ T l ^  ^iwft ( ^  rlinft): 2T5

f t R T  #  t  •

f i w r f t  : 3 n R  flr

3 TN  T O

W t o t  ^  f t r ^  I  ^ x  ^  

fr^hr? ftrf f̂STT ^  ^  i r̂
f%  3T<Tff sTT^r ^

iT5t  ^  sft
^  ŜTRH ^  I

. fjo <fto m r :

t  ‘

^W lW t : 3TTT T̂ 
f%  5*  ̂ *T ^ o  «T)t ^ W 1 ^

^  11 ^  TRT f «  % ^ Fĝ Fd4^
( s t a t i s t i c s )  1 ^  wr̂
^  A X ^ is j I ^ ^

( G o v e r n m e n t  

s e r v a n t s )  f ip

tft ’T 3PT^ *pI 3ft I
^yrtf ^  5  12T?f RT
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R̂5T̂ s accom
modation ) fWT »PIT t  I 
^ ^ 3 T re < ft^ ? o X  ?o TT tr^  SPHTT 

Tin 5 I sr^t ^  ^  ^  t  
'3’T  ̂ "TR<f|y«i (partition ) >̂7: 
% 1 1  3?r #  ^

(bathrooms)!, ?r f%^(kltcheos) 
t' afr?: ff ( privacy)
5 siH  ^  W H t ^  ^

^  ! I ^  6̂ , die
’̂TT̂ rf̂  «TT I iT§ ^  3*T

W h I  i t  # 5  f«T ^ I !̂T

frrn rr ^  mtft % ^-nT ^  f^ rr 
'STTrfr I  ^  ftr |R W
? t ' l  anft cf^ 5ft f s ^ t s

( displaced Govern
ment servants ) ^
T5R % iTR% # sTPrfVit (priority) 

«f»-Jinft 31? ftr am 'iNflTTT̂ t 
^  ?r> gw JT %

'TORT ( displaced persons) ^  
fcrr snriT «rr, ^  f'T055> % t̂w
% >rf I ark arnr n̂ 4»i3

aih: JT̂ iT̂
wmx t' I arrr
=5nf?̂ ftr "raRf arrr̂ r
3TH ^  f , g'n* ^  Jjff <n: arTift

51 anTT arpr 3̂" vr 
^  ^  f  5ft ^  ^  'TO ^  3R^ 
t  Pp ^  arr I ar? ^  fcJUR 

JTT fcf^ ( retrench ) 
^ 'T5n% f 5 f t ^ % fe iT  ^ r tf  ^ s fT S T  
^rt 5T^ ?>fr I ^  JI5 ^  ?  <V
?i' 11 am t ^  ̂  ô tst <r«f
^  l^TtWtTSPT ^  fk̂ TT ^
i3T *iqil^c T̂Tflf̂ T̂ ^  yv^rif ^

fwar̂  I
3RT *T̂ '̂ t̂5rfi  ̂5rf arrr 
^  ?  I

«ft !?• «fto ^  : t  «TPI 

<KH1 g  I ̂  ^  ^  Pi»*iv fe lT

^  ^  *1? sn fW  «ii{if 4  I *15 ^
^  ^  frft % aiwi l̂ ^ I

irfNA : 3R l̂*4<Ai|*
#5 (employment) vr 
 ̂I 3tFT t  5*T # ic f̂ TT

iTRftrifJ ^  evacuee shops
5Tf jw?f %

*  jf I I  I W  ^  ^  ’T^?

^ ? 5 t % I *nn: w  ^f ^  f ®  
jjRff ?TTq> arrr flft fra^^r? f t^ rn r  

i  I ^ff ^  ^  3Tiri5 ^
«rf f  Pp 3T?f Tc ^  firsiTT̂r ?nff 1 1
3TFT  ̂«ft ft? "Tt *r?r

^  I  ̂  ̂  ̂  fifsr% ( busi
ness ) Jiff 11 *1? 5ft Jilf 
TTfiP?HT| I 5R?  ̂ 51  ̂t
»ft ^  3pi  ̂ <tt vihft ^
5 W ? f* » T ft 1 % 3 r^ > T T ^  finrrrcT 

I Ttftr
^ vfffv  ^  *1^ ^  I 1̂̂ *1
f t ?  ^  3ft prrSf t  ^  ^  ^r <TTO,

?Tf5 <?k5 a it t  ?I*3ft ^  ^

VK aftr t̂>ff ^  "TO Tt̂  ftrsj  ̂
?rft ^  9i*l< ^  ^t*r ^  fV

3PT^ ^  felT  3T^

f¥ >̂nr ^  I aniT 5® p̂n 
<n: ^  fNrcr |  ift, ^  ft? 
tt ^  5^  ^  5 »  ?pnT ^  t  
j f t r  ^  ^  5 ® T>rr ^

*i?t ^  »r^ f W r ^  ajT  ̂ t  ’' I
<l!t t̂ cMI  ̂I JfTT HWV
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^  ^  t ,  JfTT

^  I w r w  ^  ^W t ^  3rRTT t  
8ftr ^  ^  ^  % 2̂TRT

^  I W  ^
^iPwrfl JTlff ftRT ^  ^  WIT

?3RT 3n?TT t  > w  ^  ^  ^  

^  t  •

^  rf^T fc r  tnp 53T?5̂  |aTT 

^  ftRT  ̂ «ft ?̂T «?R? ^  ^  
^  ft) ^  ^  
<i«tPi<T»w p̂FT  ̂ I ^  f^-

^  ^  ?rc*PR ?r

li I ^  ««+̂
^  ^Ih<( ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^i'»i

Phd»i ^  ^  f^TsnX  ̂ ^  5

3ftr t̂5T̂  (gainful
employ merit) ' ^  t‘ I
^  ^  ^  ^  Wf{ 5̂TFT̂  ^  5 ft>
% |TT b̂tPTFT ^  fiRT

'3TRT I ^  ^  a q |<
^ ’TT ^  *̂t»K ^  rTT?) 

% ^ ^
^  I ^  f w  ^TPfrr ^ fiF
^  ^\3 ^  % f e R

^  ^  fTT I  I 3 H R  firP T ^  
^ rr^  3T7# N*i<iN ^  ^  «rar ^it
eft ^  I

IT5F 3flT % fm -
g I 3TN # ^  ftf» 

Z o ^ i n x ^ a f k  $nf5F^R^ 
s ft r  ^  arrr # ^ 1 + 0  i t  i

Jf ̂  3TFT % qsp ^
=*TT^ g  I W ( ^  ^  ^

%f^ ^  (de
claration) ftiTT«rr I t

?fWr% ^iTt^ (memorandum)
^  % 7̂̂  VX ^ I

“ (a) preference for displaced Govern
ment servants would ranlp next only 
to that for Central Government optees 
in the matter of placement,

(b) questions relating to their leave 
and pensionary rights would be decid
ed soon,

(c) they would be confirmed after a 
probation of three months,”

I want you to take special note of 
this,

‘‘and (d) nothing would be allowed 
to remain in the way of their settle
ment except Government’s commit
ments to its existing staff who might 
have rendered longer service in similar 
grades.”

^  ^  T̂̂ rfX tn  I 3nft ^

^  ^  w  5 1 anft ^
^  ^  vh4)4 (confirm) ^
ffprr f  I anrsr i r v t f e

^  ^  i |  I aTTTT arnsr ^

STPrftit (priority)
^  ^  i  ^  ^

(retrenchment) % irnî   ̂ i ^  

f̂traTTT âRTmt I anr ^  ^
femr (retire) p̂t t̂ftt
t  ^T ^  ^  ^  foTT ŜTMT t  ^
^  ®Ft 3̂fT̂  ^  ^ftf T̂5fT5 
fHwcfl I

PF̂ t:̂ !TO3ftTt I (Cabi
net) ^  2T5 fefhiH (decision)

(superannuation) ^ 
*rrfr̂   ̂ (relaxation)
^  ferr ^  I T̂RT ^  3PR ?rfrfdr4>^ in 

TOftro ( scientific or 
technical personnel) ^  amr 
W  ^  eft ^
^  ( extension )
ftwT^m n qnr f ro rr  |
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(Suporintendin g Engineer)
*f>T
'fn (Chief Engi
neers) ^ ^
^  ^  ^  f e n  w  I ^  qfc^nx % 

TRT 3̂TT5 ^  t
aftr ^  ^  ^  11  3RT

^  ^  ^  3rrr ^nrsr

 ̂ft> ^  ^  ^  ^A-
3X{̂  (Attitude) i aflr ^  
% fem  r«̂ +d<TJT3 (discontent
ment) I 3rrr ^  ^  % (dis
contentment) 5pT ^
T^t I

fCT
( p o s t a l  i n s u r a n c e )  ^  

t i g ^ % ^ ^ f ^ 3 r r r ^ f t  f®  

sRTRT g 13rn ^  Pp ^
T t W T t ^  t p f t ^  f®  ^^fT»T 

(interim relief) % 
fitJiT 3 rm r i ajrr #  ^  ft>
11̂  ftnB 3 5 ^  ^  f e n

3rrtnT 3ftftr «i5r sn^
^  I %ft>>T % R't^'^l'»i w  cTrtiw 
%  I f K  s n ^  t  I 3T»ft 5RT s55I %  5 ®

i3ftgsT%  jn M c  
(provident fund) «ftr 
irf?Tî  (leave arrears) <? %
J(f^  ^  3fT7 #  I w  f t J  ^

TT q r  STTT^ WfPp ^?RT 

^3 rF T ^nm % t'ftr mP+WH 

3 ^  SPT f^^nsr w  ^  t  =

P r o v i d e n t  F u n d —•
Amout due to Qovt. of India 68 lakhs
Amount du© to Pakistan 61 i „

A r r e a r s  o f  P a y  —
Amount due to Pakistan 48 „

mount due to Govt, of India 43 „

^  arrr; ^

i l l  t  ^  ^  ^

?ft y ff ^  ^  y r ^  
(settlement) ^  ferr ^  ? 
3RT 3rnr ^  ^  ^  ^
'»^KI ^  5̂TPT*ft I

^  A' 3rr%?: ^  an^
(settlement of claims)

% ^ g I

^  ^  ^  f w  ^  I ^  ^
& ^  t  ^  ^  P t P t ^  

^  (frank
admission) ^  |  f% qift?-

(nego
tiation) t  ̂  ^ ^
TTR ^  ^  ^  5̂n% I

^  ^  * R T  57̂  I ^  ^
3rm (offer) |  sr̂  ̂  %
ŵ»i< ^  ^  ^  ̂ft>

^  3fPT ^  ^  Pp^ft

arrsr % «rft $VR

5ft '^ + t4h

(playcords) f?5# f  aftr

T̂RTI ^  5 iV % *T̂ *i ^  ̂ fci^-
> J i ^  ^  I ■ r̂< to FFT  ^  ^TPT-

'̂S|
3tS^ 3fhc '

I r̂f%?T anftR rS

ii[*F ^  *rc ^  ^  JTrft
4̂*f (urban immovable)

^fpwr? ^  I 3nnc sttt ^  ^  ^trrtA
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^  T̂%7TT fip ĴTRT ^
( t o t a l  c l a i m )  ^  |  i ^

^ I H ̂  ^  3RR*
^  PRRT t  sftr ^
w r i i  3 n rT % ^ # tT O * P T  w ^ i t ^  
f  I f r o ^  ^ c ||^  "$( ^

^P'Tn W  ^  ^  fo n  ’PTT 5TT
a f h :  w  ^  ^ jm ^  ^  \
^  3TT̂  M^PFEX ^  Iff #3’rftfr- 

^  fv=^  ( c a t e g o r i c a l  r e 

p l y )  f

* t ^ * i  ^  t o t a l  *tMi ^  I ^ rrsf 

^  % fey  ^  ^  t  ^  ^TR^ 
f  ^  5f?r l ^ T  f t r ^
^  ^  d i s p a r i t y  t  W  ^

#% ^  I ^  ^  T̂T7> «lai^i
^ r f ^  f t :  ^  ^  ^  I
^  r̂r̂ FTR ^  sfft 3TPft ^  ^ ^  
^  ? PtJT 2Tf
3TTT ^ ^ ^ T ^ T ^ R T ,

f̂ TT '̂ Tft% ^  WTT r̂r  ̂ i ^  ^

STfT 3TT3f #  t
t  3TN % i  I

^  ( a n a l y s i s )  ^

ZTK t  f% 3TN ^

q r  f w  I ^  ^  ̂  ?
^  3TN # ’l^FRf q r  ŷrrpTT, ^
3TTT ^  r̂\'̂ HHZ ( i n v e s t m e n t )

i  fm ^  (  r e t u i n  ) arn r

^  ft%nr I R'i.6 q?t ^  3TN #
^  fe r  ^  3TTT ^  ^ ^
f r  TO % 3TTT =Ft f ^ T ^  I ^  »̂TT̂

^  ^  I  3̂̂  ^  f m t s  ( t r a n s 

p o r t  )  ^  ^  t »

^  ^  t ,  ( d o i j s )
74 PSD
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3TN ^  forr ^  5FT ?  aftr

^  t ‘ % T O  ^ T f w  t  I w  ’R' 
s f t r ^ n f t ^ l  t  ( w a s t 

a g e )  a f t r  ^ < m H  ( c o r r u p t i o n )

t  I T O  3?FT ^  ftr  f k v j 5 h r  %  »??% 
T O T « m t i ^ % f p q r ^ ^  arm

STTT ^  pTT 5 ^  3TTT ^

t  3fk ?T TO?RT ^ T f^  ftr 
r< '̂jrTi'Ji % ^̂ ’TT W  ^  
f̂ TT 5 I ^rnr tot ^
^MM<<j| TO ^  fe rr I  ?

( s m a l l  l o a n s )  3 T O  ^  

?Tff, anro ^ o  rro Tf afR*

^  11 ^  5tt̂  ^  ^
% TRT represent fen f, 
TOTO ^‘TOT 3TTT ^  ^  fe^T I ftn>
3TRE TT^ % 3TvTOT WFT ^  

^  TOT^ ‘ ^
TOT^

f  ^ I dl" frro^fhr ^

BTR 5TTO TOT t  ? 3TF5r ^  ?T^ f
^ T ^  ^  W< \̂3 r̂ ^  T O ^  5

I' 3fk TO)f^^ #  ^  1^ t  • i^ rfro  
3TFr ^  ^  TO" «il<nl ^  [̂TT TOT  ̂ % 

^  ^  F̂̂ crr I
TOT ^
^  ^n^nr ^  ?r ^  f  ̂

5 T ^  #
^  ^  ^  ^TOT ^  'b^Hf

«TT I

(E7iglish translation of the above 
speech)

Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: Sir, I
understand that the hon. Minister 
has issued a statement to the 
Press on the progress made in the
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[Shrimati SucLtta Kripalani]
rehabilitation work so far. Speaking 
for ourselves, we have been supplied 
a copy of that statement and the Press 
has been used as a forum for the 
general information of the public. The 
statement in question gives one the 
impression as if very little remains to 
be done with regard to rehabilitation 
work. Certain figures have also been 
given therein to which I shall refer 
here briefly.

In the report on rehabilitation work, 
it is stated that allotment of land has 
been made to 93-4 per rent, persons— 
I will not make any reference to East 
Bengal. There are several hon. brethren 
here who will take up that aspect of 
the problem—that 93 per cent, of the 
total number of urban refugees have 
got houses by now; that 1,60,000 per
sons have secured employment through 
Employment Exchanges while 80,000 
persons have been absorbed in the 
Central and State Services. It has 
further been stated that 1,50,000 per
sons have been granted small loans 
while nine to ten thousand have 
secured big loans through the 
R.F.A. All this leads one to 
the impression that not much is 
left tn be done. Everything is pretty 
in the garden of rehabilitation. In the 
statement in question, 90 to 95 per 
cent, of the problem is claimed to have 
been solved. Taking it as such I think 
that the justifiration for the continued 
existence of that Ministry is also over 
and normally it should be expected to 
be wound up within five to six 
months.

The report also states that the pro
blem of rehabilitation of refugees 
coming from East Pakistan has also 
been considerably solved though not to 
the same extent as in the case of 
refugees from West Pakistan. I do not 
claim much knowledge of the condi
tions of the East Bengal refugees. As 
such, I leave it to my other hon. friends. 
I want to confine myself to tlie reaction 
of the refugees from West Pakistan in 
respect of these figures given in this 
report. The claim that 90 to 95 per 
cent, of the refugees from West 
Pakistan have been rehabilitated, will 
become untenable the moment some 
hon. Members of this House go round 
the streets and mohallas populated pre
dominantly by the refugees. You will 
find them starving, half naked, half 
dead and passing their days in most 
deplorable conditions in narrow lanes 
and streets. They are dying for lack 
of any medicines and their condition 
in general is worsening day by day. 
Please do not think that I am in any
way trying to minimize all that the 
Government are doing. I for one agree

that the Ministry’s work has been 
praiseworthy. They have done very 
h&rd work. It is really very difficult 
to handle a problem of this magnitude. 
The figures given in the statement 
have, however, surprised me. Only 
yesterday this statement has been 
given out in the Press alongwiCH an
other statement by another hon. 
Minister on some other subject. In 
regard to food, Shri Kidwai has held 
Government statistics to be unreliable. 
Assuming that to be correct, the figures 
quoted by the hon. Minister of Re
habilitation may also be wrong.

The, Minister of Rehabilitation 
(Shri A. P. Jain): They are correct in 
my case. ^

Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: Well, I 
do not know. Both the hon. Ministers 
are occupying the Government benches. 
They may settle the issue mutually. 
So it is true that a good deal has been 
done, but much more remains to be 
done still. I may draw your attention 
to certain anomalies also that exist in 
the relief and rehabilitation work done 
by us. First take up the case of rural 
rehabilitation work. Allotment of land 
has been completed in respect of four 
to five lacs of persons in the Punjab 
and Pepsu. The total land allotted to 
them constitutes 65 to 70 per cent, of 
the land left behind by them in 
Pakistan. In addition the refugees 
settled in the Punjab complain of the 
inferior quality of these lands. There 
are several other complaints also. 
Anyway, they have been given 65 to 
70 per cent, of their holdings left be
hind. The number of refugees coming 
^rom undivided provinces such as Sind, 
Frontier Province or Baluchistan is 
nearly 20 lacs, out of which seven to 
eight lacs constitute the rural popula
tion of these provinces. What is the 
basis adopted for allotment of lands 
in their case? On one hand, you allot 
65 to 70 per cent, of the previous hold
ings. while on the other, you want 
people to be contented with ten or 
twenty acres only. This discrimination 
between a refugee and a refugee must 
stop. It is alright if my information 
in this respect is wrong. People com
plain because they are going without 
food and clothing and because they 
are victims of harassment and in
justice.

Next take the issue of urban rehabilif 
tation. The main work dorfe in this 
behalf is that people have been pro
vided with houses and in a number 
of cases such loans have been advanced, 
as are generally known as “pretty” 
loans and come within the pur
view of financial schemes. The amounts 
80 advanced vary from Rs. 50 to 
Rs. 50T). In the present day conditions.
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it is very difficult to run any business 
with that sum. Of course, they can 
drive carts or become vendors, ply 
small trade on rehris or sit on the 
foot path with petty merchandise. By 
advancing these petty sums as loans, 
you have turned a considerable num
ber of our people into petty vendors 
or have driven them to other types of 
very petty trades. Those who have not 
been able to do any trade w itlf that 
sum, have used it for their other 
personal needs. That is the good your 
petty loans have done to these people. 
You may regard them as dead loans. 
The ex-Minister Shri Mohanlal Saksena, 
had some mental reservation regard
ing the recovery of these petty loans. 
His successor, Shri Ajit Prasad Jain 
is, however, a much cleverer person. 
He took stock of the position in this 
respect and turned them into ‘liquid 
investment’. He declared sUch loans to 
be the first charge on any compensa
tion that may be decided to be paid 
to the persons concerned. Thus Gov
ernment money that was previously 
considered to be unrecoverable, is now 
made, recoverable.

Turning to R.F.A., we claim to have 
some knowledge of its working. As 
many as ten thousand persons have 
been advanced loans by it. The condi
tions imposed are very stringent and 
harassing for those to whom the loans 
have been advanced. Yet the people 
are asking for these loans. Interest on 
them is charged .at the rate of six per 
cent. The sums so advanced have un- 
doubtPdly helped the refugees in a 
way but they have not been advanced 
in the shape of financial assistance. 
There have been advances in the shape 
of investment recoverable with 
interest by the Government. That is 
what your loans actually amount to.

Now take the issue of houses for the 
refugees. The report says that 31-3 per 
cent, of a total sum of 143 crores of 
rupees represents the expenditure in
curred in respect of houses. Quite 
good. But the question arises who is 
the house-owner? It is either the 
Government of India or the State 
Government concerned. You assumed 
ownership of all vacant lands and got 
houses constructed on them. Then you 
started realising the rents thereof. 
And on what basis were these rents 
fixed? Regarding the houses con
structed by P.W.D., 15 to 16 per cent, 
of the total cost was charged as the 
supervision expenses. These charges 
have now been reduced to eight oer 
cent. In the case of the houses con
structed by the contractors, this charge 
is made at the rate of 20 per cent., 
according to Shri Deshmukh. After 
including all these expenses, 6J per 
cent, of the total thus reached is fixed

as the rent of a house. The refugees 
are raising much hue and cry that 
they are unable to pay such high rent. 
But the Government remain unmoved, 
for they as landlords enjoy far more 
rights in comparison to other ordinary 
landlords. A private landlord cannot 
tease his tenant in case of default in 
the payment of rent, but the Govern
ment enjoy powers to cause harass
ment in a number of ways. In Bombay 
they have enacted a legislation known 
as the Movement of Refugees Act 
which the refugees call as ‘Goonda 
Act’. Under that Act, the Government 
have the power to evict a tenant in 
case of his failure to pay the rent and 
ask him to shift anywhere else. Bui 
no private landlord has any such 
rights. As for themselves, the Govern
ment have reserved more rights in 
respect of everything.

Next they have constructed houses 
for sale to the refugees. Some of these 
houses are sold outright while others 
are allotted—rather used to be allot
ted—on a hire-purchase system. It 
gave people some convenience. 
Recently the people of Rajinder Nagar 
demanded that the period of ten years 
may be increased to fifteen years in 
their case. But for reasons known to 
themselves only the hire-purchase 
system was abolished quite abruptly. 
The Refugees’ contention is that they 
have no money for the outright pur
chase of these houses and, as such, 
want the hire-purchase system to be 
applicable to 'their cases. Still,^—of 
course I say it subject to correction- 
two of the districts are fortunate even 
now inasmuch as the hire-purchase 
system is still in force there. They are 
Derha Dun and Saharanpur districts.

The Minister of State for Finance 
(Shri Tyagi): From whom have you
gathered .this information?

Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: I may
be corrected if I am wrong. So, these 
are the two Districts—one from which 
the Minister of State for Finance 
comes and the other to which the hon. 
Minister of Rehabilitation belongs— 
which are still fortunate in that res
pect. I would like to suggest to the 
refugees to send one Minister here 
from each of their respective areas, 
so that their grievances may receive 
sympathetic consideration.

Shri A. P. Jain: It is entirely wrong.
Shrimati Sucheta Kripalani: The

Government maintain that allotment 
has already been made to 90 per cent, 
of the persons. I have here with me 
statistics in respect of some places. I 
am unable to gather them for all the 
places. I asked certain Government
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servants to supply me the statistics 
concerning them. Those persons are in 
pitiable conditions. There is one 
Kitchener Hostel in New Delhi where 
a number of Government servants 
have been given accommodatior. 
Each individual has been given a 
lO 'xlO ' room. Big halls have been 
converted into smaller rooms by erect
ing wooden partitions. No bath-room or 
kitchen is attached to these rooms, nor 
is there any privacy. The building so 
improvised has already outlived its 
utility. It should have been dis
mantled by now. Yet it continues to 
be occupied by the refugees and the 
rent is still charged on a basis as if 
the building were in quite good condi
tion. The priority that was being given 
to the displaced Government servants 
in the m atter of allotment of resi
dential quarters, namely to make allotr- 
ment to one displaced Government 
servant after every five other cases, 
has been withdrawn since February 
last. The position at present is that 
the displaced Government servants are 
being treated at par with other Govern
ment servants. You should pay some 
regard to the fact that these servants 
have no place of their own nor can 
they return to their original homes. 
Should you deride to evict them or 
retrench them abruptly, they will have 
no residential accommodation. That is 
how they are in a critical position. 
Contraiy to the claim that 90 per cent, 
of the displaced persons have been 
accommodated, the percentage of the 
displaced Government servants, who 
have been given any accommodation, 
is only 15. I stand corrected in case 
I am wrong.

