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Friday becomes law, presumably in the next session. Yet, many on the Opposition
w-mmmmtmmnm-mhmmmm(:or

the bounty has been bestowed on members of both Houses). HNevertheless, judging
wwtow,ltumwmmmmundnhhup the
sarcnstic challenge by the Hinister of Parlismentary Affairs, Mr. Raghuramiah,
thntthunthtuhmwuthcmumwmtm«ptit.
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It 4is ariomatic that a country should pay itc law-mskers reasonably well, as it
ghould its engineers, surgeons, civil servants, teachers aund others, Also, thers
is no doubt that prices have almoet contimuously increased, not only in this
country; so have salaries, including those of Congressmen in the USA and MPs

4n Britain, But an essential difference between Members of Parliament and other
salaried groups cannot be overlooked; MPs alone are in the happy position of
being able to fix their own pay and perks. They are expected, therelore, to
exercise, in the matter of wage desands, greater restraint than the low-paid
Government employees and others are being asked to do from time to time,
Fridey's decieion on MPs' pay snd perquisites hardly conforms to this criterion.

The last time the MPs gave themselves a pay rise was in 1964 when their monthly
salary was increased from Rs,400 to 500 and their daily allowance from Rs.21 to
fs.31, To raise the allowance by as much as two—thirds in less than five years
cannot but be considered excessive, especially wher in no otner sector have [ixed
income®s been incrsssed at this rate. Furthermore, even before the latest increases,
the MPs enjoyed generous perquisites including heavily subsidised housing, free
rail travel all over the country, free telephone, free medical aid and the like.
With the higher daily allowance and eweeping increases in perquisites, MPs in
India may soon be becoming what Mr. Djilas described as the Ne# Class. It does
seem 0dd that at a time when the rigours of the 'P' form are getting from bad to
vorse where the ordinary citizen is concerned, MPs= wili not only enjoy the
privilege of virtually free travel abrosd once a year, but also get their foreign
exchange allocstion ingreased from %.6,000 to Rs.9,000.

The manner in which the daily allowance and perquisites have besn hiked up does
not add to the MPe' prestige or credit. The Joint Committee which started the
ball rolling was appointed on the strict understanding that it would confine

its recommendations to "facilities" snd would say nothing about pay end allowance.
Tet, the committee by a majority recommended a steep increase in the daily
allowance, The Government began by saying that it would accept only those
recommendations of the Committee which were unanimous; but pressure from the
Congress Parlismentary Party stumpeded the Cabinet into accepting even controversial
majority recommendations, It is a measure of the lopeided thinking on the
subject that the umanimous and perhaps the most sensible recommendation that

MPs should gk be given adequate secretarinl sssistance has been brushed aside,
¥hile other facilities guch as greater opportunity for air travel at nominal
payment have been agreed to. What is the public to think of such state of




affairs especially in view of past complaints of misuse of existing privileges
and facilities? Some MPe at leart are known to have sublet their houses

or unlawfully sold motor cars purchased on the strength of official

priority. Comparisons between the pay and perks of MPs in India and those

in affluent societies would be misleading, The question which MPs here

must ask themselves is how do their increased emoluments and facilities

coupare with those of citizens whom they undoubtedly represent and even

claim to serve.
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vith immediate effect, from i.31 to ®.51; their perquisites will also be

Friday becomes muhmm Yet, many on the tion
mmm:hmtmm.um_ummmsam for

the bounty has been bestowed on meabers of both Houses). Nevertheless, judging
wpmm,nhmmmwmuummmu the
sarcastic challenge by the Minister of Parlismentary Affairs, Nr, Raghurasish,
that those who do not like the increase in the daily allowance need not accept it.

It ummmt-mmwdmlhmmmm.uu
should its engineers, surgeons, civil servants, teachers and others. Also, there
is no doubt that prices have almost contimucusly increased, not only in this
country; ®so have salaries, including those of Congressmen in the USA and MPs
in Britain. But sn essential difference between Nembers of Parliament and other
salaried groups camnot be overlooked; MPs alone are in the happy position of
being able to {ix their own pay and perks, They are expscted, therelore, to
exercise, in the matter of wage desands, grester restraint than the low-peid
Governzent employees &nd others are being asked to do from time to time,
Friday's decision on NPe" pay snd perquisites hardly conforms to this ecriterion.

