
Food: The Long-Term Perspective 

September- 19, 1964 

SIXTEENTH YEAR OF PUBLICATION 

Volume XVI No 38 Price 50 Paise 

EDITORIALS 
Lost by Default 1517 
A Rod in Pickle 1518 
Favourite- Sons 1519 

WEEKLY NOTES 
Higher Liquidity Ratios—Depo

sits: Confusing Picture—Room 
to Swing a Cat—Aid in 
Reverse -J P's Initiative 

CAPITAL VIEW 
The Drift and Its Character 

- Romesh Thapar 

BOOK REVIEW 
Don vs The Duns 

SPECIAL ARTICLES 
Panchayats and Interest Groups : 

Study of a Bengal Village 
Ranjii Chaudhuri 

Food in. India : Long-term Pers
pective 

R G Agarwala 
R P Sinha 

Response or Acreage to Changes 
in Price ; A Study in Madras 
State 
— P Kamala Devi 

Link Arrangements and Import 
Prices 
— K R Gupta 

BUSINESS NOTES 
India Steamship—Surat Electri

city—Imperial Tobacco—In
dian Cable Dhrangadhra Che
mical Works —Chemicoais — 
Midland Rubber 

AROUND BOMBAY MARKETS 

Reactionary Trend Persists 

CURRENT STATISTICS 

THE ECONOMIC WEEKLY 
Co-operative Insurance Building, 

Sir P M Road, Bombay-1. 

Grams: ECONWEEK 
Telephone: 253406 

Annual Subscription : Rs 24 

Lost by Default 
WHILE in one respect this week's Censure Motion against the Government 

in the Lok Sabha lacked the exciting novelty which its predecessor of 
a year ago had, it nonetheless created an air of expectancy being the first 
Parliamentary challenge to the Shastri Government. If last year's motion was 
in some respects directed particularly at Pandit Nehru's policies on the home 
and external fronts, this time the attack was primarily mounted on the 
Government's collective failure in respect of the food situation. In this sense 
the Government's tactical move of having the Food Debate first paid oft as 
it helped to lake much of the wind out of the Opposition's sails. 

But more than that it was apparent from the outset that the Opposition 
was in no shape to offer any serious challenge to the Government. That was 
a pity, for the timing of the Censure Motion could not have been more 
favourable for the Opposition. The Shastri Government has been in office for 
a few months barely and judging by the discussions at the recent AICC 
session and the conference of Congress socialist workers, a section of 
Congressmen themselves have yet to make up their mind about it, In addition, 
of course, there have been no signs of any improvement in the food situation, 
in the general concern over which a large number of Congress MPs naturally 
share. Nor have a number of other developments added to Congress prestige. 
The charges and counter-charges of corruption within the party involving 
some very highly-placed Congressmen, including Chief Ministers and Ministers; 
the sorry spectacle of the Ministry in Kerala being voted out veritably by 
Congressmen themselves: the Election Tribunal's damning strictures against 
the top brass of the UP Congress—these provided the backdrop to the 
discussion of the Censure Motion. 

If the Opposition could not exploit the situation, the reasons must be 
found in its own disorganised stale. The split in the Communist party has 
deprived it of its principal Opposition status and the Swatantra party which 
has stepped into its place could not bring itself to support the Censare 
Motion, The other right wing party, the Ian Sangh, was also divided on this 
issue, In fact, it is evident that in Parliament at least the right wing parties 
are going to find themselves in the same position vis-a-vis the Shastri Govern
ment as that in which the Communists and the other leftist parties found 
themselves in relation to the Nehru Government. 

Not that even the Food Debate was particularly distinguished. Hiren 
Mukerjee's spirited attack on the Government's failure to meet the challenge 
posed by inadequate food production and faulty distribution brought, forth 
the usual replies that production has indeed gone up over the decade (even 
though the point of the criticism is the current stagnation of output), (hat 
supplies are at the same level as last year (ignoring that demand is higher), 
and that Government was doing all it could to keep prices down and ride 
the horses of incentive prices to the producer and reasonable prices to the 
consumer while restricting itself to marginal interference in the trade—all a' 
the same time. To add piquancy to the debate, Subramaniam carried the war 
into the enemy's camp by suggesting that the Opposition was colluding with 
the speculators to create a psychology of scarcity. The producer-trader axis, 
un-known to itself, has apparently become a producer-trader-Opposition trian
gle! If talking about the reality of the food problem can create a scarcity 
psychology, Government must surely take the largest share of the blame. 
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