Shri A. P. Jain: I want to correct
you. My figures do not include figures 
about the displaced Government 
servants. These figures are excluded 
from those given by me.

Shrimati Sucheta Kiipalanl: Next 
comes the problem of employment. 
According to ^our figures as many as
28,000 persons have been allotted 
evacuee shops while 21,000 have been 
given newly constructed shops. So far 
it is correct. Many persons have been 
helped that way. There are, however, 
some points to which I want to draw 
your attention. Many of these shops 
are siturted in localities where no trade 
is possible. The shops allotted on Irwin 
Road are unable to do any business. 
This is the story of shops in Delhi. So 
to say, .shops have been given to many 
people in Uttar Pradesh at places where 
no business is possible. Most of them 
are locked because of this very reason. 
Barring 50 or 60 fruit sellers’ or vege
table vendors* shops out of a total of

296 on Irwin Road, there is no business 
in the rest of them. These people want 
to be allotted alternative shops in locali
ties where some business may be possi
ble. Even speaking about the localities 
where some business is being done— 
say in the Queensway shops—the new 
Ministers want to remove these people 
from such sites. By ‘New Ministers’ I 
do not mean to refer to Shri A jit 
Prasad Ji. I am referring to the Minis
ters of Delhi State. As if out of some 
sudden inspiration they want to eject 
them from these shops. So frequent 
changes in policy are causing only 
harassment and losses to the people who 
have to shift to alternate sites every 
now and then.

Two or three days back, Shri Mehar 
Chand Khanna declared in a public 
meeting that so far 57,000 youngmen 
have received technical training. I 
have, however, one question to put to 
the hon. Minister. May I know how 
many of these 57,000 trained persons 
are in a position to run their own 
business or are engaged a t present in 
a gainful employment? Their greatest 
need is that the articles manufactured 
by them should be marketed. These 
youngmen can, no doubt, manufacture 
many articles, but they are not receiv
ing any help from the Government 
in re.spect of the marketing of their 
articles. That is why I repeat my 
question regarding the number of such 
persons engaged in a gainful employ
ment.

I have one more question to ask 
with regard to employment. You have 
told the House that as many as 80,000 
Central, State or Railway employees 
have also been absorbed by now. Late 
Sardar Patel had made a declaration 
with respect to these people on two 
or three occasions. I would like to 
read out an extract from the memo
randum submitted by these persons—

“ (a) Preference for displaced 
Government servants would rank 
next only to that for Central 
Government optees in the matter 
of placement,

(b) questions relating to their 
leave and pensionary rights would 
be decided soon,

(c) they would be confirmed 
after a probation of three months,”

I want you to take special note of 
this:

“and (d) nothing would be 
allowed to remain in the way of 
their settlement except Govern
ment’s commitments to its exist
ing staff who might have rendered 
longer service in similar grades.”
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But they have not been confirmed till 
date. Government made promises only 
illit did not mean to do anything con
crete. That is the present position of 
these Government servants. The only 
priority they are given is in the m atter 
of retrenchment. That is the way you 
have rehabilitated these Government 
servants. If they are retired or re
trenched then they have no resources 
to live on nor any place to go to-

There is again another aspect of 
this problem. There is a Cabinet 
decision that some relaxation should 
be allowed in the matter of super
annuation for these displaced Govern
ment servants. In particular they have 
decided to aUow extension in the case 
of scientific • or technical personnel. 
I have, however, an instance of a 
certain Superintending Engineer of 
C.P.W.D. who did not get extension 
despite recommended by three Chief 
Engineers. He was removed from the 
service despite these recommendations. 
The family in question is facing much 
difficulty in finding a place to live. 
You may well imagine the attitude of 
such people towards the Government. 
In case so many were left in conditions 
like that, it will cause much discontent
ment. You are thus creating a veri
table source of discontentment.

Then comes the issue of postal in
surance of these people. I may submit 
certain things in that connection. You 
have stated that some part of the 
sums so insured will be given to 
people as interim relief. You 
have, however, qualified this decision 
by a condition that the relief 
will be given to only those persons 
who had migrated to India by 31st 
August 1948. Now the refugees from 
Sind have come here after that date. 
Nothing has been done for them up 
till now. So far as their provident fund 
and leave arrears are concerned, you 
have decided to give them 50 per cent, 
of the total sums to their credit. It 
is based on the ground that only that 
much is expected to be received from 
Pakistan. The accounts stand at pre
sent as hereunder:

Provident Fund—
Amount due to Government of 

India—68 lakhs.
Amount due to Pakistan—51 lakhs.

Arrears of Pay—
Amount due to Pakistan—48 lakhs.
Amount due to Government of 

India—43 lakhs.
Thus, the total sum due to Govern
ment of India is M l crores of rupees

while the sum due to Pakistan is 
99 lacs. It is a question of a balance 
of only 12 lacs of rupees. In these 
circumstances there is no reason why 
these people should not be given the 
sums due to them in full. It will go 
a good way towards their relief. ,

In conclusion, I take the issue of 
settlement of claims. The refugees 
want this issue to be settled as early 
as possible. I am glad that the hon. 
Minister has made a frank admission 
that Pakistan always gets the better 
of all negotiations and everytime we 
are the losers. For us it is not possible 
to bring them round to our viewpoint. 
They always refuse every offer on our 
part. I may, however, warn you that 
this issue has to be settled one way 
or the other.

This is their demand to day. Just 
now outside this House you will find 
them carrying big placards with 
“Settle our claims” writ in bold letters 
on them. They want a most speedy 
settlement. The properties left in 
Pakistan can be divided into four cate
gories: rural lands, urban immovable, 
urban movable and industrial con
cerns. Yet information has been conv- 
pleted in respect of only one category 
namely the urban immovable pro
perties. It will not be possible to assess 
India’s total claim in the absence of 
complete information in respect of all 
the four categories. Till date we do 
not know the total value of the urban 
immovable property left behind or the 
total value of Muslim evacuee pro
perties in our possession. Last time I 
had put a question to this effect, but 
the answer was only an ambiguous 
one and the issue was left shrouded in 
mystery. To-day I seek a categorical 
reply from the hon. Minister as to 
what our total claim is. People are 
entertaining misgivings that they may 
receive only one-tenth of their total 
claims. How Will this disparity be re
moved then? We should be plain re
garding the procedure we want to 
adopt for the solution of this issue. 
Will the Government themselves con
tribute money so as to solve it? Next, 
the question arises as to what method 
is to be adopted for the settlement of 
the claims. This is the burning issue 
of the day, which is agitating the 
refugees’ mind most and hence I draw 
the attention of the House to it.

I have said what I wanted to say. 
According to my analysis, 31 per cent, 
of a total expenditure of 146 crores of 
rupees was spent on construction of 
houses. It is an investment on which 
you may be sure of a return. Then, 
22-8 per cent, of the money has been 
advanced as loans which again is an
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investment recoverable with interest. 
A balance of 45 per cent, only is left. 
This includes the transport expenses 
which were incurred in evacuating the 
people. Again it 'comprises expenses 
incurred on the opening and running 
of camps, doles given to the refugees 
and all other sundry expenses. There 
is one more item in it and that is of 
wastage and corruption. All these ex
penses are included in this. You may 
realise what the refugees have actually 
received. I want to know how much 
the refugees have actually received? I 
want to te ir the hon. Minister that 
most of the expenditure has been by 
way of investment and that should 
not be regarded as an act of benefac
tion towards the refugees. What are 
the conditions at present? What kind 
of atmosphere have you helped create 
in the country? You do not sanction 
small loans. You have become more 
strict in the grant of loans from R.F.A. 
I have represented the matter to the 
hon. Minister of Finance. The sale of 
houses has been stopped. The houses 
can be purchased now only on an out
right purchase basis. Barring one or 
two for the East Bengal refugees, all 
camps have been closed. What is then 
the refugees’ condition today? Those 
who have not settled till date, are 
worse off than they were in 1947. It 
is so because they have disposed of 
their jewellery also towards main
tenance and nothing but poverty is 
their lot today. You should, therefore, 
keep all these things before you and 
settle their claims at the earliest possi
ble. Should you, however. And it 
difficult you must give them some 
interim relief—no matter where the 
money is to be paid from. They can
not be expected to pull on for long in 
such conditions of poverty.

Pandit L. K. Maitra (Nabadwip) : I 
have always held the view that at 
least two subjects should be viewed 
from a special angle, the matter of 
refugees and the m atter of food. For 
the moment I will speak on refugees 
and their rehabilitation and I feel that 
it is our moral duty to discuss this 
subject with all solemnity and serious
ness. It would be a disaster for the 
country if rehabilitation of refugees 
became m atter of party politics and 
the refugees, the sport of political 
parties. Every hon. Member should 
carefully bear in mind while dealing 
with refugees, that he is dealing with 
the species of uprooted humanity 
which has been the helpless and hap
less victims of partition for which we 
politicians are responsible. And there
fore it is the responsibility not only of 
the Government but of evary political 
being in the country to see that the

freedom that we enjoy today, the free
dom that we have got at the sacrifice 
of these people, is utilised in the first 
place for alleviating the miseries and 
sufferings of these people. From this 
point of view I look upon the portfolio 
of refugee rehabilitation as a sacred 
trust, and I feel that the hon. the 
Rehabilitation Minister should have 
that moral consciousness and discharge 
his duties in a missionary spirit.

Having said that I am free to admit, 
that the record of achievement of the 
hon. Minister in his department is 
certainly worthy of credit. Let us not 
try to, minimise that. Let us render 
unto Caesar what is Caesar’s. I have 
very carefully read the speech of my 
hon. friend 5h ri Ajit Prasad Jain and 
the pamphlet that he has circulated 
about the working of his Ministry. I 
can understand what he means. Many 
Members here do not know the things 
that happened in 1947. If we carry 

our minds back to those grim and 
dark days, then we will have the right 
perspective for this problem. At one 
time it was felt that the problem was 
so baffling that it would not be within 
the competence of the Government to 
tackle it at all. Today I am glad to 
see the progress and to declare that 
I appreciate the work so far done by 
the hon. Member’s Ministry.

The hon. Minister asserts that a 
colossal sum has been spent. No doubt 
it is a colossal sum. Rs. 146 crores 
have been spent on the refugees and 
their rehabilitation. But I am sure not 
a single hon. Member in this House 
would grudge a pie of that amount. 
In fact nobody would have grumbled 
if he had spent double the amount. 
From the figures that are available to 
us it appears that 75 lakhs of dis
placed people have come to India and 
they have to be rehabilitated. It will 
be seen that on these 75 lakhs, the 
over-all expenditure so far has been 
Rs. 146 crores. Now if you make a 
calculation, you will find that it works 
out to about Rs. 195 per head of the 
refugees spread over a period of five 
years, and it comes to about 38 rupees 
per head per year. Let us not forget 
that only the other day we passed a 
Defence Budget for 200 crores of
rupees for the current year; and If 
we have in the course of the last five 
years spent Rs. 146 crores, we must 
remember that we were out to salvage 
the portion of humanity that was left 
to the tender mercies of the forces of 
disorder, destruction and anarchy. 
Therefore, I would submit that no
body should grudge that amount. We 
should on the contrary be prepared 
to spend much more. So far as the
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results are concerned, I think it must 
be admitted that rehabilitation of 
refugees from West Pakistan has on 
the whole been appreciable and the 
figures are impressive. A good deal 
more remains to be done "but as the 
Ministry is not yet wound up it must 
complete the process which it has 
carried out successfully so far.

I find with deep regret—and here I 
do not want myself to be misunder
stood by anybody, particularly by my 
distressed friends from Western 
Pakistan—that the picture that has 
been given of rehabilitation of refugees 
from Eastern Pakistan is not at all so 
impressive. I will draw the attention 
of the House to the figures supplied 
by the hon. Minister in his speech and 
in the pamphlet. Take, for instance, 
housing. Mr. Deputy-Speaker, here 
we find that they have been able to 
provide house accommodation for 
90 per cent, of the refugee population. 
I am talking of the urban section of 
the population; of the rural popula
tion, 94 per cent, have been resettled 
on land. Government embarked upon 
an extensive building programme and 
completed ten townships each with a 
irget population as noted against 

it:—
Faridabad—40,000 
Gandhidham—25.000 
Rajpura—15,000 
Nilokheri—8,000 
Tripuri—e:000 
Kubernagar—30,000 
Bairagarh—12,000 
Ulhasnagar—1,30,000 
Pratapnagar—20,000 
Govindpuri—30,000 
Chandigarh—60,000 
Hastinapur—10,000.

All carefully planned and executed, 
Apart from these 150 suburban exten
sions have been completed. Also 20 
suburban extensions have been develop
ed in Delhi commanding an area of
3.000 acres, fully equipped with all the 
civic amenities. By the end of 1952 over
27.000 tenements and shops have been 
completed and about 5,500 are in hand. 
About 1,600 plots have also been 
leased out.

This is a very good record, very 
impressive, but compare it with what 
you have done for the unfortunate 
refugees from Eastern Pakistan. I am 
reading from page 6, paragraph 20 of 
the report:

“As regards the displaced per
sons from East Pakistan the

general policy adopted is to pro
vide the building sites and to grant 
the house-building loans, leaving 
the actual construction to dis
placed persons themselves.”

And as against the Ion townships of 
the magnitude I have described,— 

“Two new townships have been 
built by Government at Habra- 
Baigachi and Fulia with 1,100 and 
850 houses respe(.lively. Apart 
from these, the Siate Govern
ments in the eastern region have 
also constructed over 7,200 houses.”

I respectfully ask: Does it compare 
in any way with your achievements 
here? I do not for a moment suggest, 
let me be frank with the iion. Minister 
and with the House, that this has 
been done deliberal'‘!v. that discrim^ 
nation has been intentional. Nothing 
',of the kind; it has happened un« 
consciously, and the reason perhaps is 
that these distrc.^Gcd people living 
about Delhi have easily caught the ear 
of the Government and they have got 
their own powerful men in the Re
habilitation Ministry, ibey can push 
on, they can press on; and the Ministry 
also is perhaps motivated by the idea 
that it must bring about a spectacular 
show and therefore it concentrated its 
whole attention here. Will you tell me 
how you expect refugees coming from 
Eastern Pakistan, shorn of all belong
ings, with some doles from you for 
house-building start their own con
struction? Where is he to get his build
ing materials from? Mr. Deputyr- 
Speaker, as one who has worked for 
the refugees and has been in contact 
with them for the last four years, my 
experience is very bitter, very dis
appointing. Loans have been given to 
these people of Rs. 7130, Rs. 800. And 
not all at once but in .several instal
ments. They cannot unaided get their 
building materials like cement, corru
gated iron sheets, bricks etc. The 
building materials are in short supply 
and controlled and their cost is pro
hibitive. The result is, these amounts 
are consumed by the refugees; and 
having spent thenn out they go back 
to Pakistan because they are left with 
no means, or wherewithal to live upon. 
And then, they again get kicked out 
from Pakistan and again come back. 
May I ask whether it could not be 
possible for this Rehabilitation Minis
try to have an organisation, a full- 
fledged organisation a branch of. the 
Ministry, in the Eastern Region to 
plan out and execute, with the co
operation of the people there, housing 
extension, building of ’ premises and 
shops etc.? Then there would have 
been a different picture for the people
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from Eastern Pakistan. I have got with 
me figures for other matters as well.
I have now been dealing with housing. 
Nothing practically has been done with 
regard to housing. I have seen it for 
myself. Would you tell me the poten
tial capacity for housing people at 
Fulia? Fulia is two miles from my 
house. It can at most accommodate 
about 1,000 people, and a small strow 
of a polytechnic has been set up there.
It cannot be called a township or a 
city, it is nothing compared to the big 
cities or townships that you are build
ing here. About HabrarBaigachi there 
is nothing worth mentioning. I was 
present when the Rehabilitation 
Adviser, our esteemed friiend, Mr. Mehr 
Chand Khanna, and Dr. Syam a^rasad  
Mookerjee met together in Calcutta
3 years ago to evolve a scheme for the 
settlement of refugees in West Bengal. 
There I first heard the name of Habra- 
Baigachi. Some houses sprang up 
there but, mind you, these are but 
apologies for houses. Compared to the 
kind of things you see in Delhi or 
nearabout it in the townships, these 
are nothing. Before I came to speak 
on this, I asked many Bengal Members, 
“Have you seen that Habra-Baigachi 
business?” Nobody could tell me, 
“Yes” . You find a reference to it in 
the Departmental report; it was like 
a post-script to the whole report.

That is about housing. Take the 
employment question. In the report I 
find that the employment exchanges 
have so far secured 1.60,000 place
ments for the refugees from Western 
Pakistan but only 20,000 for people 
in the eastern rcrgion. For a proper 
appreciation of the position I think I 
should tell you what is the percentage 
of refugees from both sides. The total 
number of refujjees is something in 
the neighbourhood of 75 lakhs. Out of 
that 49 lakhs are from Western Pakis
tan and the rest, about lakhs, from 
Eastern Pakistan. Now, look at the 
disparity. I ran tell you that many 
refugees from East Bengal came to 
Delhi in quest of employment. I can
not tell whether they got any. I would 
ask the Minister to tell me how many 
persons he has been able to employ in 
the Central Gov^rnmGnt services or 
ancillary services from among the dis
placed persons from Eastern Pakistan.
I have tried on several occasions to 
get figures for this but I have not 
succeeded so far.

Then lake tKe question of grants. 
The total amount of grants given to 
West Punjab refugees is Rs. 
49.85,88.000. For the East Bengal re
fugees it is Rs. 16,44,53,000.

Take loans. The total amount loaned 
to refugees is of the order of Rs. 33 
crores and 41 lakhs. Out of this 
amount, those from Western Pakistan 
got Rs. 22 crores and odd and those 
from Eastern Bengal only Rs. 10 
crores and odd. About the small loans 
scheme, I may point out that the total 
amount sanctioned for 1 lakh and 
56 thousand persons from Western 
Pakistan was a little over Rs. 10 
crores, and the actual amount paid 
was very nearly the same, viz., Rs. 9*95 
crores. Come to Eastern Bengal 
refugees. Rs. 4-25 crores were sanc
tioned, but they in the Ministry do 
not know what is the amount actually 
disbursed. Having worked in the Re
habilitation Finance Administration 
for four years, I know the difference 
between the sanctioning of a loan and 
its actual disbursement. Out of the 
sanctioned amount, nobody knows what 
has been the actual disbursement. That 
is not given in the report. It shows 
either that there has been no informa
tion collected, or some other thing. I do 
not say the Minister is responsible for 
it. He is a friend of mine, and I know 
that he is imbued with the right spirit 
and I admire him for that. But some
thing must be wrong with his Ministry. 
Was it not up to them to give these 
figures in the printed brochure? 
Should they not give a complete 
picture? Or is it because they think 
that East Bengal refugees are no con
cern of theirs, no concern of the Re
habilitation Ministry? Do they say, 
“We are going to pay some n\oney. 
Let them feel their own way.” I hope 
that that is not the attitude of the 
Ministry. ‘

Of late it is noticed that whenever 
anybody speaks here about East Bengal 
refugees, my hon. friends from other 
provinces do not join. They think that 
exodus from East Bengal has conv 
pletely stopped and with that every
thing is all right. On our part, we feel 
helpless. I do not know the official 
or the agency that supplies the figures 
of movement of persons between the 
two Bengals. You say, “So many came 
from East Bengal and so many went 
back during such and such period.” 
Wlho is collecting all these figures? 
You will say that it is from a Govern
ment agency. I do not know which is 
that agency. The impression created by 
these figures is that there Is no longer 
any question of migration of East 
Bengal refugees. My heart breaks to 
see that. Upto about August, 1950 
whenever this question of refugees 
would be raised in this House, hon. 
Members from different provinces 
would stand up and espouse the cause 
of the displaced persons equally 
warmly, whether they be from East
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Pakistan or West Pakistan. They all
felt that it was a call of humanity 
which knew no political or geographi
cal frontiers. But since the last year 
and a half I find that the unfortunate 
Hindu of East Bengal has been almost 
lorgotten by this House. Excuse my 
saying so. Now-ardays if there is a 
solitary voice trying to bring this 
matter to the notice of the House, it 
is promptly muzzled and the House 
goes with the feeling that the troubles 
or miseries of refugees from East 
Bengal are over.

Twenty-five lakhs of people have 
been, according to the Government’s 
own estimates, received in the eastern 
region States. Out of that, 22 to 23 
lakhs have gone to West Bengal; about
2 lakhs to Assam and a few thousands 
to Manipur and Tripura. Everybody 
knows—or ought to know,—unless 
West Bengal is a matter of utter in
difference to him—that it is a small 
province with hardly 30,000 square 
miles of space. The West Bengal 
Government in one of its recent state
ments made it clear that it had taken 
in more than 23 lakhs of people and 
that their rehabilitation had reached 
the saturation point. And what kind 
of rehabilitation is it? People come 
trekking across and they have to shift 
for thbiiiselves as best as they can. 
My hon. friends Pandit Thakur Das 
Bhargava and several others made a 
tour of Assam and West Bengal. I 
think they saw» vividly with their own 
eyes the miseries and sufferings 
through which the refugees from 
Eastern Pakistan were passing. You 
go even today to ' Sealdah Station. 
What do you see? Pakistan has 
announced that it is going to have the 
passport system, and every Hindu 
knows, unless he is a fool, that this 
is a device to expropriate the pro
perties of Hindus to scare away the 
Hindus from East Bengal so that ulti
mately the Pakistan Government may 
grab the properties left behind by 
them, as they did in the case of Non- 
Muslims from West Pakistan. In panic 
people have started coming. You can
not get at the figure of these people 
from the returns that you get from 
Railways or your other agencies. The 
borderline between Eastern and 

Western Bengal and Assam is so thin 
in many places,—a few yards only 
that. People have only to cross this 
border to come over here. They have 
not to travel by rail or motor at 
all but simply to walk over. If the 
Government goes away with the im
pression that all is well on the eastern 
front, and that more Hindus are going 
back to East Bengal than are coming 
in and consequently, no problem is 
there then they are living in a para
dise of illusions. I appeal to the hon.

Minister In the name of humanity to
devote more attention, increased 
attention, to the rehabilitation of these 
unfortunate people from Eastern 
Pakistan.

I shall take three minutes more, Sir, 
as I do not think anybody else from 
my part is going to speak on Bengal 
matters. Bengal Government, as I was 
telling you, has made it clear that 
West Bengal is physically incapable 
of taking more people. You can well 
understand the density of the popula
tion in a tiny, little province of 30,000 
square miles with about 2 i crores of 
people. Therefore, I appeal to this 
House and through this House to the 
Government of India to see that some 
outlet is found for the Refugee popu
lation in the neighbouring provinces 
of Assam, Bihar and Orissa. At the 
same time, let the Ministry provide 
additional funds and expedite the dis
bursement of the amounts earmarked 
for the rehabilitation of East Bengal 
refugees. But first of all give us some 
living space. The Germans before the 
second World War used to shout for 
“Lebensraum”). Today, the people of 
West Bengal are crying for a little 
living space under the sun and if you 
refuse this legitimate demand, deny 
them the right to live, the right to 
make their contribution to the country, 
then I do not think things will be easy 
for this Government. I am not talking 
in anger. I am talking more in sorrow 
than in anger. I appeal to the hon. 
Minister to apply his mind a little 
more seriously to this problem. There 
is a grave menace. More people are 
coming. He will have to find money 
for them. Let me tell him this very 
,clearly. He must understand right 
from now that with the introduction 
of the passport system in East Bengal 
together with the policy of systematic 
squeezing out of Hindus, there is 
bound to be a fresh exodus from 
Eastern Bengal. You must be prepared 
to have more and more people coming 
in here and they will have to be 
absorbed. Notwithstanding the Rs. 46 
crores you have spent so far, notwith
standing all that you have been doing, 
you have not been able to solve the 
problem of Rehabilitation in the way the 
country wants you to solve it. I give 
you full credit for your achievements, 
but a good deal remains to be done. 
Do not rest on your oars. Do not have 
complacency. This is a problem which 
must be tackled vigorously from all 
sides and if you succeed in doing 
that, if you succeed in rehabilitating the 
people and giving them succour, then 
and then alone we shall have the satis
faction that these sacrificial goats at the 
altar of freedom have been somehow 
provided for. I am sorry to use such an 
irreverential expression, but it is a
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[Pandit L. K. Maitra] 
fact that the refugees are the sacri
ficial offerings before the altar of 
freedom. Let us all realise that the 
refugees from- east and west are our 
own kith and kin and it is by our 
combined effort that we have been 
able to achieve this freedom. Let us 
look after them as best as we can 
when they are in distress. It is tliat 
path of brotherly service that we must 
follow. If we deviate from it, we will 
be betraying them and posterity will 
not forgive us.

