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SHRI JAGANNATH SHARMA; 
Will the Prime Minister be pleased 
to state what is the plan strategy for 
the development of the hill states. 
What is the plan allocation in the last 
Plan and m this Plan?
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Baveja Committee Report on Haldla
+

*306. SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: 
SHRI ROBIN SEN:

Will the Minister of SHIPPING 
AND TRANSPORT be pleased to 
state:

(a) whether the Baveja Committee 
set up by the Shipping and Transport 
Ministry in July, 1971 unanimously 
recommended in March, 1973, that a 
shipyard be immediately set up at 
Haldia;

(b) if so, why Government hav* 
not implemented the scheme as yet;

(c) the main recommendations con. 
tained in the Report ot Baveja Com- 
Tnittee;

(d) -whether this Report was made 
available to the Government of West 
Bengal; and

(e) if not, why not?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
CHARGE OF THE MINISTRY OF 
SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT (SHRI 
CHAND RAM)- (a) to (e). A -state-
ment is laid on tho Table of the 
House.

Statement
(a) The working Group set up under 

the Chairmanship of Shri Baveja, had
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considered Haldia as a suitable loca-
tion lor a Shipyard and recommended 
its selection lor the purpose. The 
report was received in March, 1973.

(b) In the meantime suggestions 
were received from several quarters 
Including various Maritime State Gov-
ernments for setting up of Shipyards 
in their States. A Techno-economic 
Working Group was set up to evalu-
ate bot on technical and economic 
considerations the sites proposed by 
States Governments including Haldia. 
Based on the report of the Techno- 
economic Working Group Consultants 
were commissioned for the prepara-
tion of Preliminary Project Reports 
and the Consultants did not consider 
Haldia the best location for a Ship-
yard.

(c) The main recommendations of 
the Working Group are that there 
is a clear ease for the establishment 
of at least one shipyard and even two 
more shipyards during the Fifth Plan. 
Haldia qualifies itself as a suitable 
location for such a shipyard, and may 
be selected for the purpose. The pro-
posed Shipyard may be designed to 
cater for the construction of Tankers. 
Bulk carriers, etc. upto a size of ap-
proximately one lakh GRT (1.5 lakh 
DWT). A special Project team may 
be set up to undertake a comprehen-
sive Project Report.

(d) No Sir.

(e) The Working Group was set up 
by the Government of India and no 
action was required to be taken by 
the State Government on the Report.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir, it 
is a matter of regret that although 
Baveja Committee had clearly slat-
ed in their report that Haldia was a 
suitable place—in this context, I want 
to say that we want a shipyard in 
Orissa also, they have recommended 
Jor two—the answer here is in the 
affirmative for the following reasons.

1. It is within the reasonable dis-
tance from practically all the steel 
mills so far built.

This is a most important criterion.
2. Calcutta and its hinterland

constitute an area of heavy, me-
dium and light industries which are 
fully established. The proximity of 
sources of production of brought out 
itms like machinery, equipmtnt 
and fittings are thus fully assured.

“Haldia port is a satellite deep 
water port of Calcutta having been 
developed a* a major outlet for the 
export trade."

Emanating from the eastern region, 
the requisite transport network has 
to be developed.

It has been clearly stated by them 
that though there are several prob-
lems, that cannot be prima fade 
considered as a disqualification for 
finding any location in any manner. 
I agree with that part. Now, in that 
context. I would like the hon. Minis-
ter to tell the House as to why has 
the Government not proceeded to 
start this ship building yard in Haldia 
and why is it that although West 
Bengal Government had asked for 
the copy of this report, they have not 
yet given it to them?

SHRI CHAND RAM; Sir, the posi-
tion is very simple that the Baveja 
Committee investigated only one site. 
That was charged with the duty of 
Ilaldia. About Haldia, Baveja Com-
mittee submitted that it is a suitable 
bite. It was considered as a suitable 
site only by Baveja Committee. Later 
on, there was a techno-economic 
Group.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Say
techno-economic scuttling group.

MR. SPEAKER: Please allow him
to reply.

SHRI CHAND RAM: That Group 
also included Haldia as otne of the 
sites. Later on we engaged foreign 
consultants. The Baweja Committee 
was a non-technical committee. Ac-
cording to the PPR submitted by the
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foreign consultants it is commended 
that Haldia is not a suitable site as 
compared to other sites. We have no 
objection to supply the Baweja Com-
mittee report but it was a non-techni- 
cal Committee. This Working Group 
was set-up by Government of India 
and no action was required to be 
taken' by the State Government. 
Therefore it was not proper for us 
to submit the report to the State Gov-
ernment.

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sit, I 
want your permission to lay the 
Baweja Committee report on the 
Table of the House on one of those 
days.