The laat tise the MPs gave themselves a pay rise was in 1964 when their momthly
salary vas increaped from R.400 to B,500 and their daily allowance from Rs,21 to
.31, To raise the allowance by as much as two-thirds in lese than five years
cannot but be considered excessive, especially when in no other sector have fixed
incomes been increused at this rate. Furthermore, even before the latest increases,
KPs enjoyed genmsrous perquisites including heavily subsidised housing, fres
travel all over the country, free telephone, frese medical aid snd the like,
the higher daily allovance and sweeping incresses in perquisites, NPs in
may soon be becoming what M-, Djilas described as the Wew Class, It does
ssea 0odd that at a time when the rigours of the 'P' form are getting from bad to
worse where the ordinary citisen is concerned, MPs will not only enjoy the
privilege of virtuslly free travel alroad once a year, but also get their foreign
exchange allocution increased from %.6,000 to he9,000.
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The nanner in which the daily allowance and perquisites have been hiked up does
not adé to the WPs' prestige or credit. The Joint Committee which started the
ball rolling vas appointed om the strict understanding that it would confine

its recommendations to "fecilities” snd would eay nothing about pay and allowvance,
Tet, the committee by a majority recommended a steep incresse in the daily
Allowance. The Uovermment began y saying that it would accept only those
recompendations of the Committee which were unenimous; but pressure from the
Congress Parlismentary Perty stumpeded the Cebinet into accepting even controversisl
majority recommendations. It i» a measure of the lopeided thinking om the
subject that the unanimous and perhaps the most sensible recommendation that

KPs should gt be given adequate secretaricl assistance nas been brushed aside,
¥hile other facilities such as greater opportunity for air travel at nominal
Payment have been agreed to, What is the public to think of such stats of




affairs especially 4in view of past complaints of misuse of existing privileges

and facilities? Some MPs at lea:t are known to have sublet their houses

or unlawfu'ly sold sotor cars purchased on the strength

priority. Comparisons between the pay and

in affluent societies would be misleading.

sust ask themselves is how do their increased emoluments and facilities
whos

coupare with those of citizens
clain to serve.
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as did some in the Rajys Sabha (for

the boun has baen bestowsd on members of both Eouses). Nevertheless, Judging
upn;nm.uummmmmmtmuumup the
sarcastic challenge by the Finister of lismentary Affaire, Nr, Eaghuramiah,
htmnumt%mmhﬁ.mmmﬂmtmmlh

It 4is aziomatic that a country should pay its law-makers reasonably well, as it
should its engineers, surgeons, civil servants, teachers and others. Also, there
{8 no doubt that prices have slsost continuously incressed, not only in this
‘country; o have salaries, including those of Congressamen in the ISA and MPe

in Britsin., Gut sn esssntial difference betwesn Hembers of Parliament and other
salaried groups cennot be overlooked; NPs alone &re in the happy position of
being able to fix their own pay sad perks. They are expectsd, thereiore, to
exercise, in the matter of wage deaands, greater restraint than the low-paid
Government euployees and others are being avked to do froa time to time.
Fridey's decieion on NPe' pay snd perquisites hardly conforms to this eriterion.

The laat time the NPe gave thomoelves a vay rise was in 1964 when their monthly
salary was inoreased from %.400 to B,500 and their delly sllowence from .21 to
#.51. 7o raise the allowance by as much as two-thirds in less %han five years
cannot but be considered excessive, especially when in no other sector have [ixed
incosee been incressed at this rate, Furthermore, even before the latest increases,
the ¥Ps enjoyed gensrous perquisites including heavily subsidised housing, free
rail travel all over the country, free telephone, free medical aid and the like.
With the higher daily allowance and sweeping increases in perquisites, NPs in
India may soon be becoming what M-. Djilas described as the New Class. It doss
seon odd that at a time when the rigours of the 'P' form are getting from bad to
woree where thae ordinary citisen is concermed, ¥Ps will not only enjoy the
privilege of virtually free travel abroad once & ye:r, but alsc get their foreign
exchange alloc:tion increased from %.6,000 to &.9,000.

The sanner in which the daily allovance and perquisites have been hiked ur does
not add to the NPe' prestige or credit. The Joint Cozmittee which started the
ball rolling was sppointed on the strict understandimg that it would confine

its recommendations to "facilities™ snd would say nothing about pay and allowance.
Tet, the coazittee by a majority recosmended s steep incresse in the daily
tllowance. The Sovernment began Yy saying that it would accept only 'hose
recommendations of the Cosmittee which were unanimous; but pressure from the
“oagress Parlismentary Party staspeded the Cebiset into accepting even controveraisl
majority recommendations. It is a measure of the lopeided thinking on the
subject that the unsaisous sad perbaps the most sensible recomsendation that

EPs ahould gk be given adequate secretarisl sesistance has been brushed aside
Whils other facilities such as greater opportunity for air travel at nominal y
payment have been agreed to, What is the public to think of such state of



affaire especially in view of past coaplaints of misuse of exis

and fecilities? Some NPy at lsast are known to have sublet their houses
or unlawfu.ly sold motor cars purchased om the strength of official
priority. Compurisons between the pay and perks of NPs in

in affluent societies would be misleading. The question which NP here
sust ask themselves is how do their increased emolusents and facilities
coupare with those of citizens whom they undoubtadly represent and even
claim to serve.