Dr. Khare (Gwalior): This bright 
motto which is engraved on the panel 
just above your seat **Dharma Chakra 
Pravartanaya'' has prompted me to 
begin today my, not maiden but multi
para. speech with a Vedic quotation:—

Because we are dealing with a subject 
consisting of misery, distress and un
happiness, it is fitting that we should 
begin with a Vedic prayer. I am sure, 
Sir, you will also appreciate it because 
I gather so from your namam, I also 
claim to be a J)undit, not of the 
western type but of the eastern 
variety. Therefore, nobody need be sur
prised by this quotation being used 
by me. When I entered this hall my 
attention was rapturously attracted to 
this quotation and I was wondering 
whether I am entering the Parliam ent 
House of a secular Government or a 
theocratic State. Still, Sir, after all 
there may be some inconsistency in 
it. The great Soul has taught us to 
believe that consistency is the hob
goblin of little minds and it follows 
therefore as a necessary corollary that 
inconsistency is the soul of greatness.
I therefore congratulate this great
Government for this great gesture,
although it is inconsistent with its 
secular pledges and promises. So far 
as I am concerned, this has gladdened 
my heart, but whatever the ideas of 
the Government may be, it will inspire 
people like me to gradually change 
this secular ideal into an ideal of 
Government based upon sublime
principles of liberalized Hinduism, 
which is nothing more than an uni
versal religion. The definition of 
Dharma or the word Dharma in 
essence, means nothing else than help 
or relief to distres.sed humanity. This 
-ttlly brings me to my subject. There 

is no doubt that this problem of re
habilitation is a very grave one and 
also a big one and perhaps it has never 
occurred in the ^nnals of the world so 
far. I must say frankly that this pro
blem is created on account of the

greed of political power, which led to 
the acceptance of the unfortunate 
partition. No one can deny that state>- 
ment and I am surprised that promises 
were given to these people at the time 
when things were occurring in 
Pakistan. They were told:

but nothing was done. After all 
they had to come away on account 
of genocidal activities of Pakistan, 
leave their hearths and homes and 
come to India in misery or suffer 
death and starvation etc. Our Govern
ment did give promise of full protec
tion to our people in Pakistan who 
are now refugees but did not keep it. 
After all breach of promise is one of 
the characteristics of this Government 
or the dharma, which the Government 
follows. Now I do not want to enlarge 
upon this, but I must say this much. 
Whatever is done either for power or 
for pleasure, a time arises when one 
has to repent it at leisure and this 
is the mentality of some of my friends 
opposite. They have told us that the 
problem is very nearly solved. Wonder
ful. After all, they speak with pride 
of their achievements. Poet Tulsidas 
has said:

^  3rfV̂ T15T j

This problem really demands daya 
which you can put forth and not 
Abhiman on account of which you say 
that you have very nearly solved this 
problem. I contest that this problem 
is not solved. It remains still unsolved. 
On hearing the very instructive speech 
of Mrs. Kripalani, I feel absolutely 
startled and surprised with the facts 
disclosed. But there is no reason to be 
surprised because our Minister says 
that on the question of evacuee pro
perty pool, the attitude of Pakistan is 
not helpful. Why do you say that with 
tears? You ought to know, if you are 
a human being that the attitude of 
Pakistan will never be helpful till the 
end of the world. You ought to revise 
your policy. Do not have this impotent, 
weak-kneed, imbecile policy in deal
ing with Pakistan in all matters and 
unless and until you revise your 
policy, this question and many other 
questions concerning Pakistan shall 
never be solved till Doomsday. Ours 
is a secular State and in every matter 
we must indulge in self-efTacement 
and must indulge in granting every
thing that the enemy demands. You 
may go to Heaven, if you like pre
maturely, but you cannot solve your 
world problems with this policy, unless 
and until you change your policy. I
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am sure about this. What do the 
ftgures given and the speech made by 
Mrs. Kripalani disclose? It discloses 
that this Government is usurious in 
its loan transactions, commits black- 
marketing in the sale of houses to 
refugees, the conditions of lease are 
oaierous and that people do not come 
forward to take the lands. I tell you 
that this problem cannot be solved. By 
the heat of Pakistan and the pressure 
of the Jamait>-ul-Ulema Hind, the 
evacuee property pool will be evapo
rated and there will be nothing left. 
My fervent prayer and in fact my 
advice, if I may say so, is: Change 
your policy. Be Arm to Pakistan and 
adopt a policy of reciprocity. Then 
and then alone you can solve this 
problem; it will be never solved other
wise. I know I am speaking very 
bitterly, but it is true and straight and 
unless you change this policy, this 
refugee problem will be eternal. I was 
ridiculed when in December 1949 I 
prophesied that East Bengal is going 
to suffer the same fate as West 
Pakictan, the same holocaust, and 
genoc'idal activities of Pakistan. They 
cursed me as a reactionary, as a com- 
munalist and what not. I am a re
actionary. Reactionary means T rati- 
kriya Vadi’. I am a reactionary be
cause you are bent upon performing 
the “Kriya” of the mother land.

f t ,  s rR rfw  I

fti'Tr >̂T’Tr 9ft,
I

[You want to perform the ‘Kriya’ 
(obsequies) of our motherland, and 
we shall have to come down to ‘prati- 
kriya’ (reaction). If you stop perform
ing the ‘Kriya’, there will be no ‘prati- 
kriya’ (reaction) on our part.]
Therefore, I was ridiculed, criticized 
and abused. My prophesy has come 
true and within two months the holo
caust was set ablaze in East Bengal 
and many of our Bengalee brothers 
and sisters had to leave their home
land. I tell you that another holocaust 
^  sure to appear as my hon. friend. 
Pandit Maitra told the House a few 
minutes ago. L̂ et us be prepared for 
it. Do not wind up your office. Enlarge 
your activities, extend them and also 
strengthen your hearts with a little 
more daya and a little less pride. I 
have done.

^ r lm a t i  Renu Chakravartty (Basir-
hat): I rise to discuss the budget oh

Rehabilitation, which has been presented, 
in a manner to show, as it were, that 
the problem has been solved. When 
we listened to Mr. Jain's speech over 
the All India Radio, wc came to the. 
same conclusion that all is well with 
the world or very nearly so. That is 
why when we look into the figures for 
the various Government tam ps still 
running in East Bengal, we find that 
under ^he  Central Government there 
is only one camp ‘Fulia’, about which 
my hon. friend, Pandit Maitra has 
given certain facts. In the various 
brochures which have been given ta  
us, we find at various times various 
figures. At one time we are told that 
43 camps' with about 70,000 refugees 
are still under the Government and 
at another time we are told there are 
14 camps with only 44,000 refugees. 
We are more or less led to believe that 
rehabilitation is very near completion.
I would also like to repeat what Shri- 
mati Sucheta Kripalani said, that 
figures are very deceptive. The figures 
which have been given, at least in re
gard to East Pakistan refugees is 
25 lakhs. It is difficult for us to get 
exact figures because there are other 
means besides trains by which 
refugees come in from East Bengal. 
In my own constituency, I saw hundreds 
of refugees coming across the river. I 
am told that the total figures with the 
Government are those generally of 
people coming by trains.

Shri A. P. Jain; These are census 
figures.

Shrimatl Renu Chakravartty: Even 
according to the census figures, we 
who are in the know of things, in the 
sense that we visit these areas and we 
know the large numbers of people who 
are there, at least in East Bengal, we 
find it very difficult to accept that 
there are only 25 lakhs of refugees. I 
would suggest that there should be 
some sort of a Commission to enquire 
into the actual number of refugees, at 
least from East Bengal.

As far as the solution of the pro
blem is concerned, I would also say 
this. I am only going to talk about 
East Bengal, that is the part of the 
country which I know; it is better for 
me to talk about that. I would like to 
add that something has been done for 
the refugees from West Pakistan. I do 
not grudge that. I have seen some of 
the hutments in Delhi. Shall I ta ll 
them huts? They are not places worth 
living for human beings. I think much 
remains to be done. Shrimati Sucheta 
Kripalani has made out a good case 
on that sub.iect. I would only say that 
Ofiuch remains to be done. But, very 
much more remains to be done in thfe* 
case of refugees from East Bengal.
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[Shrimati Renu Chakravartty]
Coming back to facts as they stand 

today in East Bengal, if you were lo 
visit Sealdahr, you will see for your
self how men, women and children 
a re  living there. If you were to visit 
the  various border areas, across the 
river, you will see the conditions. In 
the Sealdah station I have seen with 
my own eyes a refugee woman womit- 
ting blood. She was a T.B. patient; 
she had no place to go to. I have seen 
such sights recently too. See the transit 
camps. There was a transit camp in 
one of the jute sheds in Cossipore. We 
found almost everyday babies dying 
20 or 25 at a time and the corpses were 
huddled up. That kind of thing you 
will see again in the border areas, if 
we are to have passports, Jntroduced 
for in that case there would be con
siderable influx. I do not know what 
the hon. Minister proposes to do in 
this matter. It is no use saying that 
this is a m atter for the State Govern
ment and it is not something which 
the Central Government has to care 
for. You cannot deny that there is 
hunger in the refugee camps. You 
can show figures and say that you have 
given jobs for so many people. Even 
tha t figure is very small. Even accord
ing to the Minister it is 29,000. You 
may also say from figures that so 
many people have been given loans, 
shops have been erected, etc. If you 
were to visit these colonies, you will 
see the terrible conditions in which 
they live, and their terrible hunger. 
You will find refugee children and 
even pregnant mothers dying of 
anaemia and such other diseases, into 
the details of which I need not go 
now. These are well known.

Let us take resettlement on land. 
We have been told that 2 lakh families 
have been rehabilitated on land. What 
is the land that has been given to 
thGm? They have been sent to Anda
mans and sent to places like Salboni 
outside Bengal. You may say that 
when beggars come, they cannot be 
choosers. But I would say this. The 
East Bengal peasant comes from an 
area which is very fertile. He is used 
to a certain climate and to certain con
ditions. Here, something completely 
difTerent is given. You see the arid 
regions to which they are sent. 
'Naturally, we find very large nunv 
bers of them come back. The hon. 
Minister said that they are lazy and 
that they do not want to work. May 
I say, Sir, about the great self-help 
movement that the East Bengal 
refugees have organised In building 
their colonies? It is one of the most 
wonderful movements in our times. If 
we give an opportunity to these oeople 
who have shown that self-help and

initiative, you will see that they would 
build themselves up. But you must 
give them the iyi>e of land to which 
they are used. Even in my area, 
Sunderbans, I have talked to the 
Union Board Presidents. They say, 
they have offered land in these areas 
but the Government has done nothing 
about it. They continue sending our 
people outside Bengal.

Take the case of fishermen. As you 
may know, Sir, in East Bengal, a very 
large number of people take to this 
trade. They are very deft fishermen. 
When they have come across Ijere. we 
find that the Government goes in for 
deepTsea fishing. I do not knew how 
deep the sed is or how much fish you 
get there. I say it is an extravagant 
waste. Instead if these fishermen were 
given a fleet of ships or at least beats 
and the implements to wt^rk and if 
Government opened shops where they 
could sell their catch it would help to 
rehabilitate them. Nothing of this, has 
been done. You may be able to give 
some figures; but, if you were to visit 
these areas, you will see fishermen 
dying, fishermen who would be useful 
today in supplying us with fish which 
is one-of the most important articles 
of food for the Bengalees.

Take the case of artisans. You know 
that in East Bengal we have such 
wonderful weavers, the Dacca muslin 
weavers. What is happening to them? 
Take the conch shell bangle makers. 
They have been producing these things 
for centuries; today, these people are 
dying out. They should have been 
organised on a co-operative basis with 
direct Government help. They should 
have been supplied with yarn and 
helped to set up looms. Government 
should also have helped them in 
marketing these products. Much has 
been said about the Government loan 
scheme in Bengal. We find that loans 
are Riven piecemeal. You are granted 
a certain loan; but you are not given 
the amount altogether. Money is given 
piecemeal with the result that generally 
the people eat up the loan and in the 
end they are left high and dry.

There is the question of rehabilita
tion by the erection of shops. There is 
a big agitation against the removal of 
refugee shops in Queensway. My pre
vious speaker has referred to that. I 
find the same whimsical way of wast
ing money in Calcutta. You know there 
they have constructed a large number 
of bamboo shops. None of them has 
been rented because they have been 
constructed in areas where Ihere Is no 
business. Lakhs of Rupees have been 
spent there in this wasteful manner.
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Take the women’s camps. We are 
told that there are 38,000 inmates there. 
As far as Bengal is concerned, the hon. 
Minister, in answer to my question 
said that there is not a single voca
tional training centre run by the 
Central Government in Bengal. He 
mentioned about two centres, Rajpura 
and Faridabad run here. You say you 
are giving vocational training. You 
give them loans. You spend a certain 
amount of money; I do not deny that. 
But, have you spent it well? You teach 
them a little embroidery; you teach 
them a little dairying; and you give
them a loan. You say you have put
tiiem on their feet and they are left to
fight their way out by individual
struggle for existence. Thousands of 
rupees have gone to institutions like, 
I would mention, the All India Womens 
Conference in Calcutta. It is a good 
institution in some ways. But as far as 
rehabilitation is concerned, we know 
they have not been able to do it. Even 
their accounts are not very well kept. 
Their centres are not self-sufficient. 
Even for running the Centres, they 
have been given thousands of rupees 
from the Rehabilitation department. 
Their organisation have been rewarded 
by making their member;s relief 
officers and Ministers.

That is the way we are trying to 
rehabilitate. If we , Aukland
House which is the place where the 
office of the Rehabilitation Department 
is housed, we find that many hundreds 
oi refugees are sitting out there. There 
are cases of nepotism, bribery and 
corruption going on there. I do not 
know when the Minister goes, if they 
are there, but anyway anybody with 
eyes to see can see. It is utter waste, 
and this lack of having a plan to inte
grate the refugees into nation building 
services has cost us crores of lupees.
I would like to mention iust one thing 
here. The number of women who have 
found employment is not known even 
to the Ministry.

I would now make some suggestions. 
Fir.stly, the question of co-operatives. 
It is no use giving people vocational 
training and leaving them to their own 
resources. We must have not only co
operatives, but must give subsidies to 
them. In the present state of afTairs, 
there must be a period of time during 
which proper subsidies are given, with
out which they can never properly 
function. Secondly, there must be a 
marketing board under Government 
without which any sort of self-help or 
self-sufficiency in rehabilitation is out 
of the question.

I would also come to the question 
of employing women in the health and 
educational services. The general lines

along which rehabilitation takes p lace 
as far as women are concerned, is la  
the way of giving them a little teaching, 
in embroidery, a little printing and 
things like that. But I feel that we 
should have such things as village 
health services, teach them to become 
nurses, give them elementary teaching 
in educational services, so that they 
can really be put to nation-buikling 
uses.

Then we find in the budget we have 
expenditure on miscellaneous schemes 
for rehabilitation amounting to Rs. 94 
lakhs only. We feel, and I would re
peat it here that this is only because 
we are having such a huge and inflated 
budget for defence. I feel, and I re
peat it here, Sir, that unless you cu t 
that down, you cannot have more for 
nation-building services, for rehabili
tating these people. Unless we spend 
more on education, more on health, on 
rehabilitation, we cannot have a re a r  
which can fight and stand up to any 
sort of aggression.

Then coming to educational grants,
I find it difficult from the figures given, 
to us to find how much exactly is 
given as educational grants to E ast 
Bengal. I find there is a certain amount 
spent on West Pakistan refugae^. That 
is little too. Still as far as East Pakistan 
is concerned, I find very little has been 
given. I feel that it is a very very 
essential point upon which I m ust 
stress. Our young children have been 
uprooted from East Bengal, and East 
Bengal had a higher percentage of 
literacy than West Bengal, and I feel 
that it is very essential we should 
make these grants.

Shri A. P. Jain: If you want I can 
give the figures for educational grants. 
It is Rs. <J7,50.000 for the refugees 
from East Bengal.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: I would 
say it is necessary in view of the fact 
that the rates of school fees etc.. are 
going up. we should continue these 
edurational grants, and I would speci
fically ask that they should not be 
satisfied with loans.

Shri A. P. Jain: It is. all grant, and 
not loan. Against Rs. 130 lakhs for the 
West, it is Rs. 97.50.000 for the East, 
the number of refugees from the West 
being twice that from the East.

Shrimati Renu Chakravartty: There 
is a certain movement for self-help 
which I have seen in the sphere of 
education. I have seen refugees from 
East Bengal having built schools in 
the colonies, rural schools. One of the 
most wonderful of these is a small 
school I saw in a far off village of 
Sambhunagar but that school has not 
got one pie in the form of grants.
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rShrimati Renu Chakravartty]
Then, I come to the most important 

question upon which I would specially 
ask the hon. Minister to bejstow his 
thought, and although it might seem 
to come within the purview of the 
State Government, it has become such 
an important question, that the 
Centre should intervene; that is my  ̂
submission. Sir. That is the question 
of giving recognition to the colonies. 
There are lakhs and lakhs of oeople 
from East Bengal who have througir 
their own initiative, their own self
help movement, re-established thenv 
selves, built their own houses, and 
established schools, roads, sanitation, 
in and right through the districts of 
Bengal. These colonies have got to be 
recognised. The West Bengal Gcvern- 
ment has brought forward an excuse 
of the Constitution and has said: we 
cannot give these colonies recognition 
because they have been built on land 
which has to be compensated at rates, 
which I am afraid, the E-ist Bengal 
refugees at the moment are unabJn to 
pay. And it is very, very urgent tbpt 
these colonies which provide for the 
majority of the East Bengal reftgees 
must be recognised, and that i:, '»me-
thing ^pon which the Centre will have 
to come down. If you insist that -you 
are going to stick to the point of giving 
compensation, then it is up to the 
•Central Government to give that 
money, but the refugees colonies must 
be recognised. They cannot be evicted 
as Bengal now has passed an Act, and 
there is a great agitation there against 
this. The refugees' associations have 
demanded a tripartite conference of 
the Government, of the zamindars and 
the refugees, and they are prepared to 
sit round a table and discuss the 
matter out.

And I would just like to add one 
word here about the way land is being 
acquired in certain areas—I know the 
Government is trying to acquire land. 
We know big zamindars are not being 
touched. Both Hindu and Muslim of 
the big zamindars have not been 
touched. Where colonies have been 
established, these colonies are not being 
recognised on the plea that these have 
to be compensated, and that they can
not be taken over. On the other hand, 
we And small land holders, both Hindu 
and Muslim are being put to great 
trouble, their lands are being acquired, 
and their means of livelihood are being, 
jeopardised.

So I would end on this note That it 
is not a question that more has been 
given to West Pakistan and, less has 
been done for East Pakistan displaced 
persons. We would ask that a  suffer
ing man wherever he may be, in East

Pakistan or West Pakistan, must have 
his rights, he must be .re-established. 
These people have shown such wonder
ful tenacity, perseverance and indus
try, and such mettle must not be 
allowed to die. Let the Government 
take the help of all parties, and root 
out the fatal noose of corruption and 
nepotism, and help them really to re
habilitate themselveg. Let not future 
generations point to us the finger of 
accusation and say that we were mur
derers of people who were the inno
cent victims 6f an imperialist game.
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^ ark 7 3T*frT I firr̂ lr ywir

^  ^TTSfT^ f<i^i I ” ^ n r  ^

<T ^  * r t e r  ^  ^  a r R T F ? ^ ^ ”  

f̂ RT ^  «T^ ^  ^  *̂ii<V
?r<+T< % W T T ^ | l f ^ r ? W  

% fwT «r*rrC ^
^  f!I^Tr?!T ST? W O T  

?r»T?JTr ^  s p w  t  I
3f t  ■d'^is ^  ^ R ” ^

T ? #  9TT sflc^TT^ST t

r̂̂ T ?  ^ 5  ̂ OT % ^  eZRPTT
»r ^  rft arrq- ^  ^rf^y #  ^ r

^  a A f  H  «(t!i ^  ^  ^ -5 +

#  I t ’ TT^pfril

» r f f  5pT « T n r  ?ft w

'11511 ^  Tt>T ^  ^[TT ^ t ’ TT

■ ^ r f ^ ,  ^ 't ir r f t  < r  sttstt '^ r r f ^  1
^  3fts<TT%fF«rr^ (sym ptom s)
I  ^  ^  % ^*T ^  'Sflr'IT I
3 r t k > ? t s t  a r ' k ^ f t g ^ a r P T T l O T ^ I  

^ ^ % ? f t J T 5 » r r ^ f r ' = T T t f ¥ J T ?  ^ r t i F n  

fsr ^  »rf t  ■ a ik  arf f%5 ^
*T5r^ >114̂

% JT? <?, 5ft # ftiT IfTTJT
^rTT g ftr *̂T r̂»rPTT ^r q’>rr*irT
3?  5FfT 5T ^ ^>TT JTSr rT ^ I I^ d

3TT# JT̂ Ir ^  ^  ^  3TTfliiT | if?
5frq: i irf? arrsriiJî arT f  f  5ft it^ "n̂ r 

5T T ift ' S r #  q f f  t  ^ iT  ^  ffRTT^y ^

i^r JT? ^cT ^  ^ ^ | t  «ft ark 
^nrfr^rr ^ ftr ^TFfrft'fr i r ^  5  

ark w  ^  5fT??ft
Ttjft I TfN^ft TTf^ îfH % f®
^nr^TT^' w t f̂ t  arr?, ^ '^ s r r ^

5*T ^  f ^ ‘t’ 1 ^  fe iJT  I ara' H lf + ^ d H  
%• W J T f z r T ^ s t t  I T t a r ' T f ^ t f t ?  f h

arR’fl’ 3tt̂ , apift Pr^wT I  a r ^ ^  #  
ftr ?,^«9 arr^jft tc

< r t |  i a w  ? r w  p r ^ 3 ? R
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[  <rry^i 1^0 a rrTo  ^ r i F T t  ]

3 ft ^  %  5 m riT ^  |  ^

f ^ n i r e r f t  ^  < r : ^

%" '»iH sftx >a*i V

sjtt ^  i
Mgl̂ Mli ^  PfilwtJi'l «RTH %
TT ^

^  T I ^  ^  T̂RFTT ^  3n?ft I ,  Tf«?
'TT r^'^K <̂ f,cii ^

^  ^ m w  ^  ?nrmH ^  #  f w ,  
TO Ĥ trmpT #  fT  #  ^  f w ,  \ ^

<ti<!1s m  5®  w  % '»*4î (
p -  #  a r r ^  f ^ r J R r f t  f ^ n n f ,  

5 ^  #  V#t?^3fT<,fkTfW
3 r r t , f ' t V N M  gsrr a fh : ^  f ^ ^ r r j R  

%  ^rpT f t ,  3 ft ^ > T

<T ^  3 f k  S T c R m  « ft  ^  ^  ^  

|3rr,
5  ^ 'ftr  ^  Tr3r*ftf?i?ft 

^  f  I p  ^  ^  ^ lltt'l  

? i I V i  T O  I p  ^  ^

^n rran  "jn  ^  ^  a m  3?it  ^  ^  | ,  
S f t r  ^  spT ^ 3 ^  3 ? ^  I ’, ^

I  f e  ^  w  w ^ f r  ^  w « n H  
^  3rra>TT I ^  n̂TFOT ^  w * t f t  ^  
9 V T  ^  ^RT^TT >3 '̂ 3 ft

t '  3 f t ? r R ft T

W T f  J T f  o ,  ^  ^  n t  t ,  ^  > it  t ,  

^  ^  ^ p r  ^[TT ^ s r r r ^ w r , ^  ? ft 
m f iT O T s f t ft f  5TF5TP: %  JT5Jr 

% ^ t ,  Mlf a ^ H ? ? s p R 3 f tT ^ g B ; 
? ^ i T  s q T  arrfvRT ^  a r m r  a i k  

TT^ % srtsf % aftr M îiiH 
^  I ?ft f c | f » i r ^ d ^ H  fir f ’ i ^ ' t  ^  3 ft 

f^̂ TPT ^ ^  ^̂ 1*1 ^  ^

^  T w  3 rnft T ? ? n

t  s ft r  ^  '>11̂ 1 T ^ s T  5  w

^ * i^ i ^  ^  ^  ^  »rnr i

j T t f t r l ^ t ^ ^  ' f f f ’TT <:?p 
^ * 1 ^  a rm  t f t r  ^  ^  <Ts ^  ^
f3TT I t n m i  ^  f W  | 3 R
t :  “ N o  p r o g r e s s  c o u l d  b e

m a d e  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  i m m o v -  

a b l e p r o p e r t y  i n  P a k i s t a n ^  T h e  

s t a l e m a t e  s t i l l  c o n t i n u e s ”  

*1? % >rr# gn? ^  ft<itt |  i
3R •t'lC yWTOPT 5rPR Pi+rt 3TFIT 
^  f  5 1^  arntTT I qf< rfq rrT j??

t  5 f n € f  (  e v a c u e e

p r o p e r t y  )  %  ? m r a T ^  T T

^  TlWr fH^r^T ^  51^, >TTf¥??TPT 
>nw r 51^ afk  p r f t  |  Pf>
P ’ W  ^ 1  f< P T  ^  >?% ?