Sir, whal the hon’ble Minister ha* 
said is not quite correct. The Thiid 
Group was constituted with the 
motive of scuttling the well-establish-
ed project report that Haldia was one 
of the most suitable places for esta-
blishing a ship-building yard. I draw 
the attention of the hon'ble Minister 
to Chapter VIII para 8(i). I quote:

"The Group has considered care-
fully whether Haldia or its vicinity 
is suited from the technical econo-
mic angles for the location of a 
shipyard and has come to an afiir- 
mitive conclusion for the purpose 
set-forth in Chapter VIII (para 8.1) 
PPrima facie Gangra & Bedur re-
present sites in the vicinity of Hal-
dia where a shipyard can be set-up 
but the selection of a site must be 
left to a full time project organisa-
tion who could be expected to in-

vestigate and evaluate all possible 
sites in that area. Considering all 
relevant factor, it would appear 
desirable to plan the new shipyard 
at Haldia on the basis 0f an initial 
target capacity of 2,00,000 GRT with 
the maximum size of ships set at
1,00.000 G RT.... etc. etc.”

Sir, 1 am once again saying that the 
Third Group was set-up with a motive 
to set ttle the earlier two reports 
which in positive and clear language 
and with full enough logic behind it

suggested that the shipyard should be 
set-up at Haldia. Sir, the Minister 
must give an assurance to the House 
that of the two shipyards recommeded 
by this Committee one should go to 
Orissa and the other to Haldia.

SHRI CHAND RAM: Sir. it con-
cerns the previous government. The 
previous government may have scut-
tled it. I do not know. That report 
had been obtained before this Gov-
ernment took over. Therefore, it is 
not for us to revert that procedure 
If you permit I will quote.

MR. SPEAKER: No. No. You may 
lay it on the Table of the Hou.<e if 
you like.

SHRI KRISHNA CHANDRA HAL- 
DER: Mr. Jyotirmoy Bosu has quoted 
the relevant portion of the second 
report. Sir, the present Janatu Gov-
ernment are revising many policies 
of the last Government In the pre-
sent situation may I ask whether the 
Government is ready to re-consider
the old decision----and whether the>
will set up a new ship-building yard 
at Haldia as soon as possible?

MR. SPEAKER: The same question, 
he has already answered.

SHRI CHAND RAM,- Sir. in fact 
when this Baveja Committee was set 
up to give recommendations on the 
feasibility of ship building complex at 
Haldia, it was expected that this pro -
ject would provide employment to 
many unemployed people. And the 
present Government is of the view 
that suitable complex should be set 
up at Haldia. We have already pro-
mised that instead of ship building 
yard, we should set up a ship repair-
ing yard and that would provide more 
employment opportunities to the 
people in that area than a ship build-
ing yard itself.
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MR. SPEAKrEH: You put an inde-
pendent question. It is -a question re-
lating to ship building at Haldia.
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In the meantime, suggestions were
received from several hon, Members
incIudnig various maritime State Gov-
ernments for setting up ship building
yards in those States.
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SHRI PRASANNBHAI MEHTA: Sir,
the hon Minister has just now stated
that the National Shipbuilding Corpo-
ration has recommended two sites one
at Paradip and the other at Hijra.
Keeping this in view, I would like to
know from the hom Minisller! when
the decision on this will be finalise

e-
SHRI CHAND RAM: Sir, as I have

stated, we have invited global ten-
ders till the 15th of April and after
that the Consultants would be sub-
mitting a D. P. R. and thereafter a
-decision will be taken.

Export of Crockery

*307. SHRI R. K. MHAL'GI: Will
the Minister of INDUSTRY be pleas-
ed to state:

(a) whether the crockery units re-
gistered and duly. licensed have been
exporting their products;

(b) their production during 1977;

(c) the exports during 1977;

(d) whether any imports of
crockery have been made during 1977;
and

(e) if so, the details thereof?

THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRY
(SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES): (a)
A few registered /licensed crockery
uni!s are exporting their products.

(b) The total production of crockery
of the registered/licensed units in the
country during 1977 was about 17,150
tonnss valued at about Rs. 970 lakhs.

(c) EJxports of crockery during 1976-
77 was 268 tonnes valued at Rs. 11.50
lakhs.

(b) and (d). Only sophisticated and
special designs of crockery is import-
ed. Importj, of crockery during 1976-77
(April, 1976 to January, 1977) were 5
tonnes valued at Rs, 0.6 lakhs.

SHRI R. K. MHALGI: Sir, as per
my information, there are 13 crockery
units registered with the Government
with an annual capacity of 34,000 ton-
nes, Further, the production during
the year 1977, as informed by the hon.
Minister in his reply, was about h7,150
tonnes and the export during 1977 was
about 268 tonnes. May I know whe-
ther the government have looked into
the difficulties of the domestic indus-
tries? What are the reasons for pro-
duction faIling short of instaleld
capacity and scanty export of the
goods which are produced in small as
well as medium scale industries?

SHRI GEORGE FERNANDES: The
hon. Member is right in regard to ins-
talled capacity and production figures.