5ft # 3ft ^  ^  ^
^  ^ ^tt sTi^r^r ^  I
^  ^  ^  ^  ^  #  3it
f S  f w  3TT STT ^  f^^rr w  I

^  ^ t  «Tft ^  ?irTT, ^  21^
^  !PT ^  3fk sftcTT^n^’T

% f ^  s f t r  ^  ^  % In r ^
^  ?ft ^  arrsr sft tw

^ i p r  g  ^  JT? t  3i>ft zi^  7  
?r»r5T ^
^r*iT «rK  «PT f e f T  5  I I f f  i j f  ^ riiH  
ft: 31? 5PP ^  f^rm Pm t ¥ t  s i f a ^  

T t  g;<t 5 iT f ?r H f f  spTT s ftr  
! T f f  ^  ^ 't  «ifc(g;Rr ^ T T  ^
«ft ^  ^  *Trft>^T  ̂ ^  i^*iT ^1^^ 
a n ^  ^raf ^  s n w  3j r t  f ,
Ji?r T?: J r  3 I R  s f i r  an ?.t  f s r  ^  
a ftr  *4^ *i i*i^ n t  ^ T  ^ n r
t  ft: ?>T 8iq^ gt^ tiff  flf ?r
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prr I (rehabili
tation ) ^  art ^  t

jftr arr^ am ^ ferr
5̂FT̂ R̂TTferr'STR I

apTT ^  r<^r«ir^«R % jt?

^  ^ t ^ ^ n r w r ^  
m  ?5TWTi I “^ 1  3 licR rw :”

spr ^  % feiT ^nm t  ‘
Ĵ5T«T % n̂?T P?)T ^  ^FTprr 5

anfOTR t  ^
2T̂ ^  ar̂   ̂aflftr ^ w  ^
ertwr 11 3tr frNr^

%, ^  ^  ^  &
an ^  aftr ^   ̂ ^  ^  ^  ^
^  ^ ^  ^̂ TTTT ^  |-3n,

r<̂ r«(fod̂ R fclfefeiOT
" i, 'RTRT t, ^  t  I ^  ^

?TH f?T%^ I  ft: ^̂ TRT t
ark ^  ^  ^  arij-

WTTrfT I  I ^  t ,  W

f aftr ^  ^  Pq̂ lPMdl
^  ^  t  I

t̂tcT ^  aftr t  ĤTPR ^  
n̂ wHi -qî dl  ̂ artr arr̂  

^  3^ fey  ^  ^
*t*̂ ni g I ^ rq  ^  ^  ^  fe n , 

^  w  ̂ ^  ^  afk wm
fen I afk ^  înr aftr
t  ftrr ^  TOT# Jfft SZRP̂TT T̂TTft t  

^   ̂ ^  |3TT ^  I
^  ^  ipT̂ ifh: % T^ 20^

I ^ ?ft ŷhr T̂T%  ̂3ii«rî <̂i
5 T̂T# % aft< n̂̂ Tfflr

Tî  afrc  ̂^
74 PSD

^  TFSfWR ^  ^  ^  m 5rt^
«|ft ^rtf fe rr afh:

% arr^ift ^  t o r  ^  szjcrstt

^  31^ TO T  ^TRW #  ^

an^ I # TO ^  ^  5T̂
® n »T  f e n  f e  ^  > ft  ^

^  aAr V R ifto  ̂  vT^ifh: ^
^  r ^ ^ d l  I T O  ^  ^  WK

TOR ^  3ft SZTTÔT * t t  iT̂  
^  TO5T #  ^  a n ^  I

^  farr ^  I ^  ^  TO ^n«FK ^  
«FTOR ^  ^  ^RT^ t ,  fRnr̂
^  ^TRT^t a f i ^  I  aftr ift ^TOT ^  

^  ^ E T R T R  #  f e n  t  3 ^ ^  ^  

^  feR q f r W ^  aftr feR ^  % 
TÔ  ^  ^  TO ^
3 f ^  TORR ^  TR t  I TOT fe?ft 

TO ftrfro TT^ % TO ?TT5 ̂
^HTOT arr ^TRft ^  to  % «ftF % to

^  ^ ^  T̂RT I ^  ^  TO
%  ^  T O F n a f t  ^  I

TOT TTĈ  % # apT̂ fr
srfeTOT aftr f^T^dl % f ro  ^nTOR 
cTfft % TO ^  ^  aft?:

^nr^jfk
t  I T O T O T  ^  ^
^o ^ o  a fto (U .N .O .)&  snFTT 
spt ^  ^^Wd’l ?T  ̂ 5Ti^ aftT ?T p* #

( CoJombo Plan)
% TOT^ ^  ^  TO ^  ^  ^

I ^  #  a m  TO qT f t  TO

ferR  ̂ I TOT f<4c'5<rt T̂̂
5 I eft ^  ^  ^  T O ^  ^  ^  <+»HI 
1̂ TOT TÔRT t  VT TORR
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[ 'T fs*  C[o 3TRo

^  ^  v m
a fk  TrfsFRTH % 4 h r 

f n m  ficTT f  eft ^  a p s r f * ^
5IM spT t  *nn: m f tw w  w

^  ^  t  f t > ’T O  1!T

^  ^  ij(^<iiw ^  '»iial 5  I
^  ^  5JT? *?>t J T  w r i
^  *R tcTT t  ftW <R?
^  * R  3ft a iK if r  I
T^^IT ^  3TI^ I ^  T ' A

VJ iin ft 6 f J R  ^5t ^
^  3n% t  v f  %

MirifrWH ^
^  ^  T C  ^ t  t  f ^  ^

*IT % ?n*T T5 ^
î®F̂  ^  I

<rt^ nil wm ^  q>P «rr r̂inc 
Mlft-'R O ’ ) %  y R  ^  5 t ^
» p n  I 3JPT ?t5ft ^  T i ^  ^ N ’ 

% ^RFT 5 ^  ’f l  P̂T*r ^
T T ^  ^  a m  37TT 5 lff %5IT I w  
^raWT % ?r«T(m5T ^  ^  TTSJ

v r  f w  ^  ^ n f ^  I w f f t r  w  ? R 5  
>d j|-s ^  sft ^t>T ^ei<J 3 n ^  a ftr  

^ > n t ^  a n ^  eft ^  ^  *t » p R  
5*11 sftr ^  ^  ^  f^ r^ -

^ T f t  TPs? <K  ^  ^ n f ^  I 

^  ^ JT W W f ^
ms? ^  % 8R i%  3n^ ?n% »?rq% 

? f t ? ^
w t  !T T T ^  ^T^ifhr I
w w  J i f t  ^ n w  ^  s n ft  ^
a ir f  I

? » n ^  « T R ^  ^  a r fe ifT  i t  » i f  t  
m  ^  tv ^  ^ rd r  sit Tsrw t  I

« ^ t vs ^  ? r r a  r < ^ ' » n  >TT f » T  ^

^  1 1  n̂j; % spT
? w  5 f t  3 TT s  i s  (  u p  t o  

d a t e )  f w  I  a n R  «p t 

a r r a ?  ( w o r k  o u t  )  f t i ’ n  

a r m  5 ft J i ?  W F j H  ^  f t t  ^  ^  

%  3 jT ? T  ^  I T T  a t r e if r  'T T

^  I r  " H  f t n r r  i j i ?  * r t r

f f t t u r  ^  I  I s r t t ¥  '9 \  ^

f T  #  f o d i p f f  #  5rt3 5ft w  ^  

T f w  ^ o o  % ; s T ? : ^ t 3 f t  f « T # ^  

^  %  3 F S X  ^  ^  I x w

^  ^  S P T I^  ^  ^  #  a f t x  

a r ?  iift  y ^ r w  ^  ^

s>t I * n n : ^  f l t ^ ' n  f  f V  w r  ^ m k i  

*pnr s?T  ^  >raT ^  i 
w t n f  ^  e ^ n m r  V T i r r  a r ^  ^

<,51 I 5>n^ ?rr^ ^  t t  ''̂  {I r a rrf 
^  ^  t  a f ( T  5>T 3 ^  ^  ?r

w i5t T?FK ^  ^sWt ^  H^nrar n  ^

V T  ^  I ^  ^PTT 5 ^
« K W i  ^  ^  y w r n n r  a n ft ^  fa rr
5 I a n ft TTTst w  a ftr  w rnr ^^rr 5 • 
t  m 5 ic rr g  f ¥  5> TT ft ^ n s T K  #

^  MH'iK 9pnr 1 1  ^
*T  \ ^ < ll  I ^ f f V T  3 ^  5 R i 3 T 1 ^ . 

H ia «4 ^  ' p r  *1̂  *111 3 R  5W

f% îT 5rr^f ^  ^  cTT? % aftt 
a r«# t ^  5traT 1

a o ft >1^ tp> f»TT #  ^  f%  3 f f
^  r*rfn»ft ^  ̂  ^  ^ r f ^  i
injT 4 'V§9TT i  f r  S>r SitiT
5ft anr ^  ^  1 1 5ft f i ir t t  s n i f

^  »!RW ^
5 ^  V7HT 5  I 5ft wt̂ T ^  f r  ^
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w n n  '3TFT ^  ^  ^  MT»K ^

|  t ^  ^

^  ^  m  t
3ft p r o  w n  mr+«TH % 'ira  

a n f i  ^  T5 ’TOT t  ^

^  >ft JPTRr ^
3 P K 5 * T ^ T H T ^  

ftm r ?ft 3Tf 3ft f®  #

^  ffnrr |  ^nf wrJ ^  sftK 

w fttW  ^  f’STO !T̂ f

^*IT i
iEnglish translation of the above 

speech)
Pandit A. E. Shastri (Azamgarh 

Distt.—East cum Ballla Distt.— 
West): Sir, there cannot be any two 
opinions about the position that the 
Demands put forth by the hclQ. Min
ister in connection with the refugee 
problem should be accepted and all 
the cut motions to these Demands 
should be rejected. I do not think it 
is a problem on which there should be 
any difference of opinion between the 
Government and the opposition. Keep
ing in view the nature of this problem, 
1 hope, the House would unanimously 
consider the ways and means to solve 
the problem of the refugees.

In fact, after going through the 
report for the year 1951-52 we come 
to the conclusion that the Government 
have done all that they could do 
during the period of emergency; and 
there is no doubt that persons of all 
shades of opinion thank them for 
-doing so. But whenever I think over 
this problem one thing that pinches 
TTie is that we have found a general 
tmd a cheap way to solve this problem, 
with the result that the complicated 
■aspects of the problem become more 
and more complex. When the parti
tion of the country took place and two 
new States of India and Pakistan were 
carved out of it, it brought us a prob
lem of twenty-five lakhs of refugees 
in its wake. We very efficiently 
managed to construct ten big cities 
provided with all sorts of facilities and 
rehabilitated the displaced persons 
there. We saw that our endeavours 
were going to ease the situation and 
to  some extent settle the problem. 
The earnestness and skill with which 
we established an efficient Secretariat

for this purpose and kept it under the 
charge of an able Minister is not un
known. He did his work most efficient^ 
ly. Persons rendered homeless, have 
been rehabilitated. Nobody expected 
that they would be rehabilitated so 
easily. While on the one hand we 
went on rehabilitating them, on the 
other hand more persons were being 
rendered homeless and we were con
tinuing the work of rehabilitation. 
Today, it is said, that persons who 
came from West Pakistan have all been 
rehabilitated. People came and were 
settled, and from figures we see that 
we gave them loans, provided them 
with training facilities, and gave 
protection to some seventy-four or 
seventy-five thousand unattached 
children and widows. We continue to 
maintain them. Out of this number 
there are about thirty-eight thousand 
unattached persons from the West 
Pakistan and about thirty-six thousand 
from the East Pakistan. They are 
unattached and have no friends and 
relatives in this world. But our Gov
ernment gave them protection. Any 
person who is not being provided by 
anybody is being provided by our Gov
ernment. So this Government 
deserves our congratulations. But the 
question is whether or not the solution 
that we have evolved is the right 
solution. It is a source of encourage
ment only to those mischievous persons 
who uproot these unfortunate people 
from their homes and hearths. If the 
root-cause of the disease is not cured 
it is no use giving shelter to these 
persons in palaces or in huts or leav
ing them shelterless on the roadside. 
Their condition would remain the 
same. I draw the attention of the hon. 
Minister to the fact that the disease 
should be cured fully and its root- 
cause j^hould be found out. Mere 
curing of the symptoms of the disease 
will not do. From the reports and 
statements one gets an impression that 
the whole problem has been solved 
and there remains nothing mor^ to be 
done. But I would repeat the words 
uttered by the Father of the Nation, 
the late Mahatma .Gandhi when he 
said that this problem could not be 
solved fully unless the displaced per
sons were rehabilitated in their origin
al homes. These words should be 
noted. If necessary I can show it 
from the old files here that he did say 
those words and. I believe, therein 
alone lies the real remedy. First of 
all we were confronted with the prob
lem of rehabilitating displaced persons 
from West Pakistan. Now has crop
ped up the problem of East Bengal 
refugees. Everyday we receive reports 
that so many persons have arrived.
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[Pandit A. R. Shastri]
Reports have appeared in the news
papers that 1200 persons are lying at 
the Sealdah Railway Station. Now, 
the question is how can we fulfil our 
responsibility as administrators of this 
country if people from other coun
tries, turned out from their original 
homes, go on coming over to this place ’ 
and the responsibility of their rehabi
litation is laid on our shoulders? A 
prbblem of this nature arose in Pales
tine as well when it was decided that 
only Jews would be allowed to settle 
down in Palestine; and as we know, 
that problem became an international 
problem and was placed on the agenda 
of the U.N. as well. But so far as we 
are concerned we solved such a big 
problem single-handed and in solving 
it spent something like 146 crores ol 
rupees or more, and discharged our 
responsibility. Several calamities be
fell our poor country, many catastro
phes overtook it. The partition of the 
country took place and it was preceded 
and followed by bloodshed on a wide 
scale. Innocent persons including 
women and children fell victims to 
it. It was none of their fault. The 
fault was that of politics and of poli
ticians. We ran the Government but 
innocent persons were killed. We 
undertook full responsibility for solv
ing that problem and sought ways and 
means to achieve that end. We built 
some shops and houses and thought 
this problem would be solved in that 
manner. This problem cannot be 
solved so long as Pakistan does not 
pay every pie of the amount of 
compensation for the properties left 
by the displaced persons there, and 
which have been ultimately looted and 
grabbed. A financial crisis would 
overtake this nation which it would 
not be able to withstand i^id would be 
in difficulties if the amount of money 
is not paid to it. So the work of the 
Ministry of Rehabilitation does not 
end with the rehabilitation of these 
persons alone, but it continues because 
an overall solution of this problem 
has to be sought. There is a sentence 
on page 12 of the report which pained 
me much. It is written in paragraph 
46 that “no progress could be made 
with regard to immovable property in 
Pakistan. The stalemate still con
tinues”. This report relates to the 
period ending March 1952. They 
might have come to some decision 
after that. I do not know. But the 
position is that there is no way of 
solving the problem of evacuee pro
perty. Pakistan does not agree and 
we qre helnless. What can then be 
done? No voice need be raised agali^t

what the Government did in this 
connection. Whatever could be done 
has been done to tide over the crisis 
through which we were passing. We 
took all possible steps to bring them 
over to this place and to rehabilitate 
them. We gave them loans so that they ' 
may be in a position to earn a living for 
themselves and for their families; but 
my humble subnnission to the hon. 
Minister is that he should not think 
yet that he has solved the problem 
in its entirety. He should know that 
so long as he not only manages ta  
give full compensation to the displaced 
persons for t^heir properties left in 
Pakistan, but also manages to provide 
all facilities to those of the refugees 
who want to return to their original 
homes in Pakistan in the manner in 
which Meos have been provided in 
India, this problem cannot be treated 
as solved. The word “rehabilitation’" 
does not mean that a man who is up
rooted from one place should be 
settled in the other place. If that is. 
the dictionary meaning of this word, I 
can give it another meaning as well. 
‘Tarko Vai Rishirukta* Meaning to a 
word is given by reason. Rehabilita
tion means to settle a man afresh, but 
to settle him in the very home from 
which he has been uprooted is its 
more appropriate meaning. Therein 
lies its real meaning. Our Shri Doonl 
Chand was uprooted from Lahore. He 
came here, leaving a big mansion 
behind him. If he has been provided 
with a flat here, that is not rehabilita
tion. It is dehabilitation; you do not 
rehabilitate him but only entrap him. 
My humble submission is that it is our 
duty and we should realise that we 
are a nation. We have power and we 
have to give protection to the displaced 
persons with the help of that power.

I would like to draw the attention 
of the Government to one thing more- 
and I do so with a cool consciousness 
of my responsibility. We have liquid
ated the Yole refugee camp. About 
1000 fami'Tirs have been settled some
where. There are three thousand 
families more which are to be re
habilitated. We may have to spenn 
some money for shifting them from 
one place to the other. I do not under
stand why refugees who come from 
Kashmir are not being settled on the 
soil of Kashmir but on the contrary 
are sent elsewhere for rehabilitation. 
People go to Kashmir for change of 
climate, for improving fheir health 
and for other such purposes: that Is 
why people have such a liking for 
Kashmir. But the verj- people 
who have come from Kashmir
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are not being settled there. 
On the other hand, they are sent for 
rehabilitation to Rajasthan and Uttar 
Pradesh, where they suffer so much on 
account of the climatic changes. This 
is the thing which I certainly fail to 
understand. Why did the Government 
jiot pay attention to this prob!en? It 
would have saved a lot of mun;::y by 
Avay of their transport expenses and 
at the same time Kashmiris would 
have been enabled to live in Kashmir.
I do not understand what arrange
ments have been made to rehabilitate 
those persons who were living in that 
camp.

Sir, these were the.things I had to 
say. As regards the question of 
thanking the Government, I would 
like to say that the Government 
certainly deserve our thanks for all 
their achievements which are reflect- 
-ed in the official statistics. Had any 
other nation in its infancy been con- 
Ironted with a problem of this magni
tude it would certainly have gone 
under. They would not have been 
-able to handle the day to day prob
lems of this nature. But the magnifi
cent manner in which our national 
leaders efficiently managed to remove 
one hurdle after the other is certainly 
praiseworthy. We did not ask any 
help from the U.N.O for solving this 
problem, nor did we complete this 
work with the help of any aid under 
the Colombo Plan. We solved this 
problem with our own resources. The 
other day our Maulana Sahib said 
that it was not that bur brains were 
empty but our pockets were empty. 
That is quite true We have to solve this 
problem and in an attempt to solve a 
problem of this magnitude, we should 
5̂eek international help. Generally 

speaking, whenever there is any dis
pute between India and Pakistan, it 
takes the form of an international 
dispute. It is an open secret that 
Pakistan has always been putting 
hurdles in solving the problem. She 
creates difficulties and disputes  ̂in 
such a manner that it becomes diffi
cult for the minority to stay on. there. 
They come out In batches of some- 

j times seven to eight thousand because 
' the Pakistan Government has created 

such a situation for them . that they 
<’annot live honourably there.

Formerly it was only one country 
but the Partition led to the creation 
of two countries. At present, both 
the countries are members of the U.N. 
Why does not U.N. then take this 
matter into its hands. U.N. should 
have its hand In solving this problem. 
It should the responsibility of the 
U.N. to provide these people who come 
to this country after being up-rooted

from their homes, with homes and 
other amenities. When we treat other 
disputes between these two countries 
as international disputes and think 
that they come under the jurisdiction 
of the U.N. there is no reason why 
the U.N. should not help us in solving 
this problem.

The statement of figures that has 
been placed before us shows that a 
sum of rupees 146 crtjres has been 
spent on about 75 lakh refugees. This 
amount has been spent from the year 
1947 to 1952, and if we work out the 
figure per capita we would come to 
know that we have spent a sum of 
Rs. 33/- per head per year. My 
calculation comes to this that we 
distributed a sum of Rs. 146 crores 
among 75 lakh refugees, it comes to 
Rs. 200/- per head which has been 
spent during a period of six years. We 
spent this sum on construction of 
houses, giving loans and providing 
other facilities. But we have to 
consider whether our work has actual
ly come to an end. Is there no need 
of further helping these suffering 
brethren? Our total budget comes to 
about 450 crores of rupees and we 
are spending a fairly good amount of 
money from it on the relief of these 
persons. To say all that is no doubt 
true but it is equally true to say that 
this problem has not beeffi solved com
pletely. We ha-ve still to pay a good 
deal of attention towards this problem. 
I admit that our Government have 
done a magnificent work and it will 
have its proper place in history but we 
cannot say that we have fulfilled  ̂our 
duty so long as these persons are «not 
rehabilitated fully and properly.

One of my friends has just now sug
gested that this Ministry should be 
wound up now. But my impression is 
that in fact its real work starts now. 
It has to solve the problem of our pro
perty; and those who need rei>ettle- 
ment facilities are to be helped. The 
main work of this Ministry now is to 
recover every penny of our money 
from Pakistan that is lying with them 
in the form of property and other 
things. Government should leave no 
sto»ie unturned in achieving that 
objective. If we will not do that, all 
our efforts done in this direction so far, 
would go in vain and it would not be 
so brilliant a record to retrospect.

w im  r m : w e z r t
srrsT % ^

( r e h a b i l i t a t i o n )  q r

f? R T T  f w  ^  ^  i  \
(  o u t  m o t i o n s )  ^  ^  ^
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[ 3rF-??5r tut ]

C  I T C  » f t ^ T  ^  ’ Tif
f  ^  5f t  ( r e j e c t )

^ w m a f l T ^ f T  f b i P ^  ( d e m a n d )  

5 ^  q re  ?'i 3 iT ^  I m  ^-rt t o  

?  I
^  ^  3fnr %

f ^ '  ^  ^  5® R>Î <;l

5 ^  I ^  3rn5T % f e r
^  ^  'KPRT f e n
f ,  ^  5^TiT % fer^, ^n' %
J p m  J(T ^  sp t ^

^  ^  ^  

qr f® ^  5 JIT Jfff I
3(T  ̂ % #  Wn ^ r  ^>d
^  SFT-T 'Pt̂  TIFo7 fn^m )5^
5  ^  I ® W T  ? K  < i ^ i '^ « i i n l  ^  ^  

H MTw % f^* f «  v n n rR
^  * P T  ^  3 T *® r  ^  ^ * 11̂

ftw fV<n oT̂  If yrfk̂ "
St̂  ŴT I

anff f w  |iT ftr

>Iff^  ̂ V̂ iTT >TT fr|f«ifed̂ R' 
% *rre% ttr «is+iw (broad
cast) f w  *n I ^  ^  
(inatructive) <tt i w  ̂

f w  ^  <iij<t.iM
5rk Ir <i?T I frq^' (reac

tion) 5ft JT5T <n: >m ^
T T  3TPB  f f ^ J r r i T  %

I J T 5 T W % ^

^ 5 f t | | a f t T  t^=F ^ r f t ^ f t w f T i r t a K ?  

^  »rf 3ftr ^  arssr » n ^  f  srr i 
 ̂ STTiT -Hm #

^  w W f  V t  %  3 p ^  3 R ?

f w > i t  a f t r  f w » n n i ^ o

? n ft ? Ft a f t  " R K  ( W e s t  

P u n j a b )  %  a j R  <? %

3F?T I ?frT 55T̂  V̂S
a n r i f r  m  ^  ( E a s t

B e n g a l )  a r r ^  #  T - f  ^ t  ’ T r < f

%  3 1 ^  3TT|-^ fq  ̂ J r f  I f T ^ t ^

spi w K  ( l o a n )  

f e i T  w  I ^  ^ " t  ^ 't  T O
g vf %  ir n r ir  ^  > n ^  f t  f t :
^ ^ O O O  ^  f^ P T  ^

Ttf 5T?it ̂  «?T ^  3Tt̂
T f t  f  I ^  ?iTT ^

? ̂  fllT srKfjTtff t̂ 
( m a i n t e n a n c e  a l l o w a n c e )  

f  I ^  %  ar^irar a f t r  a n ^  f ^
I # 5TT̂ iTm 3TPT ^  ftr

5<n̂  srrdWf w, ^  <!ifi<t
%  3f ^  q - , a f t r  f f R f n r

HT=FTT fTO JTtiPTt >t|  I ^  ^
55T O  t s r  ?ft ^ H T  »iT W *T f a n :  

fti ’T ’Tt̂  >T7 5 * ^
s r s ^ r  f3 T T  P p  5ra ?  I ^

^  f t r  ^ H ^ r r a ’ s t K t o f f

^  ®pnr ^  ŵ t'i ^ ' d * ^  ^
4('»95t *pnr fti^r i ^  ^  *ii^^
5 ftr ifft fiHtf »r ’̂ Kft i I ?T- 

??rTT»T%f̂  ârrcTTO 
% i*<\X f  I !f 5T5 wt ftr

\o ĈlT 3iî r̂ *ft ^
<̂-M<rn̂Mrd (Employment

Exchange) srrr f̂t̂ Kt 
>rt I •TRf «f^ r * l l + «  5  ^ ^ n 'r  *T5
tftraft fwiT W
^  fti;?fiT feft % fesrar >rJTr » 
3TRT ^  < 0 fer % 'tr,  ̂o f^  
% m , 1?^# % fis#

<TT *IT ^  «TT I 5K 5f̂>
W  ^  ^  'C l ^ ' f t  « T ^  5 f R f t

OT’ ?R* 9T5 & ^
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\  o aftr \  o ^NdK ^

( t r a i n i n g  c e n t r e s )

f  I 2T ?  ^  ^

I ^  3T»ft ^
^  ’TT <n(\x ^  ^

^  ?T>f:T I
^  q r  ( w o r k  c e n t r e )

i  aftr ^rranpTTf F̂t
5fft I  f w  ?ft i  \ 4  5T ^  q r  

H ^  ?fn*̂ T ^  ^  f
#’ ^  ftRf*ff Tit t  I

^  i  f t r  ^  %

^  f  I ^  ^
^  ^  afV^ 3TT  ̂ 5 ^  ^  PT)̂ T̂ ^

q w  ^  ^  5 I ^  ^
^  3 f t T ^  

^ T fT  q r  f f w  %  fe ? T  3tt# t f  ^

3TT̂ r ^  f% ff^"^ % ^nnr ^  

^  ^  q r  ^

fjT^nT f  ^  ^  I W
^  T̂ ^ a r^ n T '^ j^ ir r  

3T?r q r  f  P f q ’ %  an ’̂ 't  f  i ^

^  ?f ^O ^  f i m  ĵTRft 5

f^  srr^frTift ^  ^
^  ^  - îTf % 5^«f 5>aT I  ^  ftr

T̂̂ lr fe5Tt I #  ^HRRTT f  ftr
3T̂TT <^l ^  %
| f ^  ( t r a i n i n g  c e n t r e )

ff ^h% ' îN I ^  ^  ^  ^^nrr
^rf^iT f% ^  arKpft | P = n T ^ ? ^  

q r #  a f t T  ^  ^  ^  q r  2t t * t  ^

^  f«F ^  T̂î l-JT 3TTT T T ^  % 
nT^ ^  ^PT r̂ 5 i 3f 

nT? ^  pRT 5̂TPT a’̂  ^  ^  
5 ftr ^  3 T T ^ ^

^ P T  ^ R T T  I

^  ( f i g u r e s )

^  ( l o a n )  ^  ^

^  f  m  ?r|f ^  I ^  
fJCRW ^  4  f  ^  ^

«(ci'^li|| P̂TT ^  ^  n̂rW o ^^TT 30^-’
f e f f  ^  ŷt»T firm ^nrr 5  1 

r + Q » f i  5 ^  T ^  nA<«fi

^  5 1 anm  ̂o fe rr T̂̂ rr f ,  
;^o ^ q ^ n ' f ^ w f ,  Ho ^̂ q̂ n’firm
5 , ^ 0 0  W T T  w  t  ^

^q'^ ^  ^  *faw«(
i  f r  psTq-iT arr^TT^ ^  ^

^ *tiii % qrPRT ^5t ^ m  »f^ 1

felF ^  ^  ^T^fK ^  ^  ^TT
n ^  ^ 7  5 I P ipf ^  ̂

?  P̂TT ^  STT̂fV ^
^  % r - ^ i  TU f,*^ I %

f s ( ^ ^  ^  ^  ifNfrft feJT^ I  ^  % 
4' ^  ?T? ^R?rr 5>TT

F^ ^  JJT5C ^  wt:
5 5TT I ftrS ftvTT# ^

^  ^  5*TTTT F̂PT ĝ TT
i  I

1 ^  aftt I  ^?T ^?i?Rr
( c o n t e n t i o u s )  5 1 ^  m ? 3 T

?f arr^ ^  ^Tf
^  ^T?r i% ^  ^ fip f^ lV -

^  aTTq" f  TO 4  fe f t
3T R )  w H ' r O r + '  f w «(0 ( d e g r e e  o f  

e c o n o m i c  r e c o v e r y  )  w  ^“t  1 
^  TO 5JTT t  ftRT 3PT
srnrpft H ^smsf ^  < w  ^rsp^ i

3TTT̂  JT5  qiT̂ TPTT aftT A 

^  ®l̂  ^  ^  I
^n^H* ^  3TTq5 *̂T»IH'if̂ ’t» f<»i»^0
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[ WIWT <T*T ]
^  SRTT I  I smf ?ft i  I

'TT 5!T^ 3n^«fV
I; ^  (Bank Balance)
f 1 , ^ < ? r ^  I ,

f f  I tfT 3rr<f<nff % f?!JT.
^  ^ ' r i  I'

ir̂ ,- 3TT?ifr T?rfr 5 fJTff % TRT 

^ TifT «n I ^  % Tf 

«f ftfn ^  ^  fRT ̂ %̂5TiT (higher 
education) ô'f srr afrr 
^  ?i i^iTir ^ 4 -  ^  «rr i

ara ^  TT 3niT 5 gfr f̂T % 
^ffWiT 3fH iT^rcT I f ? r y

3TTO f^Tn'rftnr f  ,^-Tfr 3iTT W  T<3>f I 
9f¥r VR^«T

(ticklish question) f  i 2<i|r
T?: 3Fr< 3TT 5TK Ix^
?ft afiT sfTcf I I wrftr̂ fê rr (social
ism) 3fT3ntr, (commu
nism) an- 3fnT 5ft aftK 9Tcr |  i

arrar 5 ^ ww «Tĥ

snr(Wr #' aftt sr-
*T?r an#' ?ft arns
iTHifiiv r<<ŵ o ^ r^  TfT arPT ^
^  ^  fJTT JTrr?5̂ 5t<rr, T̂<T

Prfr-T't% M  
ÎTT I  ̂ jraciT  ̂ aniT arrr ^  

^  ? r ^  % § ftr tN ’ JTr
ft# arr#<T 5ft JT̂

»T̂  ft»TT I aiH ^  %
% s r s ^  ^  *r?

fp II? fTW 5r«5T ?
"f I

T̂ ft ?rc| ar̂  JT̂rpf ^  irr̂r i  1 
H ^4^  v n v ro ?  ^  ^^1 ft*

5 f t n * | f  ^ r w ^ n T P p  f « ? f - r . »

( P a l a t i a l  B u i l d i n g s )  ^  ^ f t  

^  arrq- 1 ^ r f  f t f f  <7 >nf-5511 

? ft n * ^  ? r  STT fi''Tr5ft I 

A  a r j  ,T ^ Pp tT̂ : 3rr?JTt ^ fjRt % 
tt :  =5m: #*t% 4 , Tr^ #  1 

w  ^  ^  5!P ff^ 'r  ^

"̂ TT ^  ftre' #  »TiJT55r W H- 

»n M f f f r r  Tf^ f , e itt 
» T ^ ‘ 5f f OT ^'t ffR; antr 1 f^-jfr %

? '%  I  JIT Tt’T ^  f  5ft sp'r f  TTt
a f» r ^  ^  I P P H  5fr ^  f s R i ' T f

? i%  I f f l '  a r r T  ???■# 3rr9: f  P F f r -  

f j i ? :  f v V f d  ^ r  I  %  i T .r r f ^ w ^  ? f r ^

r̂aST ^  n̂ T I af»r< 3ITT
^  I , ^  J T S t T  *T' I ,  !TT 

?ri5r > T T  <T' sfTC^ i  %  ^ ' t  H T T 'i^

( p r o p e r t y )  (  d i s t r i 

b u t e )  ^  a r m  5ft 3 IT T  ?>T %  f e #  

^ -trer r <  5f<r %  P p  a t r r

^ ^ ^ • a n - ^ T T  ^ « r %  f l 7 # # J T r T T ^  I

I«^ >T 3i^ ^i^’tt Pp arrr ^  aft
^id â iH) ^111n*lft^

f c v q t t  ( s t a n d a r d  o f  e c o n o 

m i c  r e c o v e r y  )  ^ 'r  5ft 
^  ?msT ^  rfJT I

a r r r #  a r T ^ ? r r ? ^ f c r ^ ^ 5 f  

f t :  i r f  f t  ?Ti«rr t .  ^
( p r a c t i c a b l e )  |  

a f t r  ^  5jirfip 5i f  f t r  ^ ^ t  f  r^rrrf arr#  

a n  5 ^ - T  ’j r r

T « - T - ^ i i K  ( c o m p e n s a t i o n )  ^  1 
^  ^  JT tfs ^P^t PP ft^cT an

i  5ft ^ ’ ?
3R- aiT art? 5ft ?rtr^#<Tf I arrr ^  ^
^  f^JTTi atT<T <TT ?rt ^  f t» n r  3nt»r
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I 3rFT ^  eft ^
3TN WT f t  rfVr
3TN •)fr ^  I

3iTT ^  f  ^
^ f ^ - r  % I
7̂ ^  ^  tT jfr  ( i m 

p r a c t i c a b l e )  ^ 7r,* ?: I

f ¥  5 ^  f t , .
STTT ir t ' I TRi

^  ^  7?f, ii\ 3TT

i \  ^  '<m m

i  fn^Trf 3rnt.3rr t |  |  i w f t
% srrr i  ftr 3TT,T q t^
t  rrqr W Pr ftr^T,7 | r̂HT 

^h' 5ir̂ .* ^-i STFT I 4'
^  f ^ . - l i r

I 3t k ^  % fefT
^T T , f-OT^R fe#  ^  n*|f 

3Tr^^ I

^ p q ’^ r ^ n  ( c o m 

p e n s a t i o n )  ^  ^

A Tn^z ^  f m r  = ^ q r  ^ i 
f ^

5 I ^  5 f% 3rnr sFT ^err 1
^  vv3 % 3?v^, 3 fk  ^

f  -̂T 4  JTT a'rf^
clTn ^7^ f , ^

^  n ̂  'Ji I ^  I 'TT̂ i%n % ^rnr 

^  3 n i ^  ^'r fsrr
^  3TK*ft f  ^
T̂5ff % m  5 I ^  ^

TT?ff %
^  ^  a rk  ^  rfT? & 'TTftr^^T ^  ^  

^  C ^  ??nft ^Tt^l- %
5 I ^  ^  I ŷftTTf

^  ^  ^  ^  ^1  ^  ^

Pwr %  ̂ itijTriT? (agree
ment) mpi (sign) ftr̂ rr

^  Jirrff ^  % |3 ff ^  t  % 
mfe  ̂ T| ,̂ 2TW (titlo)
^  ^  T|jft, 3ftr ifr srrq̂ f ^r^- 
^  ^  t» ^  ^  I
5Tft TTO ̂  ^  «ft aftr JT?[ 
fundamental ) ^  «ft I ^

^  ^  ^  fcrr fip ^  MiH(ff 

f5?|3ff ^  #  t
=5tt|  % ^ 3fk ^

STFTSf ipTOTHt A  
^  g ^  % Hlfe't' TÔ TJn»T T ^

^  ^  ^  I = ^

a fT T  t | » t  t f i f c n :  ( F r o n t i e r )  ^

a rk  = ^  3T55?y ^  ?TT ark
^  m̂ , ar̂ ft
^  ^TT^, ^  T^ ^

t|^ argr^%^ ^T̂ f̂arr 
ft> ^  STTT̂f t  ^  (rent)
+17  ̂ (collect) T̂ nr I ^

 ̂ ark
2T5T ^  I

^  rTET^^
^  afk f̂ r ^  T|»rr i
^  % r̂r?  ̂ ^  ^  ar?r̂
jaTTOT̂  ^  farr 
^  ^  wnpf ^  ^  ^  ^  fem

"ftfir ?r?T arr̂ ,
JTTn" 3̂nfi| ’TT 5T 'srrt 1*'

5T^ ŝrnr,

^ r^ *FT c  ^  k W C T  ( r e a 

l i z e )  V ^  « f t  ? d H W
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3T5T ^ 3 n f ^  t  3TN ^  ^  ?

ir?t % f W T ^  ^TTT ^  3TWT?T |»
am  ĵTPT̂  t  ^  t , ^  ^  ^

f ,  ?[5T &  ( r e n t )

( c o l l e c t )  ^  ^irraft i

^  iTfT T̂OT arrm ^  ^  ^ni5^
^  ^ H l I ^

fFT ^  ^  f |  t  f̂%?T

^  3TN % T̂T ?r|t I
^THT ̂  ^  3TN % ^  f  I

^  Mir«f^R frr 
( a t t i t u d e  ) t ? t ^ ^ (  i n t r a n s i g e n t )  

®TT sftr MlfH*’̂ !^ % pRft T̂?T ^  3TTOT

c m  T O  f  I
^  î«(*5il«i 3rrT) 1̂t «tt

^ I  afhc i fT ^
sr^yr ^  a n ^

5FT im pft 4 ^ ^
^  t ,  3n^ t f e n  ^ft

?ft ^  I ^  ^  ^  ^
f  ? 3rrr ^  HiWH f  ft> ^nn'
»ra?Wfe acri) tfirm  ^  t o  ftrm ? ^
Mif ^ -PT ^ 4 ^ 2 :  #  3TT^ q?Nt ^  

( F r o n 

t i e r )  ^  cr?7T) ^  ( m o v e )  f t n r r

?ft ’Tr«a'»n ^  ̂ T  Pp T ^ ,
sm r 5 ^  ^  ^ J3 n f^  cftfT ^  ^
^  ^  ^  ^ W t, ^  f ^ W M  ^
«5 ¥Tf ^ W t I ^  SIPTTir V T  T O f T
«iT I ^  ^  3R H: T O  531T ? t t P t w h  
^  cTTHT >TFT ^  ŝftX T̂TĤ I

^  ^  T O  I ^  ^  ftr  T O » T
^  ^  T O  «ft I 
^  ^  ^  I 3 H R  ’TrR^KfTT ^  ^T)V^

^  ^  ^  ^  f t r ^
?ft

^  I p R  a T N ^
Q<?»m  >̂t  ^  ^
ŝTRff ^  3rrr ^  srnft ?̂fNf

^T5^ I ̂ fV>«l *f*A
pT O ,3nfer,^5Fr 3rrr q=rt TO ŝhr^
'T^ ? T ft f e  ^

^  ^  ? FT  t  .
^  # a m r  ^ f T  I arti:
^  r ftf#  ^

I r H + '^
a f k  ^ ^ T O  I
«TRf 3JPT $ I ĉT?5T § ft=T 3TT?

*f%  T ^  f  I ^  ^  ^  ^
•T^ ^  I '>n% 3ftr ^  ^
^  ^  t  I ^  ^  q R  ^
^ 3ftr ^  ^  ^rr^, ^ttc ^
*T̂ , ^f^H ^  <nn ^  I '

ftR  ^  % OTT fe
^  tT R T h t  ( p a s s p o r t )  ^  ^rd!Pr 
^  ̂  TO 1 w  sfV qr^r
TO 3TT^

^  ^  ftiTRT P̂TT̂  ?T *FT 
3fk  ITPT^ T̂T qif+WH ^  

% T O  I f t J T  aTFT # 3H ft aro<^KId
#  ^  ^  TrfaMM ^  W  ^
^  WTSRT ^  2ft t  3TPT % ^
« T f R *  m f«*»W n  #  ^ p R  ??$ 1 sftR 
^  ( a r e a  ) |  ^
%  '»f^ M  ^  I 2T  ̂ 5T^ I

t ,  Of^JWH % f i ^ ^ p T O T O
t i  a r r r % N i n ^ T i f f ^ * T 5 ^
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^  I ^  d *1^
sTJjs' ^  ? ft, ^  3 rir s r t t t

^ ^  STTT »T R̂T
^  f c i T  «rr I ^  w  I  ? ̂  ^

I ^  I
% w 9RTW j  ft) 3rnr
W  ^ T3T  ( c a n a l

w a t e r ) *  ^ n f v ^ R T R  ^  ^  t  i

3nrt snft t̂w t anm ftr 'TPft 3tk 
w f  ^  ^  I qpft ^  t  ftr
^  TO I #  3fh:
W ^pR t ^  aPTT̂  TO 3Tk TO
^  5ft WTT 3n%̂TT TO ^  3TTT
^  T̂PT̂ 7%5R ^  ^  I ̂  ^  ^

«jid ^ ’*n< ^  »T TFft »̂ii ^rr^ 
I ^  TO ̂  Tpft ^ ^  ^ftr ^

9TFT TN" ^TT̂  ^  ^  I ^P f?T ̂  TN"
?TT̂  % ^K  ^i«a ^

t  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^
TO I

^  3TTT ^  f w ,  aflr 5*nTT 
'Tpfft ^  Tif^FIR ^  TO ^

TO ^  'T J^  TO ^  t ' I
( e x p e r t )  ^  t o  i R T O  ft?  S P T T  

^  Mlft)MR ^  qpft ^  3 F 5 ? ^ ?  
3ftr TO ^  y'c^nrf Tt^ ^  ŝtpt aftr ^  
'7T?ft ^  aniT

^  ^  TO ^>rtf r̂r?y
^  amripft ^ aftr ar^n: qi f̂V

t |  eft snr^ ^  ^  ?q- 3TTO 
^  ^  ^  I ^ft>n TT*ft

3ftT TO % f t ^  T̂ ?

^  l̂iPT T̂FT ^  3TT ’T, eft T̂WTT
^  ftr  arrftiT ^

f ,  ^ftrqr TO ^  ^ it-
q r fW f?  ( I n d o - P a k i f l t a n

A g r o e m ( ^ n t )  f^^ i+ d
f3TT, ^To5tft7 IT§T ^  #
^  «TT, ^ > f t

|3TT ftr  ^  ^  ^  ^
^ t f t m r C t ^ f t n n a f h :

^  t o  ftr  i m  T T ^  «TT a flr
q fe r  ^  ^  I 4  ^ ft?

I T '5 ^ 1 ^  %  a n r o t
m^zfTRT enftr î<qrpff

«ft^ T  iffrT  3 T T O  ^fTT  ̂ ’T T  

^  T̂% I 3T̂  ^  ^  ®t»̂ dI ^  ft^ Mi»fl
?T ^ t l W  3 ftr  w  ^  ^  ^  

^  5ft ^  3(Y?:

•3FR ^  ^  ^
^  « T ^  ^  «iid ^ ^ f t ,
a rq T  5 T R ^  T O ^ T  ^ t f t r ^ f f  ^T 

^  ^  ?T^ t  ^  ^
5FT qr?ft q i P K ^ H  ^  ^

^  ^ T  3 ftr  T O  ^

^  T ^ ,  ^  ^  ftr ’TTftT^^
TR% »T^ 3!(dl 3f^T *1̂  

^  5FW I 3J  ̂ T̂i| Vi|?TT 3 fk
ftr m ro r  =?n?5r

^n#TT, t  I a n r  j|;o afto

#  'TPft ^  ^  ’TPT^ ^
^  ^  ’r f  %  ^  WHv

^  3!T^ ^TO 
t ,  aftT 3I'T7: ^  TTn'r ^

a rrfe r  ^  *w t

Ĵ*TT̂  ft>m 5 ^  ĤTfT̂ T ^ ft> «i*i<
3 r r r ^ ? y t ^ %  I W  a n f ^ ^
(  g a i n f u l  o c c u p a t i o n  )  ^

^ ^ n r n r  ^  ? , ^  a n ^  ^  i ^ r f t

f f  t  ^  ^  ^  ^  I'
MTftr<̂ ^  ^  ^  a n ?

f , TO ^  ^  ^ T ^ t  • Mif+MR 
T̂T?jf ^  *F^ft> 3iVfeiT?f ^rrwf ^  ?ETO 

5 ftT O 7  ( e q u a l  t r e a t m e n t ) ;
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[ 3Tfl? r ]
^

^  (joint
electorate)
^  (separate .
electorate) srrft fen i t  
^ 3?̂  Ih :  5RT5J %
% ^  HT f e n  >RT t  ?
^  ^  |3IT 3fF5T

^  ^  ’TR ^  ^  3n 

f  I ?nmi ^  ^  ^
f t  T i ^  t  fV aiN sri^ft 'TTfe#

^  îTO spffsrasrk 55Tf3Rr«7 (logi-  ̂
eal) ^31# I SfTT w  ’TT’T̂  TT 
Mir+WPT % ^  5fl,
^  t ., % ^ »r 5*TRt

^  f¥«iT 3rt«:'iftcTsft ^  f e  ^  '

fsnriTT 'B ir^^nr^
(financial resources) 

^jrrsRT >̂pt5%5T5T ^  I i n ^

Isfei ^  ajn # anrffe % ^
^  SRHPft ^  ^-rl'it’tH f e n  t ,

m  ^  ^  s fk a n rr  am  

% qra ^  ^  w n  ^
5ft ^

if % ? t f ^ ,  % fer < 1 ^
(the first instal

ment should be immediate 
and substantial) ??siw-
Jflfe ^  < 1 1 ^ ^ 5 1 ^

t  «it3T ^  T f ^
sit^ ^  ^»i«ai f  fii> anrr 5»t w

jn^«5ij ^  ipr ii(+i+rt <an^

ajTC »q; r̂ <ifr v tftro
^  1«T a r f t  v r a w

fW  I

(English transialion nf the above 
r.peech)

Lala Achint Ram (Hissar): Sir, 
the demand in respect of the Ministry 
of Rehabilitation is being considered 
today. Some cut motions have also 
been moved. It is obvious that all 
the cut motions, that have been moved 
will be rejected and the demands 
accepted. In fact this is not the 
point. What is to- be seen is, whether 
we can make any use of this discus
sion or not. We have to see if we 
are in a position to do something for 
the refugees thereby finding out any 
solution of their problems. Could we 
do something to rehabilitate them 
and restore them their due rights or 
to extend other facilities to them In 
thi.s behalf? If we succeed in finding 
a way out of their present difficulties 
nothing like it, otherv/ise this discus
sion has no practical value whatever 
for us.

Only a couple of days back the hon. 
Minister had broadcast a speech on 
problems relating to the rehabilitation 
of refugees. That speech was by all 
means very instructive. I read the 
full account of his speech 'In the 
papers the next day. The first re
action on me was that the Govern
ment of India have done a lot for 
refugees. This made me too happy. 
The hon. Minister stated that of the 
displaced persons in rural areas 99*3 
per cent, have been resettled on land 
and provided with jobs. Of the dis
placed persons from West Punjab no 
fewer than 90 per cent, have been 
rehabilitated in cities. Three lac and 
thirty-seven thousand displaced per
sons from East Bengal have also been 
resettled on land. Loans to the tune 
of thirty-three crores have been 
advanced to them. The most redeem
ing feature of his talk, to my mind, 
was that the Government were feeding 
about 38,000 destitute and unattach
ed women. Besides, they were giving 
maintenance allowance to sixteen 
thousand displaced persons. Present
ing further statistics the hon. Minis
ter added that some twenty-five lac 
refugees living in cities have been 
provided with employment by the 
Centre or the State Governments. 
When I calculated I louna the above 
fii;ure exceeding by live lacs. Well, 
it is nice that they have provided 
work for these twenty-live lac per
sons. Anyway, their report does not 
seehi to be incorrect. In fact th^y 
deserve congratulations for this re
markable achleverhent. One lac and 
sixty thousand persons, the hon. Minis
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ter went on to say, have secured jobs 
through employment exchanges. 
Prima facie these things look very 
great. B it we have to see for how 
many days did they get such employ
ments. Were they meant only for 10 
or 20 days or for even one year? Un
less light is thrown on this fact the 
position cannot be fully clarified. The 
Minister also referred to the impart
ing of training to about 50 to 60 
thousand persons in various training 
centres, I was glad to leam this. 
Recently I had an opportunity of going 
round the Kalyan Caimp during my 
visit to pombay. There is a* work 
centre where the displaced persons 
receive training in various trades. 
When asked as to how many of the 
trainees had been employed after 
completing their training I was told 
that the figures were much less, 
especially those in respect of women 
trainees. They also told me that 
most of the women trainees came only 
with a view to obtaining 30 or 35 
ru D c e s  that are given as scholarship 
for they could maintain themselves 
with the help of this amount. When 
we are told that fifty thousand per
sons have received training we can
not but think that the amount spent 
on such training is a waste considering 
th;it, no effort is made to help the 
trainees get employment after they 
have completed their training. Under 
such c-oviditions I would not approve 
of any training centres of this kind 
bein£? opened*. What we have to see 
is that a person after receiving train- 
Inif? gets some employment or the other. 
Then his work should be closely 
wntched for threfe to six months in 
order to ascertain the quality thereof. 
If this is done then alone can we 
Haim to have provided so many per 
sons with jobs otherwise not.

There is one more point and* that is 
of course very contentious. Shri Jain 
raised a very interesting point ixk* 
his broadcast. He posed a question 
as to what degree of economic re
covery must a displaced person 
achieve in order to be considered 
rehabilitated. This is by no means an 
easy question which can hardly be 
answered in a light way. But that la 
what he said and I believe he would 
be pleased to confess it. What is 
meant by the degree of economic re
covery? Things are quite clear. Here 
in India there is a large number of 
millionaires each having big bank 
balances and owning a couple of mills 
or factories. How can you judge the 
standard of economic recovery in their 
case? Now take the case of refugees.
S jppose there is a certain refugee 
who has two to four children. While 
in Pakistan he used to give higher 
education to his children and hla 
monthly expenditure amounted to 
about two thousand rupees. Now 
when he has come here what standard 
shall be fixed of his economic re
covery? It is a ticklish question. If 
axiy “ism” comes here—be it socialism 
or communism—then it is all right. 
Otherwise it is something very strange 
that on the one hand these million
aires should be allowed to send their 
wards abroad for advanced studies 
and on the other hand, when it comes 
to refugees, the question of the stand
ard of economic recovery is raised. 
What does it all mean? After all 
what shall he get? To my mind it 
would not do any justice to them to  ̂
say that they should get five rupees 
or ten rupees each. Therefore when 
you consider the cases of such refugees 
or of their children you should not 
lose sight of the cofiditions in which 
they were living before partition.

In the same way the figures in res
pect of loans advanced to displaced 
persons must also be wrong. Accord
ing to figures given, two lac and forty 
thousand persons have been given 
loans. But these figures do not indi
cate the quantum of each of these 
loans as to whether it is Rs. 10. 20, 50, 
100. o r  1000. My point is that it 
should have been ascertained as to 
whether o r  not the persons who have 
been given loans are making any use 
whatever of them. Government’s 
business does not end at giving loans. 
What is to be seen is whether the 
lorins have helped them in any res
pect in earning their living. Similar- 
Iv it is for the Government to see whe
ther those provided with employment 
are earning so much as may enable 
them to make both ends meet. 
Our objective would not be achieved 
merely by giving figures.

Now there is the question of pro
viding housing accommodation for 
thc”̂ . The Minister in his broadcast 
said that it was not possible to pro
vide palatial buildings to each of 
them. True, this is not possible. I 
quite agree with him. But does a 
man who previously owned four or 
five bungalows not de.serve now even 
one house containing four rooms and 
of the size of the one generally 
occupied by a Minister or a Minister 
of State. A man having four or 
five children must get a hou.se as big 
as may meet hi.s requirements. This 
question of determining the standard 
of economic recovery should he decid
ed. therefore, after taking all the.se 
things into consideration. In what
ever time vou m?iy deride the 
question of the distribution of evaevtm- 
properties, you mus^ siHer right 
now as to what should be the stand-
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[Lala Achint Ram]
.ard of economic recovery so that it 
may be made use of should an oppor
tunity arise. That is why I urge you 
to give full consideration to all these 
facts before taking any final decision 
in this behalf.

The hon. Minister also stated in his 
broadcast that in view of the futur^ 
circumstances it was neither practi
cable nor possible to pay full com
pensation to the displaced persons. 
But I say things of future should not 
worry you just at present. They will 
be seen when they actually come. Do 
you mean to say that these circum
stances will only affect refugees and 
not you? • Will your bungalow remain 
intact? Will your bank balances re
main mialtered? For God’s sake do 
not say such impracticable things. If 
they are in miserable conditions let 
us help them. But that we would not 
do. We do not want to part with 
anything belonging to us and in 
addition say that hard times are ahead 
for them. As regards the question of 
providing housing accommodation, we 
sav that a man having five children 
will get one house. Then what about 
one who has got six children? We
say we will consider his case. I there
fore believe that all these things do 
no  ̂ fit in here. Whatever is to come 
will affect all, not refugees alone.

Now I shall take a couple of min
utes in making a few observations

-wiih recjard to the question of
compensation. Let us for a moment 
trare its history. As you all know 
and as some other friends have ob
served, th« s question arose as af direct 
conpeauence of the partition. What
ever be my views about it. the fact re
mains that it is the result of the parti
tion. Among many things which 
•Government regretted in comec'tio'n 
with the partition one was that the
Muslims migrated to Pakistpfn against 
their will. The same thln'T was ex
pressed by the Pakistan Government. 
They said that the Hindus h'ft Pakis
tan agai’nst their desire. What could 
be the solution then? The two Ciov- 
ernments tried to solve this problem 
by COeluding an agreement to the 
effect that the properties left in Pakis
tan would continue to belo^ig to their 
Hindn owners, and, in the same 'say, 
properties left by Muslims in India 
would be treated as belonging t i  their 
originnl owners. It was a der'is’on of 
fundntn^ntal importance. It was but 

■prooer to dec’de that Hindus wiuld 
continue to be the owners of their pro
perties left by them iw Paki-'tnn and 
Muslims of those in India although it 
«night be that they may not he living 
Tt.here. No matter if Shri Mehar Chand

Khanna lives here, he will ^o*itinue to 
be the owner of his property in the 
N. W. F. P. Similarly, properties in 
Indiaf belonging to Shri Abdul Qayyum 
Khan or the late Shri Liaquat All 
Khan will ever remain as theirs. This 
was followed by another decisjion to 
the effect that the rents of such pro
perties would continue to be collected 
by the two Governments. Well, we 
heaved a sigh of relief thinking that 
at least rent would be regularly paid 
to us. Now what happened next? Our 
Governmefnt began collecting rents of 
the properties left by Muslims for they 
believe in

*'J{aghukul reeti sada chali aai
Pran jahin par vachan na jahin**

(It has been a tradition in Raghu's 
family never to break one’s words 
even at the pain of death.)

The Government began to renlise 
rent from refugees throughout. the 
country. But what did the Pakistan 
Government do? They have exempted 
the entire rent. Of course there is an 
agreement in this behalf but how to 
implement it. In India they fin̂ l it 
easier to collect refnt from refugees 
and do not pay any heed to their pro
tests.

I was rather pained to hear Shri 
Jain broadcast that although they had 
been disappointed they would continue 
to endeavour to secure Pakistan’s co
operation. In spite of disapp<>intments 
they continue to hold negotiations. 
The Minister safid that the attitude 
adopted in this behalf by the Pakistan 
Govemroent was intransigent and 
that there was no hope of Pakistan 
agreeing to any re»»«onsfble solution. 
Now these are the words of vio less a 
person than a Minister of the Govern
ment of India. The man who has 
uttered these words is not an ordinary 
person, nor even a mere Member of 
Parliament. Then where lies the polu- 
tic»i? In this connection an incident 
of last year will be recalled. When 
Pakistan Government moved their 
armies towards Kashmir thereby vio
lating the terms of the agreement 
reached earlier between the two Gov
ernments. Pafnditji warned Pakistan 
that if they violated the provisions of 
the agreement, the war would not be 
co^nfined to Kashmir alone but it would 
be treated as an attack on India's 
main land. It was a very brief warn
ing which all the same did the trick. 
Pakistan atonce withdrew their armies 
and thus the issue was solved in no 
time. May I ask as to what wars the 
reason for making such a statement?



.1981 General B u d g e t^  17 JU N E  1952 Demands for G rants 1982

Kashmir was tiot a part of India. If 
Pakistan’s troops were marching ahead 
towards Kashmir how could it con
sidered to be 8f war aga'lnst India? It 
should have been confined to Kashmir 
alone. You could have also sent 
your armies to Kashmir. Why was 
^uch a warning deemed necessary? 
The answer is not very fsfr to 
seek: because they had violated the
provisio^ns of the agreement reached 
earlier between the two countries. We 
could not tolergfte such a violation, 
hence the necessity for such a warn
ing arose. This solved the whole prob
lem. The same thing you could do in 
th is matter also. Let them know that 
they are going against Jhe agreement. 
They refuse to negotiate with us. We 
have beefti knocking at their doors for 
:severfifl years but they do not seem to 
jgive any response whatsoever.

Then, Pakistan has introduced the 
passport system. What is this for? It 
has been introduced merely with a 
view to prevent persons from going 
there to realise rent etc., of their pro
perties and also with a view to main
tain their possession! over them. 
Besides, you might have read in the 
papers that Pakistan has banned the 
flight of Indian planes over their 
territory. Iran’s aeroplanes ore, how
ever. allowed to fly over that territory. 
It is not that such restrictions have 
been impo.sed on the planes of all the 
oou^itries. It is in respect of only India’s 
planes. Such' Is thp treatment being 
meted out to you in respect of vour 
planes, evacuee properties and pass
port system. I would suggest that 
most proper and befitting answer to 
this would be the ssfme as was given 
Inst year in respect of th? mntte^. I 
mnv not bp misunderstood to sav that 
there should be war between the two 
'Countries. I would suggest other 
measures to be adopted by our Grov- 
•er^iment. As it is, the Government are 
sunnlvinp cpnal water to Pakistan. A 
Question had arisen as to why we were 
supplvintr wnter to them. In rt'oiy it 
was stated that we were supplying 
canal water to Pakistan so that there 
micht be more food production. Per
haps we were thinking that foodgrains 
•produced in Lyallpur and Montgomery 
would fetch additional Income to them 
tjnd they would be in a better position to 
pay compensation to us out of that 
monpy. So continued to supply 

'Cflnal water. Five years have passed 
since then but things still remain 
where they were. This resulted In 
Both water and money being lost. So 
the Government made this bargain 
which proved am utter failure. We 

?«iupply water with which they are pro

ducing better crops. An expert has 
told me that if we discontinue the 
supply of canal water to Pakistam and 
divert the same to places like Gur- 
daspur in India it can yield us an 
additional income to the tune of one 
hundred crore rupees per year thereby 
enabling us to wipe off our aeficit 
within ten to twelve years. But the 
question is who would do it? Iti 1950 
when refugees from East Bengal were 
coming to India in large numbers we 
were wondering what Wiis going to be 
our lot. But the Nehru-Liafquat Pact, 
the Indo-Pakistan Agreement—an 
agreement betweeffi India and Pakis
tan -eased  the tension and g:ive us 
much relief, although I for one had 
still some doubts regarding iU suc
cess. I thought that Panditji had 
taken a very wise step and also I 
realised that my misgivings were 
based on wrong presumptions and 
Panditji was quite right. I am still 
desirous of seeing friendly relations 
between the two countries for that 
will enable our refugee brM-r^^n 'O 
bring back whatever belongings they 
can from Pakistan. I do not want me 
supply t>f water to Pakistan to be stop
ped if some other reasonable solution 
is found out. If we can solve the 
problem otherwise, nothing like it. 
But in case all other means fall, the 
Government would do well to discon- 
tinu? the supply of camal water to 
Pakistan and let it not be continued 
till s le com.'s on the right ija'h and 
is prepared t ) adopt a conc lint^ry 
attitude t nvi"ds India. It is no use 
fearing thal Ihe matter would b i re
ferred to the U. N. O. If it does go 
to the U. N. O. I do not think it is 
going to make much difference. 
Already they owe a lar^e amount of 
mo»ney to us and now they are also 
utilising our water. Is there any 
justification in this? After all whsrt 
crime have we committed for which 
we are being penalised? These 
lepgthy discussions would be of any 
use only if we can provide gainful 
occupations to displaced persons. 
Refugees from Pakistan are today iti 
a‘ miserable condition. Th-3 Govern
ment of Pakistan had declared that 
they would mete out equal treatment 
to minorities: but in East Bengal
they did not even approve of the joint 
electorate system and provided for 
separate electorates instead. May I 
ask if that is equal treatment.* This 
decision was followed by a mass 
exodus of Hindus from East Bengal.
In view of all these far-reiiching im
plications the only way out is that 
we give a clear and logical shape to 
our policy with regard to Pakistan. If 
any agreement is reached, it Is all 
right, otherwise we should be allow
ed to retain whatever little we have
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TLala Achint Rami 
a t present. Our Government as also
Panditji ha^ rightly assured the dis
placed persons that they would pay 
compensations to them, their financial 
resources permitting. I would sug
gest that if they are not in a position 
to pay compensation in a lump sum 
let them pay it i*n instaflmenls spread 
over a period of two lo four years. 
Let them make arrangements similar 
to those made with respect to pay
ment to America. But in any case 
the first instalment should be 
immediate and substantial. Sub
sequent instalments may, however, be 
spread over a period of four to five 
years and may be smaller than the 
first I believe if we approach this 
problem firmly from a nrgfrticol point 
of view, success is sure to be ours.

12 N o o n

Shri R. K. Chaudhury (Gauhati) 
robe—

^ r .  Denuty-Sp^^H^ir: Shall I call
another Member from Assffm—Shri 
Suresh Chandra Deb?

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: May I
explain the position? In Assam there 
are two divisions of rehabilitation. 
One is directly under the Government 
of India. Everything is done by the 
Government of India. My hon. friend 
Shri Suresh Chandra Deb will be arble 
to spea^ about that. But there is the 
other division. The mainr portion of 
the rehabilitation work in Assam is
being done by the Assam Government. 
There is a lot to be said about that.

Mr. Depiity-Speaker: I will give
seve îi minutes to each Member.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: If the House 
does not wish to hear those complaints, 
the wails of the refugees in Assam, I 
have Clothing to say.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I will give
ten minutes to each of the Members
from Assam—five minutes more to 
Assam as a whole. Shri Suresh 
Chandra Deb.

Shri S. C. Deb (Cachar-Lushai 
Hills): I come from a part bordering 
on Pakistan—Cachar and Lushai
Hills. There are many problems 
which our Government is trying to 
solve, but this is one of the vital 
problems. I am given an opportunity 
to speak on this subject, and I am 
thankful to my party also. In this 
connection, first of all, 1 congratulate 
the Government on the policy which 
they have adopted in this behalf. But

the question is whether that policy 
is being implemented everywhere with 
the same sincerity, the same agility 
and the same faithfulness. It is a  
fact that the rehabilitation in the 
district of Cachfifr has been taken by 
the Centre, and many problems arise 
because the State Government is 
abseint from there for rehabilitation 
purposes. Most of our people are 
agriculturists. If you are to give land 
to the agriculturists, where are you 
to get that lafnd from? Unless the 
State Government comes into the 
picture, it cannot be solved, and it is 
not solved. After the camps were dis
banded, the refugees were taken to 
some hills or jungles or 1 arren lands. 
Our popular Miviister has said on 
several occasions thart the question of 
rehabilitation is almost complete. But 
I say with all humility: the ques
tion remains where it was. Tnko for 
instance the Duhalia Hills and Maij- 
gram colonies. Our local S. D. O. is 
distributing doles and some relief 
measures are undertaken after taking 
personal covitributions from the local 
people. Why? If rehafbilitation is 
complete why are people dying, and 
why are people hungry? Al nost daily 
telegrams and letters are coming in. 
Why? If the problem solved, why 
do they come in? Therefore, I say 
with all humility: the question is not 
solved; it is yet to be solved A de
finite plan for all the area to be caver- 
ed sh )uld be'taken in hsftid. That has 
not been done. That is my grievance.

I have not taken up this matter for 
my area on my own initiativi?. Cir
cumstances compelled me. You know 
I have been returned orn popular 
vote. But those refuge.e.s* who have 
votes did not vote for me. Th^t 
ma'kes me ask why. I am a Bengali, 
and they are all Sencalis,. They must 
have voted fot* me, but they did not. 
That gave me the first shock. They 
voted for Dr. Mookerjee’s Party. 
However, when I have been returned,
I am to face every local pr )bler:f j  ,n 
bring it to the notice of the Gover.i- 
ment. That is my duty. I CcAinot deal 
with this problem alone, disre-^ard n*̂  
other problems. But it is very pain
ful that after the announcement of 
the result, daily, from morning till 
night, refugees have been approaching 
me for something to do for them. I 
tell them that I am helpless and thfft 
I cannot do anything. Our Govern
ment has taken much pains and is. 
spending lots of :noney ror the re
fugees. But that problem has yet to  
be solved. I think it <s not only our 
moral duty but I say it is one of o u r  
nation buildmg works.
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This problem we hsfve to face along 
with other tiation building works. It 
is another problem. It has to De solv
ed along with other problems. Cir
cumstances compel me to say some
thing about these things. You will 
see. Sir, that there is a branch placed 
at Calcutta and that branch is ad
ministering the aflairs there. One 
Controller is placed at Silchar, the 
headquarters of Cachar and his policy 
Is dictated from the branch and it is 
to be carried out. But oar administra
tive authority is out uf the nicture. 
What can be done without the pre
sence of the State Government there? 
The State Government must be made 
interested in that areaf. Otherwise, 
please excuse me. if I say that Gov
ernment money is being wasted. Gov
ernment had evolved a scheme with 
I. T. A. but that has been an utter 
failure. 14,500 persons are to be re
habilitated there. They are taken in 
jungles. There was no arrangement 
for sanitation. There was no drink
ing water. There was no land, A 
few days after, 2,000 people left the 
place in utter helplessness and some
more of them have left oy now and
there is no arrangement for others.•

The main problem is that agricul
tural land ought to be given to every 
family if any rehabilitation is at all 
fOMtemplated by Government and for 
that, the State Government should be 
made interested in these things. I
took up this matter with the local
administrative authority. I took
up the matter , with some Minis
ters of the State Government. But 
they all said that they were not hope
ful about management of affairs. I am 
asking: Why is it so? I cannot u’lider-
fitand. Our Central Government and 
the Provincial Government may know 
something. The problem is there and 
l^as to be tackled. I request our hon. 
Minister with a’ll humility that special 
consideration and special attention 
should be given to (his area. Other
wise I think all money—-more than a 
crore of rupees—from the exchequer 
has been mismanaged, unless the 
whole thing is reconsidered and new 
plans are devisfed.

There is a destitute camp but there 
is no water for the residents to have 
their bath. Probably there is no 
latrine and their wretched houses are 
likely to collapse. Headmaster of a 
High School told me that th(?re was a 
circular from Government that 50 
per cent, of the d^.splaced students are 
to be given relief and not more. They 
are putting me this question. “How 
are we to discriminarto between one 
displaced person and another?” I 
74 PSD '

tried to contact the Controller and the 
Controller had been kind enough to 
take me to some area. There 1 saw, 
that the questions put in by the 
Controller could not be answered Iv  
the lotal officers. I am told there is 
an Advisory Committee, Sir, I asked 
some local executive officer who 
was on that Advisory Committee. He 
told me that “the matters are hopeless. 
No advice is taken. No advice is 
considered varluable.” I would like to 
ask then, why is there an Advisory 
Committee at all? I therefore request 
our hon, Miviister with all my 
humility that he should Kindly con
sider all these things ?ird see whether 
the policy that is laio down by our 
Government is be'/n '̂ carried cut 
and matters should be set 
aright. I thank you for giving me 
the permission to address the House. 
I am a new Member, though I am old 
in years. Excuse me. Sir, if I have 
not been able to express myself fully.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Now I would 
advise the hon. Members to take only 
10 to 12 minutes as there are a num
ber of Members who are anxious to 
speak. I am sure Mr. Chaudhury will 
finish in 10 or 12 minutes.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: I have no
time to express my gratitude to you 
although, I should be never tired of 
expressing my gratefulness for this 
mercy that you have shoyn to me.

The first question that I wish to ask 
the hon. Minister is: Why has the Gov
ernment of India taken over charge of 
only one district so far as refugee 
rehabilitation is concerned? Why has 
he not done it with regard to the 
whole State of Assam? What !s the 
reason? Is it because Kachar is inha
bited by Bengali speaking population? 
Is that the reason? Now we th'^ught 
that if it is the responsibility of the 
Government of India, the entire res
ponsibility ought to be taken over by 
them and if the Government of Tndia 
requires the co-operation of the State 
Government :In this matter, the same 
rule, the same practice ou?ht to have 
been observed for all the districts and 
no discrimination ought to have been 
made in the matter of refugee rehabili
tation.

Now, we generally think tha+ w her
ever the Government of India is taking 
the entire responsibility, the refugees 
would be better looked after ;md the 
rehabilitation will be more efl'ectively 
and speedily done. But in this matter.
I must confess that we have 1 oen 
keenly disappointed. If you read the 
papers everyday, you will find report
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of how unsatisfactorily the rehabilita
tion work is being done in the district 
of Kachar. Almost everyday you le- 
ceive telegrams from that area.

Almost every day we receive tele
grams from that area, particularly 
from the Karimganj division. I wish, 
more particularly to lay stress on th^ 
condition of the refugees iti that part 
of the State of Assam where the reha
bilitation work is done directly by the 
Government of Assam. I must confess 
that I have associated myself so inti
mately with this problem of refugees 
that the time has almost arrived when 
I personally consider myself to be sf 
refugee from Assam and have to take 
my shelter somewhere else. I want to 
ask the hon. Minister to have an ' in
trospection in his mind and think for 
himself as to what he has been or his 
predecessor has been a’ble to do dur
ing the last few years. What is the 
total amount of loans granted to the 
refugees in the are*, knowti as the 
Assam Valley Districts? .The State 
Government is empowered to issue 
loams up to Rs. 5,000. In how many 
cases has this amount of Rs. 5,000 
been actually sanctioned? May I ask 
in how many cases the flnatice ad
ministration itself has been nrble to 
grant loans to the refugees in Assam? 
How many cases are there of the grant 
of loan of books to refugee students?
I think the a'nswer will be entirely in 
the negative. What provision is being 
made for the employment of educafted 
youths who belong to the refugee 
families? If they got employment 
under the State Government* may I 
know how many have been employed 
in Assam like that? There were a few 
appointments under the disposal of the 
Government of India in the Rehabili
tation Department, but I understand 
that all those appointments of inspec
tors and sub-inspectors have been re- 
treinched recently on account of the 
fact that the policy of granting loans 
has been revised. The Rehabilitation 
office in Assa’m wanted more inspectors 
and sub-inspectors. Let alone the fill
ing up of more vacancies, even the 
existi^ng hands were retrenched. Then 
what is left to these unemployed re
fugee youths? What is being done for 
them? Has there been the grant of a 
fairly substantial industrial loam '^ut of 
which some industrial work could be 
carried on giving employment to the?e 
people? The answer would be, no. 
How are these you'ng boys going to 
live? Are they given facilities for 
college education after pas^ng the 
matriculation? Have these refugees 
been given land for cultivation? It is 
said that there is not enough land in

the State of Assam. Granted tha^ the' 
Governme^nt of Assam has no State 
la’nd on which to settle these refugees, 
but then is there no private land? I 
know there is. I had myself sponsor
ed that application from some private 
individuals who are willing to seil 
their land for a fairly reasonable price 
so that the refugees may be settled 
there. What happened to that pro
posal? I personally spoke to the hon. 
Minister about that. 1 accompanied a 
gentleman who was prepared to give a 
large area of land for purposes of re
habilitation of the refugees and saw 
the land. I do not quarrel with the 
Government of Assam with regard t-o 
the availafbility or otherwise of State 
land. On that there may be a diller- 
ence of opinion. But so far as private 
land is concerned which the parties 
are prepared to sell, why should not 
the Government of India purchase that 
land and allow the refugees to settle 
down there? They are prepared to 
purchase that land and pay the price 
of the land in instalments. Why is 
nothing done in that direction? I have 
all my personal regard for the hon. 
Minister who has been joing his best 
to solve this problem. All the same I 
must say that so far as the State of 
Assam is concerned the refugees have 
not been paid that attention which 
they ought to have been given. We 
are moving in a vicious circle. When 
I approach the Government of Assam 
for relief that Government says the 
Government of India is not giving 
enough grant. There was a time when 
we were told by the Government of 
Assam that no money was being made 
available to the Government of Assam 
for small loans of up to Rs. 5,000. I 
came and approached the hon. Minis
ter; the hon. Minister said that he 
has received no such request from the 
Government of Assam. So we are 
moving in a vicious circle with the re
sult that the refugees from East Bengal 
remain as neglected as before. I ask 
the hon. Minister: how many town
ships have been built in the State of 
Assam? Then there is the policy of 
the Finance Administration thart un
less the person lives in the townshlo 
he cannot be granted a loan. But hc»w 
many townships have been crsnted? 
The hon. Mfnister himself has seen 
and Pandit Thakur Das Bhtfrgava and 
Pandit Lakshmi Kant Maitra and I 
have all seen that place where ar town
ship was to be raised. That place is 
still lying unclaimed. Why does the 
Minister select la-nd in Assam which 
is absolutely submerged under water?
It requires three years to bring that 
land under cultivation and it will 
take another three years to build a
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township. At present they are living 
at the rate of 30 Or 40 persons m a 
Bmsfll room. And they are liv'Ing 
under conditions where there is no 
conservancy with the result that they 
are not only injuring their own 
health but they are also injuri’ng the 
health of their neighbours. There is 
one latrine for every five families and 
that is cleaned twice a week. What 
is the effect? You will see sc string 
of worms coming from that place 
right up to the place of habitation. 
This is the way things exist there. 
There will be retributive justice. You 
are neglecting the refugees n( W. They 
are living In i^risanitary conditions. In 
every refugee house at this time of the 
year you will find people suftering 
horn typhoid and dysentery and these 
attacks of typhoid and dysentery will 
also affect the neighbours who are not 
refugees. I would once more beg of 
the hon. Minister to go and see the 
condition of the refugees in Assam, 
You will see how they are living, 
what food they are eating, how many 
stLtis their women folk have got, 
what is the vocation of their young 
unemployed youths, what vocations 
you are going to give them, etc. At 
present Rs. 2.500 Is the maximum 
amount of loan granted. The 
average is about Rs. 300 to 400, What 
can a man earn with that armomit? 
What can a hungry family having 
not more than,one meal a day do 
with that 300 or 400? Would not 
their impulse be certainly to convert 
that amount into absolute necessities 
of Hie? .

These small loans go in vain, 
because a hungry family is waiting 
to have two meals a dfry and the 
money is utilised for purchasing the 
necessaries of life. I am not exaggera
ting at all. Please find some em- 
plojrment for them; please give them 
a roof where they can Kve as human 
beings. Please: provide them with 
the conservancy facilities m d  make 
arrangements for their treatment in 
times o? illness. Otherwise, not only 
will the refugees die, but the health 
of non-refugees who accommodate 
them will also be arfTected. and they
Will die along with them.

It must not be supposed for a 
minute that we Assamese are hostile 
towards refugees. We aie not avid we 
cannot be, because we and the re
fugees from Eastern Bengal are prac
tically the same people. We are as 
P W  as they are. We speak almost 
ih f same langua/?e. We wear the
sajne dothing—dhoti and sari. We
eat the same food—rice, and fish

which probably you do not like. We 
have nothing to differentiate between 
ourselves. Although they do not 
belo'iig originally to that province 
and their ancestors n a y  have come 
from Bengal or U. P. or Bihar, we 
are the same people practically. 
(Interruption.)

An Hon. Member: They are all
Satyanarayans.

Shri R. K. Chaudhury: Sir, I am in 
a very serious mood.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Therefore, I
suggest that he may conclude.

Shri R. K. Chaudhuri: Sir, I take
your advice and t‘it down.

Sardar Hukam Singh: At the very
outset I have to observe that this 
problem of rehabilitation has not 
beevi given the attention it deserves 
and calls for. I do not mmimise 
what has been done and I said the 
other day, I pay my tribute to the 
energy, earnestness and sincerity 
which the hon. Minister has shown in 
tackling this problem, tu t  he has his 
owsi difficulties and while I congra
tulate him for his having been raised 
to the rank of a Cat)inet Minister, I 
must also observe that he is not a 
Cabinet Minister yet and that is the 
first handicap that he has got. He 
has to carry out the policy as it is 
shaped by the Cabinet, though he 
may share In the joint responsibility.

From the omission of any mention 
in the two addresses of the President, 
one in February and another in May, 
we may guess that the Government 
has perhaps been feeling complacent 
and has thought that this problem 
has been solved. Our fears have 
come irue, as is clear from this re
port aMd from the speech made by 
the Minister only two days ago. it 
has been said here;

“A stage has been reached 
when the displactxi persons have, 
b}' and large, adjusted them
selves to their new environment 
and it may well be said that with 
the economic development of the 
country they will imdoubtedly 
fmd their rightful place In life.”
I must tell you how I feel. That Is 

a different story.

“By and large, the bulk of the 
refugees are far from rehabil'ta- 
ted; a large section of them is 
indeed even worse off than when 
they first arrived with some
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savings and ornaments and a iCch 
loadful of hopes about tiie Ham 
Raj under wMch they believed 
they had sought arsylum; and 
many are slowly, inch by inch, 
physically and morally, teing 
drawn to total extinction.”

A n  Hon. Member: Where is that
from?

Sardar Hakam Singh: It is from 
Vigil, It may be any paper, but v o u  
may take ;t that this is how I feel and 
I have a right to quote from anybody 
with whom I agree. How this prob
lem has been tackled and how it has 
been wroiigly assumed that it has 
been solved would be easily exposed 
if we probe a little. It has been said 
with much pride that the Govern
ment has spent Rs. 146 crores on the 
refugees. Of course, this is correct. 
I do not doubt this figure. It is a 
colossal, gigantic sum and when a re
fugee reads it in the report he begins 
to think and ponder whether all this 
money has been spent on him and how 
m spite of that his condition has not 
^ n  improved. I assure the hon. 
Minister that if we look at the way 
m which this money has been spent 
the refugees could not be rehabilita
ted even if the amount is multiplied 
ten times. But I say that even this 
amomit of Rs. 140 crores has not 
been spent on the refugees. An hon. 
friend mentioned some time stso that 
this amount consists of investments 
that are recoverable with interest. 
In the report itself it is mentioned 
mat Rs. 33*41 crorcs are loans re
coverable with 6 per cent interest 
Then there is housing which covers 
Rs. 46 and odd crores. The total 
comes to roughly Rs. 80 crores. The 
entire amount is recoverable with 6 
per cent interest, and this percentage 
is not ar small rate, I should say. It is 
a banking concerti. Sir. that is being 
run and when we look at the interest 
and the security that are demanded 
when we look at the methods which 
the Government have adopted for re
covering these loans, I can â ’sure the 
Government that if the field had been 
left open these terms v/ould have in
duced a Birla or a Tata or a Dalmia 
to invest this money.

Then, agarin. we v/ere told that 
Rs. 66 crores have been given as
^ a n ts  to the States and I may tell
the hon. Minister that this amount 
supplemented by certain other re
sources from the States has been
given to the refugees in the form of 
loans, taccavis etc.

Shri A. P. Jain: Not these grants.
Sardar Hukam Singh: They are no 

doubt given to the States as grants, 
but how have the Slates used them? 
They have supplemented them with 
their own resources and have anvanc- 
ed those sums to the refugees, and 
these include loans advanced by tke 
States.

Shri A. P. Jain: No. Loans are 
not included.

Pandit Thakur Das Bhargava:
(Gurgaon): What about Rs. 82 lakhs 
advanced as food loans in Punjab 
aloile?

Shri A. P. Jain: He is raising a 
different question.

Sardar Hukam Singh: I was re
ferring to loans and if we treat only 
half the amount advanced to the 
States as grant, then the whole 
amount that is recoverable comes to 
Rs. 100 crores. What left? Rs. 46 
crores, which includes transport 
charges; the relief ihirt was given, 
for which we are grateful, and all 
other facilities that were provided. 
We have not forgotten them. We 
are thankful to the Government for 
them. We are not ungrateful. I 
assure the hon. Minister. We do 
appreciarte them. But this is a piob- 
lem that has to be ta'jkled with more 
care and caution. The recent state
ment of the hon. Minister has only 
exhibited his helplessness. He is 
rather In a plaintive mood, offering 
prayers. After five years of stienu- 
ous efforts, he comes up and says that 
Pakistan’s attitude has been unhelp
ful. We knew that in 1949 itself. 
After five Conferences we were told 
that Pakistan had absolutely expro
priated our property M id  it was no 
use continuing those Conferences. 
That was definitely put down in the 
brochure that was given to us. After 
three years a^ain we are told that the 
jttitude of the Pakistan Government 
has been quite unhelpful. And then 
the hon. Minister end.  ̂ by saying: “I 
confess that on many occasions, far 
too many In fact, we have been sorely 
disappointed—thanks to that Govern
ment’s determination not to give us 
^ e n  the minimum of (!0-operation”. 
He says “Any prolongation of this 
dispute means the continuance of 
misery to millions”. And then he 
concludes “It will be our endeavour 
to do them such justice as n;ay be in 
our power”. But he does not give us 
an indication of the justice "he is
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^oing to do after six years. This 
helplessness we already knew so 
many years ago and we had fore
warned him that he would not be 
ifble to get anything out of Pakistan. 
When the attitude and policy of that 
Government Is what it is, no sensible 
man can expect that an3»thing would 
be got out of that Government.

I am reminded here of a short 
5 tory. I was going with a comrade of 
mine when I was reading in the 
scliool. There was a be«gar, a mendi
cant sitting on the road and he was 
calling out;

3ft ^  5fT«r ^  h

^  ^  w w ” I

This is whfirt our Government does. 
It gives its blessings and good wishes 
to  the one who gives something, as 
well as to the other who refuses to 
iisten to it. I said to my companion 
“Give something to this beggar’*. He 
said “You are a fool. When we have 
already got the blessing, why give 
anything”. Sir, this is the attitude of 
our Government. It is pouring its bles

sings even without being asked. (An 
Hon. Member: A beggar’s blessings!) 
Now it comes with this helplessness 
and tells the refugees that it will try 
to do justice, whatever it can. We 
are entitled, after these six long 
^ears of agony, at least to know 
where we stand. This Government 
might be acting on some moral prin
ciples. they might be creating some 
place in paradise a-long with some 
loaders on the other ŝ lde. But we 
are living in hell, and what matters is 
whether they are going to remedy our 
evils or not. With these assurances 
and hopes we canJiot continue. Our 
condition is much more miserable now 
than what It was when we came here 
with high hopes after partition.

In regard to paddy If'ans some con
sideration has been shown, and the 
people who lived in those camps have 
been told that what was advanced to 
them by way of paddy loans is not 
to he recovered until the question of 
compensation Is decided. But I would 
like to tell the hon. Minister that a 
very large number of those people hard 
no claims at all. Therefore this bene
fited only very few people.

Then there is housing for Rs. 5 
crores. This housing has been plan
less. It is not productive except per
haps in regard to two colonies about 
which if I had the tfme I could speak, 
but I am afraid I would not have that 
time  ̂ Except for Panipat and Nilo- 
Kheri the others are not productive at

all, and the costs have been very 
heavy. 15 to 18 per cent to the 
C. P. W. D. has been added to these 
costs. 25 per cent is the contractor’s 
profit. The bribes and other things 
are separate, we cannot count them. 
So practically the refugee has to pay 
double the price of what the cons
truction is worth, and we boast thaft 
we have rehabilitated these refugees. 
Then again, mostly, they have no 
sanitary equipnients. There are com
munity lavatories and community 
bath rooms. Practically we have 
created slums there, which we experi
enced after sometime. The cost is so 
high and the rents charged so exorbi
tant that the refugee is crumbling 
under their weight, and he cannot 
pay.

Thcti I come to the question of 
evacuee property to which I referred 
just now. It was given out in 1949 
that this compensation will l>e com
posed of three portions. One was re
ceipts from Pakistan; the other, the 
value of the pool of evacuee property 
here; and thirdly, a handsome con
tribution by the Government itself. 
The value was expected to be Rs. 350 
crores. The refugees accepted that 
solution. A conference was called in 
1949 and it was considered that the 
evacuee law would be modified. A 
draft also was prepared and was 
given to the Minister, and that was 
accepted then. But ultimately, on the 
interference of the Jamiat, all that 
was dropped. Other provisions were 
introduced, which resulted in huge 
amounts flown from India to Pakis
tan. Those people were acting under 
the cover that for the maintenance of 
the dependents of those Pakistanis 
who are living here but who have 
sent their children to Pakistan, 
reasonable amounts could be sent’ 
But Government has obsolutely no 
check to see that these amounts are 
reasonable or that the provisions in 
this respect are not being misused.

Then again, a large number of 
Muslims have retumed and that pro
perty has been restored to them In 
Bombay, Delhi and U. P. alone it was 
estimated that oroperty worth about 
Rs. 500 crores would be available for 
this pool. And now whal do we find’ 
After these Chhatriwallahs and Japan- 
wallahs have got their properties res
tored to them, it Is admitted that the 
pool would only be of the value of 
Rs. 50 crores, or aft the most of Rs 70 
crores. If the Government has be
haved that way and the refugees have 
been thinking all the time that the

and that it might Ije distributed as
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sootti as possible, may I ask whether 
the refugees are not justifled in say
ing ‘Let that pool alone’?

Let their claims be verified, the 
verification being very strict. Noth
ing has been given in respect of rural ' 
property. The properties of those 
that have got an area of four acres 
or houses worth less than Rs. 20,000, 
have not been assessed. All these 

, properties have been loft out. All 
their movable properties have gone.
If the value of the evacuee property 
tiow is estimated to be about Rs. 750 
crores or Rs. 1,000 crores, and the 
value of Pakistani RTuslim property 
here is to come to irt>out Rs. 50 or 70 
crores only, when worked out, the re
fugee is likely to get one anna In the 
rupee But you are giving a gift of 
Rs. 700 crores or Rs. 800 croies to 
Pakistan just now, in accordance with 
the policy we have been pursuiang up 
to this time. If wheat is conUng to 
India we will divert it to Pakistan. 
Though the Pakistan psople might be 
clamouring that India is amassing 
wheat, to be used in case of war, to 
make them believe that we are human 
beings and show compassion for their 
own trouble, it must be diverted to 
Pakistan. But if we want rice, that 
is refused to us. Perhaps we wanted 
that we might remove the suspicions, 
of Pakistan, lest we were preparing 
for war and lest some one’s help we 
might summon, but that is also denied 
to us. Even in this manner we should 
continue in placating them. I am re
minded of one sadhu and it is said 
that he had advised a snake not to 
bite the people. The snake acted ac
cordingly. It was lying on the road 
and people came and trampled on it 
and on the next day the snake com
plained that it had been trearted very 
badly, that everybody trampled on it. 
The sadhu asked; Why did you not 
bite? The snake replied: You
adv(sed me not to bite. The sadhu 
said. “Yes; I did, but did I tell you 
to give up your *phunkar* (hissing) as 
well?” Here we are making de
clarations that we are a peaceful 
people and we could never go war 
to settle any of these questions. 
Though I do not advise that we 
should fight, is it worthwhile to say 
that we are not prepared to fight an 
account of the evacuee property, on 
account of abducted women, on ac
count of canal waters and on account 
of electricity in season and out of 
season? The other party knows that 
you are not prepared to fight. What 
are you going to do with simple and

pious wishes which i)ur hon. Minister 
has expressed. As I said he is in a 
prayerful mood. We would have 
offered prayers along with liim but I 
tell you that those shrines have also 
gone; they are not with us. We do 
not have that opportunity as well 
where our prayers also c(/Uld be 
heard; we are deprived of that as 
well. It is a woeful story. The hon. 
Minister read the Iollowi*ng words:

“In the communications with 
Pakistan it was suggested to the 
Government that no progress could 
be made in regard to the question 
of immovable property. With re
gard to the protection and main
tenance of shrines, it was sug
gested to the Government of 
Pakistan that the question of pro
tection and maintenance of shrines 
in the two countries should be 
discussed at a conference. But the 
Government of Pakistan consider
ed such a conference unnecessary.”
Whenever Pakistan wants a* thing, 

we are prepared to go into a confer»- 
ence. We discuss there and if they 
get whatever they want, we feel proud 
that we have achieved something at 
least in that they were kind enough 
to sit with us in conference, but when 
they do not like, they give us a kick 
and say “No, No”. We are prepared 
for it and take it as good bC‘3rs. li> 
other words we behave properly 
because we are wedded to certain 
principles and we must conform to 
them. In this wffy, we cannot 
achieve any object. I say this whole 
pool was a trust v/lth the Govern
ment. This is a breach of trust that 
the Government has cOinmitted. I  he 
Government is guilty of that breach 
of trust, for which they will be res
ponsible to the refugees. They were 
made scapegoats for this freedom; 
they were sacrificed for this country. 
Now we are told that they are to l>e 
absorbed as the economy of the 
country is developed on the Five Year 
Plan. The whole country should con
tinue as it is. That economy is not to 
be disturbed lest it pinches «inybody 
else. The miseries of these refugees 
are being exploited. They had left 
their hearths and homes jmd now 
socialism is also being rpplied here. 
WInety-five per cent, cut has been ap
plied on the grant of lands. Govern
ment say that they have no lands. I 
say thaft there are lands The hon. 
Minister said that the colossal nature 
of the problem has not been under
stood. Because of that cne in every 
50 in the country is a refugee. Was 
it difficult for 50 persons to alSsorb
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one? That could be easily done. He 
says that there is one refugee against 
3 people in Delh!. I can understand 
that Delhi might not be able to ebsorb 
the refugees but for 50 persons, it was 
not difficult to absorb one. This 
comes strictly u*nder the E.xternal 
Allairs Ministry, but it is connected 
with thf’s. No nation has ever suffered 
to th<ls extent nor would it tolerate it. 
We lost about 30,000 women amd we 
have got 7,500 or so we are told. We 
have returned 15,000. I am glad that 
we have returned double the number. 
Within 6 months our recovery or
ganization has been overactive and 
over-zealous and we have got 18,000 
women. We are sending out women 
who were married 15 years before the 
partition. They also w'll be sent 
because there are no abducted women 
here. They a’re sponsori'ng to send 
those women that were converted 10 
years before the partition and who 
have got children before partition. In 
the High Court out of 54 cases that 
were there 18 affidavits were present
ed to prove that those women had 
been married some ten years before 
the partition and had chUdren from 
Hiiidu and Sikh husbands, but they 
were being forced to go until this 
Act was declared ultra vires. Now an 
attempt is being made to e.iarct an
other law so that this process might 
continue. I a«k: are we going to get 
anything from Pakistan, be it canal 
water, be it electricity, be it evacuee 
property or other properties which 
we have in the form of deposits'^ We 
canviot count the amount that we have 
iost there, but still .we are acting like 
lambs and behave in a submissive 
manner and thank God for whfft is 
given and we are awaiting our des
tiny. Refugees are looking to the 
Government whether it is coming up 
with any solution or not. Our hon.
Minister 15 very active and has
lound a solution. He is going to
tl^'ow at us Rs. 50 crores and sey:

course of another 
b months it may be reduced to Rs. 25 
chores. He is very glad to tell us:
w  money. You have got it

raised.
^compensation, compensation.” There
errfrnlf7  solution. If the Gov-
ernrne^it thinks that *:t has spent
arp i  1 crores

as loans.
bP S  investment. Let it
in I h f  refugees. Put it
G overn ^  ; th a t

That mJiiA crores every year,
pool into the^  OL The total comes to Ivs. 210

crores. Then there is amother sugges
tion that I made on the l)th February 
1950, i.e., that vacant sites and other 
places might be sold in auction and 
that money may also be put in the 
pool. That would get us anothft: 
Rs. 100 crores. Thus the Govern- 
mcvit can pay about Rs. 350 crores 
and that would make 8 annas in the 
Rupee. The refugees will make a sac
rifice of half their value and the 
other half can be met in this way 
without taxing the rest of India, 
without encroaching on the properties 
in India. The refugees also would 
be satisfied. The soluti(/n is very 
simple if only the Government hafs a 
mind to do it.

> Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I would like 
to ascertain whether the House is 
agreeable to a suggest*'?n that has 
been made by a number of hon. 
Members, that in view of the import
ance of the subject and a large num
ber of Members having expressed 
their intention to speak, whether the 
question hour may not be dispensed 
with tomorrow. All the same answers 
to the questions will be printed in the 
debates but the questions would not 
be called tomorrow. If the House is 
agreeable, I have no objection to dis
pense with the question hour 
tomorrow. Is there unaYiimlty of 
opinion on this martter?

Some Hon. Members: Yes.

the. Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Then
question hour will be dispensed with 
tomorrow and we will have one more 
hour for discussion and at 0-15 A.M. 
the hon. Minister will be called upcfn 
to reply. There is some little time 
left. I will give the opportunity to 
another hon. Member.

Shri Nand Lai Sharma:

i

I rise to speak in English simply be
cause I am a refugee and Hindi 
itse'lf is also a displaced language in 
this House. It has taken refuge in 
English and so farr as the Constitution 
is concerned, Hindi is the national 
language of this country. Let me 
thank you, Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 
for your having been able to catch 
my eye because it is very difficult to 
catch one eye out of 500 persons* eyes
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[Shri Nand Lai Sharma] 
wfifiting to be caught at a time and 
yet you have bee\i able to catch 

^ i n e .

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: One minute
is already over.

HTH :

>FT smTT̂   ̂ ^
P w p t  J T R w i T  ( R e f u g e e

P r o b l e m  )  T^c

^  3TT̂  ^  3TW9X
I 5 R n r  I t

I >T^!rw a rm iT W

^  fxtfiifezsi’i

t .  5 ^  (  l o a n )

a r k  J r r r f T  ( E v a c u e e

P r o p e r t y  )  ^

(  c l a i m s  )  t,  ^

(  s e t t l e m e n t  )  aiV ^  a n r n n f t

I  1 ?rPi%ir

^  f s i n ^  a r n r  ^  ^

q m  s n f t  ? > iT ^  « n K < flz T

f w  ftr? 5T ?Pff 
( a b d u c t e d  w o m e n  )  %

f  I aPTT W W  5T5!ff 

^  ^ • ' T c w t ^ ^  5ft

lift f j r f f f f ^  

^  3 T rs rr? » ft  f w m  

srT ? w  f i r f f f f Z T  T T  f^ > T f»r  a r w w  

(  F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s  )  nfV ^  

^  3IT 5rrg»rr i 4  ^wwni f  f% 5*nrr 

fH P’i  ^  ?»T Jf snT’T ^
«BT^5T s r e w  %  a r k  ' c w  a r p i f f  

^  <S?5 f«T^ ^  ^
3 T « i < t ^  ^ f t  w R f  ^  i  I s i t f r ^ n  

i p t  5  T T  a r r - T ^ R ^ f l -

^  I a f t x  a r f^  ^  ' i H  *PT ^ n P T  

j p t f r i T T  a r k  C T i f t f t m r  a n f t  %  w  

5nrft 1 1  e^ 'ftftnrr % ai-st^i

a rk  fjr^cr %
t ,  ^  ^  % f?o5 ^  ^;n,Tr

fan  5 I ‘»nt 3 1 ^  T̂T ?< ^  fsriK 

^  f  ’ apT^ ^n: % ^  fejT ?.m t

'm r I #  5?T^k irfr»i?'Rrjr
^  I  ftr

fTfRT fJDTrJT ^  ^i'^rar-s^r ^ n f^ r^ n  

a r k ^ ' i w j r r :  arkTmT5!:wiTfT
^  SRT̂’T PpifT % fcfiTm ^
3ft TCfRT I  ^ft ^  ̂  ̂ >r

af\r ^  ’T’Tf f«rw f w  >r  ̂ i ^  

ir f r f? r^ '^ > 5 frT  
*r^, A ftvfr % nf'f ftr

f3R* ?T f^»mr ^  ?r«r 
f  ar«r^ fsTK ^  ?rf*r

i  a fk  ^  % TRT ^ f  'nftrtfi’Pi ^  

\ i t  wli'Tft Ht ffft «ft, tjTf sfr«flf ^ft jj^r 

? t ?ft^ a fk  f*l% f ,
a fk  5fr Tppf ^  STfl^t ^^r?TT ^  

aftr 5ft if f t  ̂ f t  vTPKT? 0 t?  arr#
i  ^  «rt J?fr T^vf % ffTJT jptf

f tw ? :  afrr % n ̂ t |  i >t

f^>t^4-%  f(T5 % frr-it t  5t5T
^^*i"f apiBt jf^
Jt^ TRT tTfr fn ^ s f t  amfr i  ^  %h  

rfT^ ^  :
Sixty rupees per house; excuse me 

for saying this on the floor of this 
House.

Shri Sarangadliar Das: Right.

s iH  H IB  sn rf ; >T5T % 

i  f¥  ^T5 ^s^t  ̂ t  tjip *HTR
%<f % fw^, a m  ^ r  7

^  JT55ts? ^  ^ t .  ^ ^ ^ ^ ' r  I 
^  OTTt 5«t rftn* 5 ,

5<rr«ii \6 o  ̂ if 5K  aftr ^ r f

’̂ TTT 5> ‘ '̂’’I'f ^
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I 4' ^  3f\r w r  P̂fKTT 
’TT w f P p  ^  a l W t  jj f t i

3PTT ?5fr

If > P % ffpcr stf ft
TIV ^TT ^  'J«.

^  t  I

»TR*fhl : 3TPT ^

t  I
1 P.M.

•ft V>T WIH BUrf : TO’ TT *T3I^0' 
 ̂ I 3TN ^  grwtRft % 9  ̂ Ir 

^  ^   ̂ I OTIWTST >ft̂ , ’T
^  ‘fl̂ JTiTsr 3ra%’

Ĥ«Tif5r3î 3iT<T»n5r̂ % 
fts^^jnrn^s 1 ^TOR'arh: B̂frtnc 

r̂ l̂ »pn5t <̂?TsrrTef (Ru
ral Property ) ?r?rf 5>? ^  aim 
if I ^  H V m  iT WT >n!< 3T> f  ? 

frŵ it WTT fisv-ftf? <TORT ar#s%
(  D i s p l a c e d  P e r s o n s  

A m e n d m e n t  A c t )  %  #  > ft

5T55f fjRT «n, JPTT T»f T?ir 
^  rfT^ % forr *niT i ^Pt.- 

JTT  ̂'TT mf Tf̂  |, jf anft
 ̂ *rwf «(̂ i It îT aii<ji

j  I >Tsf ^  «i?fwnrr f%  ftrsTT

Ir !n^ 5t t  
ir Tf5(5 f w  % 3|t<T ^ I T
gff ^  3rnr ffî  ?ft ̂  ̂ rt srr̂  'st̂ r 
(  B y  f o r c e  )  f K ^ r o f i P T r s n w  

3fir^ 3T?t 

TT ^iT 7% w  ^>rr f3TT t ,  ^  
% Tt ?5T W.X >ft!̂  JT
JT zj fir?fw awrrtfif̂ ® ( un
inhabited ) ?«r̂ f  ̂ n̂rrr 
I  i3 n ^ « F ^ ? fV  ^ f  'TH;ii<sT3fli' 

74 P.S.D.

^  =50^ I
fr  P f  %  t f t n  3 ft  a r « R r  ? f T O  ' n f j p -  

tdiW H ^PS fiT *1^ 3Tr<f Q ^  '̂ '1*11 
T t  w  M # 5 ^  > T > n  g>!r f*T 5 !w r 

5>rr ? >r?5T jtjto t ^fr
I P F P T  f * [ % ,  ^  *T < T 5 ira r ’ T  W t  T ^ ’ T t 

I T O S f W r r T I  

?  f% ^  'TC ^  ^  5TFrf 
W  3 f k  5 | f  n  JT P p  ara"

f « T  a m r  ^ r m  «i 4 5 i t w  >f ? V  f i t m -  

t»r I f
ft: ^  JT iTT % T '̂T ^  C

^

I  I 4
^  5rw<ar f ,  ^ r  ft? arnr ■»?:
TtT % fCTf^fr ^  itfT ff 

( S t a l l  h o l d e r 8 ) ? r r a r :  r t  t |  ^  

ftr ^  5*1 Vt <11  ̂ ^
n H ^ r r  a i k  a n ^  f t r c  

^  ^  ^  K t T  Ir

Rolling stone gathers no moM.

5f t  a iT ir  ^  s n f i r  * F t  f t « r R r

? t« rf t  i f ^  'K

^  ^  ^  ^
^  ?, ^  5 ^

«r|> T r f t f  f e w #  %  ^  ?►

a i k  ^ f t r  sf?  C > ^  ^  » n T  
w r  t |  ?  I ? « r r f t  » r w H -  ^ ft < f^ T H c ft 

a i k  5 > T ^ > T 5 f t  q i f t r f T ^ r t f k i f r  

3 m >  ( C o l o n y  o f  N a t i o n s )  

^  11 “■ 
a ft o  ( U .  N . O . )  %  < n w f c ^ 5 f t  |  i  

a f t T ^ a ^ ^ 't r f t ' T J T f r  5 T r a f \ T 3 f r  >fr 

sn T C T  ? i n r  i,  5ft ^ f t  ^ o  t^ ^ 'o  a rto .

^  I r t  ^  %  3 n %  t  a fr ^  a i « f t  ? «TT^

> I P T - f l 7  5T f t r  ^  ^



2003 General Budget-^ 17 JUNE 1952 Demands for Grants 2004

[«fl WT55 5PT?]

(  c a n a l  w a t e r s  )  ^

SPTT 1^0 sffo ^  ^  ĵrPiT 'Tf 

%  3 t T ^ , a r k  ^  5 T R O T r  > ft  

^  O ll'ft  ' T f ’ ft 5Tt %  'Jll'4‘1 I WT

5 > 1'*!^ ^  ^
^  *T % fwT

n T  5  I

w i H T  a d ^  T i * i  ;  3Tnr #  >rj!?r 

^nw i ^  I

sp̂  wiw si»rf : ^
^  ft> ^  ^  STJnT Tfirr,

^  ^  ^o  ^no 3fto

? n :» r  it ^  5  i ^

I ^  ¥ t  5 f t 't r r r  t  f ¥  ^  

> P T ¥ 3 T  J T I f f f s f t T  ^ ^ a f t r f i R T ^ r T  

•■^^fr > n r f 3  ^ t s r  5  ^  %  t t w

3TRfT 5  I H ftRfy % tti*i'i
^ 3 f t ^  I  I a jT T  ; t  s n f t  ^ * f  a fh r

( B e g g a r s  B l e s s i n g s )  

sT TT %  y r * H  arr 14

9f W ¥  3TT3r  c o n f i r m

Jlfil 9pRI % fifVTFF P;qi «(«̂ i 

r f r  s p r r i f f  3 n * l r 0 > r f ^ : T r a i i f

a f t r  ^  « r R  ^

5 R ^  f t  ^  5> r r  i  I

^  %  3 r f ? f f ^  ? » n T t  a r n r  H t  

^ f r tr  f T R  %v
^ S T T T  

v f t J T ^  ^ a f k a r r r ^  

i f t  « R T  ^ P f %  f  I an>T ^  ? ? rr 5ft s t ^  

t S r  J R T T  ^  I  :

3 5 *1? ^ %  J R t T ' T T :

■1^ W  ^T'<+K 5  ' “f? ■ î '̂i

TT ^  ^  ,tffftr

a n ^  ^  ^  3ri5T

=Tff t  I

* n r  f T ^ 3 [ ^  I  f t?  ^  ? r « ^  

a m  g-?r 5T !T > t  ^ n ? T T  ' f l ’ n ,  ^  

!T « f W  ’ P T  a p f  f V  5faPT?y a j H  

s f p s  ^ K  (  D e c l a r a t i o n  

o f  w a r  )  ^  STTT a n i T  ? r i ^

.’5 T  5ff >ft 3TR)
m r  %  f « #  # j n r  f ,  aritr

y o u  s i m p l y  g r u m b l e  a n d  

t h e y  w i l l  g r o w l .  H 5 ft sp fe rr 

g  f %  arPT ^  q rs r sr'f 1 ,  s f t  

arpT %  a r f q - m  #  | , arrr ^rr vff t t w  

^  I ^  « - « m 5 f r  f  f t r  3 r »n : a rn r

%  W m  g ^ ^ t  5T 3TI%
a f k  a r r r  %  ^  5 %  i r w f f  ^
5ft ^  f t  ^  ff  ^ t ^ t  5ft arnr 5r? 
5 n ? m f«T < ff ^ 't  ? 5 f ^ t  f ^ R r r  ? r f t  1 

aTFT ^ r  C^«l< W  T^C 5ft 5

STT^qT, m K f  n * ^  j n ’ T’ TT I 4  3{rT sftift

%  sp ^^rr f«P  ^  ^ d ,  a i n

^ fl ’ T n ^ f  « r ^  115 a iT T  ^  ^ f t ) IP J T

| ,  a t J R a i N #  | ? 5 T r  'S T T f  

5ft 3TTT ffJTS i f  •»ft 5K®r f J T ^ t  I
4  5ft f t r  " #  I ?  ^  J  T O  fjpcTI 

> T tft:? 5 T Ff f ^ a n :  f f e r r  i

^ a n T f * P ^ f ^ 5 f t ^ i f i  T T ^ j ^ r  a r r a n t  I ”  

t  f n % ? n  i  f t r  ^4t (  a p 

p e a s e m e n t  )  ^ < n f e ? f t ^ ’T fT c !rrn ' 

spTTff T f i r r ,  a m  a r r r  f f  H | t  f f r i r r  ^ t

i n ^  3T5 TTR- TT3JT « f t  >rr^t ^ ft

8FT ! T ^  , ^ m r r  >ft ^  5ft ^ 5 r r  ^  
ft: r m  % TT53T % ^  niTr ^  ^  TTf 7 

J i ^  T »: 5 > rr a f k  ^  <ftT <ftr ^rc 

T t ^ T  I
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n W t: tpt ^

TT5JT ftrlFTT TT I 

*ft HTS 9Prf : W

r<i9i«4 ^  «t§<n <s(<.i«i t ' f ^ ^ T h r

^  ^  f^  P̂T q r̂ n'ff f  ftr gJT
% v n v  VTT ^

I 'g r f
^  3 rm  f  ftr ^rr 

g^TT I qcrr riff
^ T U J  ?n:¥? ^  STT sf^ ,

% TRT Tt ift T̂JTT JIT 5T̂ ,
■̂n' ^  >T?ff ^|f 5 f«P ^
T|jr JTf ir^ ,̂ srrs ^r
^  I

^  f 7! * f r ^  (  r e c o v e r y )  

% JTff̂ sr ^ T ff 3Tf I  .............
Mr. Depoty-Speaker: How Ion* will

the Hon. Member speak? He should 
conclude by 1.10.

«ft SIR WIW 5Wf : H

% V ^ * ! T ^

' T s f i f  1̂ + ') r t  H ^ r i 'f  %  i * T  ^T, 

^ 5T f % r e n  » T 5 ft^  (  C a l c u l a t i n g

M a c h i n e  )  5 ^  ^  ^

% ft> ^
^ 3 T ^ > T T  %  3T*T^ * i f ^ ^  ^

^  3 P T ^  ^  M F T T

^F ^  ?  I ^  f t f  f s R T  ^
^  = p m  ^  ^  f  ^  H t  » T ^  t -  ^  

>ft 511 gi? i ,  ^  ^
%?TT ?ffr 

i T f f  I j f t  atRT^ft 5 , j f T  » r < t ^

t  ^  ^  ^  t  > 
^ R T R f t  c T ^  ^  ^  ^ m r  % 3 T  5> 

^  %  fV/4 q t ^ d i  3TTT *W I ^>T

t  !* s»ri^ ^ r |  t  f f

^  ’T^Wf %

f  0  »ft ^  ^ i T
S T lf f  I JT ^  *15  ? t  n r c  513?
aifT % 1

^  aiTT #
% 5TW ^  ^  W  ^  I

j t ’ a rrr  : f  <Tffr

(  s u r e t i e s  )  a r k n T ^ t ^  ( G u a 

r a n t i e s  )  55Jrr  ^  I

J n ^ j p r  {  m o r t g a g e  )  

^  % sfftflrw  3Ts^

I  1 3 R - J l?  h '| f  5 > iT  5T^r ?T>f 

f»T?InT I T ^ R f f
f » i ^  s n ^ if  t ,  ^ T f i f f  ^  f 3  f f f f  f w r  I

% ? r » ^  #  ift STTT «rrn x ^  1

w  %  a r R r f ^  4 ' 55T; srsTR 
a f t r  5 T ^  » r f t  %  ^ « n f f  ^  « r r > f  

3 T R fq ? f ^ J i T ,  w t f t r  3 T ^ '  ?fr 

flT*PT 5  ^  ^  3i%% s h f r r r ,
s r t r  p r r f f  s r t t

51 w n ^  5f ? ,  a r r ^  ^  v t  > ft  w f f ^ r

^  %  S n T T T  n T T i S f ^  3IT,
W  ^  ?n?Ti ̂  ?T5T 9IT W  5

«BW  f  3IT t  I %
^  a m  g ? # T  ^  a r ^ ^ T  

w  ^  T^r ^  ^
a r h : a m  5 F | t  f p r c r  ’ n r r  5rt

ftr^: f J i T f t  ^  ̂  I

(English translation of the above 
speech)

Shri Nan4 J.al Sh^rma (Sikar): 1
am very grateful to you Sir, for 
allowing me to speak on the problem 
of displaced persons at the fag end of 
the day. There are five facets of this 
problem, namely, one the paramount 
need to rehabilitate them, two the 
grant of loans to them, three the 
question of ev.aPcuee property, four
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[Shri Nand Lai Sharma]
Llie settlement atid payment of claims 
and five as our hon. friend Sardar 
Hukam Singh has pointed out just 
now the problem of abducted women. 
In addition to this we have to bearr 
in mind the displaced persons who 
are in Government service. If ' I 
speak on all these problems, minis
tries other than Rehabilitation will 
also be dragged into discussion, in
cluding the Foreign Affairs portfolio 
held by our Prime Minister. In my 
opinion it is our misfortune thaft this 
portfolio is held by our Prime Minis
ter, because most of the time he is 
talking about America, Korea and 
Tunisia, to the exclusion of problems 
we have to face at home. In addition 
to the Tunisian problem he is occu
pied with the problems of the whole 
wide world, but he has no time for 
our internal problems. I congratulate 
the Minister of Rehabilitation for the 
fine work he has done in connection 
with rehabilitating displaced persons 
and providing them with employment, 
especially providing more thafn two 
or three houses to displaced persons 
employed in the Ministry of Rehabilita
tion. I would request the hon. Minis
ter to make a note of it. I am not 
saying this without any definite in
formation in my possession. Those 
people who did not have even a hut 
in Pakistan but have some connec
tions with the Ministry of Rehabilita
tion, have been allotted two, three or 
even four houses each but those de
serving ones who have left behind 
large properties have not been allotted 
any houses to live in. I do not like 
to say such a thing on the floor of 
this House but when a displaced per
son comes to me and says: sixty
rupees per house; excuse me for say
ing this on the flooi: of this House.

Shri Sarangadhar Das (Dhenkanal— 
West Cuttack): Right.

Shri Nand Lai Sharma: And he
asks me what he should do. I told 
Wm to go ahead and pay the price as 
it were. He told me theft he belong
ed to a group of three families and 
would have to pay Rs. 180 as there 
was no way out. I do not know what 
else I could have advised him to do 
because I am aware that even had I 
approached the hon. Minister the 

matter would not be expedited as 
the lowest paid clerk can spoil the whole 
thing.

An Hon. Member: You too pay
bribes?

Shri Nand Lai Sharma: Can’t help it. 
You hold a stick over bur heads to pay

bribes. Sir, we have *Satyamev Jayate* 
(Truth alone Triumphs) as our motto 
but we do not believe in it. Displaced 
persons from the West Punjab and the 
N. W. Frontier Province have left large 
rural properties there. How have the 
Government helped them? Last time 
I posed the same question in connection 
with the Displaced Persons (Amend
ment) Act, but did not get any answer 
from the Government side. Day before 
yesterday I was at Hardwar and the 
displaced persons residing there told me 
that they had received notices from the 
District Magistrate to the effect that 
they should quit the place within 15 
days failing which they would be 
forcibly removed. The Government 
wants to evict the poor displaced per
sons from places where they can earn 
something and send them to uninhabit
ed places. You say that displaced per
sons are putting up in Dharamaalas 
there, and do not want to leave them 
because they are living there without 
any cost to themselves. I ask what 
consolation do these people, who have 
left behind their houses and shops etc. in 
Pakistan, get from living in Dharam- 
solas? Who would like to stay there, 
if he can get a house? Or are those 
Dharamsalas such ^exquisite palaces 
as to afford peace of mind so as to 
make their residents decide to go on 
living there for ever? The hon. Minis
ter of Rehabilitation claims a better 
knowledge about the displaced persons 
in the Saharanpur area, as he belongs 
to it. I know about Delhi where the 
displaced stall holders on Queensway 
are persistently unhappy because the 
Government removed them first from 
Connaught Place and now wants to 
remove them from Queensway as 
well. Rolling stone gathers no moss. 
This is the state to which the Hindu 
community has been reduced. I am 
constrained to use the word ‘Hindu*. 
This word makes the Government 
Benches start, but I regret to have to 
say that the words dCsplfiPced persons 
and Hindu are synonyms. Displaced 
persons are suffering simply because 
they are Hindus. Ours is a Panchayati 
Government and we are a Colony of 
Nations and India Itself Is a refugee 
at the door of the U.N.O. We take 
the Kashmir problem or any other 
problem to the U.N.O. Just now an 
hon. Member has said that we should 
take the canal water dispute there. If 
need be. We may even take our food 
problem to the U. N. O. The reason 
is that you have gone under its wings 
for ever.

Lala Achint Ram: You have mis
understood the facts.
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Shri Nand Lai Sharma: What I say 
is that they shall have to take the 
matter to the U. N. 0.; at present 
we arre seekmg its protection. But 
they do not go to the U. N. O. because 
they have force with them; no strong 
person seeks anybody else’s help, or 
implores somebody. You have just 
now heard the story about the 
beggar’s blessings. The Government 
have not made any arrangements for 
the rehablllitation of displafcejd per
sons who are in Government service. 
Their serv^lces have not been con
firmed and if the services are termi
nated, they would be turned out of 
Government quarters and as to where 
they would go, nobody worries.

Then there is the question of 30,000 
Hindu womad who are imprisoned in 
the Pakistani *Burqa\ Their wails do 
not reach your ears; you pay no 
heed to them. And what can you do 
even if you want to. Your position is 
like this:

sfn rm r »T5ftT«rT:

(The desires of the poor spring and 
fade away without blossoming).

This Government cannot do any
thing in spite of their wishes because 
there is nobody to listen to them. My 
submission is that you would have to 
use force even in ' this case. The use 
of force certainly does not mean a 
declaration of war. If you growl, 
they would be prepared to declare 
war. You simply grumble al:id they 
will growl. What I ask is: Why do
you viot use what is in your power? 
In my opinion had there been no case 
like the Chhattariwala case a highly 
placed Government servant would 
have been spared the dishonour he 
had to bear and the displaced persons 
would not have been so downhearted 
a'nd dejected. But there is no fear of 
God in you. You may have **Dharma 
Chakra Pravartanaya” as your 
motto but you never act upto it. I 
would request you to be God-fearing. 
It is your good fortune ^hat you have 
not become displaced persons; if you 
treat the displaced persons as badly 
as you are doing now even the sea 
would not give you any shelter. I 
would say to you, “See that you do 
not create another Pakistan in India. 
You are creating so many pockets 
already.*’ I submit that you shall 
have to gtve up this policy of ap
peasement. And if you don’t, mark 
my words—we won’t have a Ram 
Rajya as was envisaged by Gandhiji;

what is worse we would have a Rajya 
worse than the Ravana Rajya and we 
would tear our hair in desperation.

Shri Feroze Gandhi (Partapgarh 
Distt.—West cum Rae Bareli Distt.— 
East): But it was Ram who got for 
Vibhishana the throne of Ravana.

Shri Nand Lai Sharma: Thank you. 
Hon. friends, I would say that the 
condition of displaced Government 
servants is very critical. The dis
placed persons do not know what 
fate holds in store for them, but the 
Government servants among them do 
not know whether their fate would 
ever be better. They do not know 
whether they would retain their jobs, 
or not, whether they would be in 
possession of any mea»is to keep the 
wolf from the door or whether they 
would be able to feed their depend
ents.

About the recovery of abducted 
women it has been said......

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: How long
will the hon. Member speak? He 
should conclude by 1.10.

Shri Nand LUl Sharma: Thank you 
Sir. I would request the hon. Minis
ter of Rehabilitation to use his brain, 
not as a detached calculatmg 
machine—which is not concerned with 
what it is to calculate—but to put 
his heart into this problem. H® 
should bear in mind that those for 
whom he is working are also human 
beings, who feel pleasure and pain 
and who have no access to him whea 
they are in difficulties. The real re
fugees, who are really poor, knock at 
the door of all officers, but the peond. 
even shoo them off. What are you 
really doing for those unfortunates? 
Our Communist friends claim to work 
for the welfare of the poor and the 
workers, but they too are not pre
pared to work for the poor refugees. 
That is why I had to say these few 
words.

The question of loans to displaced 
persons has also been referred to. But 
a number of sureties and guarantees 
have been placed as conditions pre
requisite for a loan. First 3̂ u v/ant 
them to mortgage their claims and in 
addition you want guarantees. With
out this no loan is granted Some get 
loans upto Rs. 50,000 while others get 
nothing. I  would request thnt the 
problem of loans may also be taken 
into consideration.
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[Shri Nand Lai Sharma]
I would like to draw the attention of 

the hon. Prime Minister and hCs col
leagues—the Prime Minister is not 
here—towards the necessity of pay
ing some heed to the problems at 
-home as well, and not only to the 
problems of Korea, Tunisia and other 
places. At home we are ccfnfronted 
with a red flsfg at one side and a 
^reen flag at the other. The white

(flag) is wedged in between the two. 
If the Chakra (wheel) above remains 
Sudarshan Chakra or Dharma Chakra 
the country might be saved but if it 
is another (Spinrilng) wheel calamity 
is a certainty for us.

The House then adjourned 'till a 
Quarter Past Eight of the Clock on 
Wednesday, the 18th June, 1952.




