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Targets of Steel Production

31. SHRI SUBHASH CHANDRA
BOSE ALLURI: Will the Minister
of STEEL AND MINES be pleased
to state:

(a) what wag the target of pro-
duction of steel during the vyear
1978-79 and 1979-80;

(b) whether the target was fully
achieved; and
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(¢) if not, reasons therefor? ‘

THE MINISTER OF COMMERCE
AND CIVIL SUPPLIES AND STEEL
AND MINES (SHRI PRANAB
MUKERJEE): (a) and (b). The
following table indicates the targets
for production of ingot steel and
ealeable steel and the percentages of
achievement in the six integrated
steel plants; during the years, 1978-79
and 1979-80 (April-December, 1979):

1978-79 1979-80
Product
Target (in Achieve-  Target (in  Achieve-
‘000 tonnes) ment €000 tonnes) ment
1 2 3 4 5
Ingot Steel . 9,065 81-89 0,350 86-19%,
Saleable Sjeel 7,676 85.99%, 2,405 81.29%

(¢c) The main reasons for not
achieving fully the targets are indi-
cated below:

1979-80:

(i) Inadequate supplies of cok-
ing coal in terms of quantity as
well as quality;

(ii) Shortage and frequent re$-
trictions/fluctuations in supply of
power from public utilities;

(iii) Indifferent industrial rela-
tion; in some of the plants; and

(iv) Unprecedented raing and
floods in West Bengal in Septem-
ber, 1978 resulting in flooding of
coal-fields as well as Durgapur
Steel Plant and affecting the rail
movement,

1979-80:

(i) Inadequate awailability of
power from public utilities, spe-
cially DVC supplying power to
steel plants;

@i) Imposition of a substantial
eut on the rate of coke oven push-

ing from the 1st April, 1979 in view
of the critically low levels of cok-
ing coal stocks at the steel plants
and continued poor supplies of
coking coal during the entire
period; the coking coal supplies, in
turn, have been hadly affected due
to power constraint in the Dhanbad-
Raniganj coal belt. The situation
was further aggravated due to
extremely bad law and ordar situa-
tion in the Dhanbag area.
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fufe, =@ wire weodt wid quY (o Projeet Report regarding Alumsios

Yo fm wwx ) @ (F) W WM T Plant in Koraput

R X Wist=1070 W1 Ml 34. SHRI GIRIDHAR GOMANGO:

w1 &Em 40785 Wt | Will the Minister of STEEL AND
(&) &< (7). w7 9 gew A, MINES be pleased to state:

# FErdr o € 97 {oer wE g faeq (a) whether hig Ministry has re-

au afwx 4 w3t w1, fo=w I« orir" ® ceived the project report from BALCO

sz fawar war %fﬂq arflw & & WL ¥, for establishment of aluminium/alu-

wHI W AT &1 g § W waw mina plant at Koraput District - of

vy & st § owre weAEl 9% He- Orissa; -

1o faare T W &) )
(b) if so, nutehell of the projeet

report thereof;
(c) when the investment decision

wfeae W Wt peTE W1 SR is likely to be taken by the Govern-
ment of India on the prcject and
piant; and
33. WY gWOo Ho wWwwwwR @ "W Eemay )
ST @ AW wE T W g e fw (d) if mot, the reasors therefor?
THB MINISTER OF COMMERCE
(@) vrfEgT wens wrward w1y AND CIVIL SUPPLIES AND STEEL
E[‘Ef (1979) FI"T? #r foit Aer wiefes AND MINES (SI‘IRI PRANAB
ooy MUKHERJEE): (a) Yes, Sir. BALCO
has forwarded a fewsibility report fer
(@) 7% wra feast w1 ®T an sluminium complex in Keraput
®T T N WX district prepared by M/s. Alumimiam

Pechiney of Franece,

() ®w gigeq fed smd & ¥V FEW

5 9 (b) The feasibility report emvisages

an aluminium complex based on the

arfuen Gt wTfes g qar g mte bauxite deposit located at Panchpat-

— ‘“-* (st www e ) : (%) s mali in disfrict Xoraput, comprising
(). av 1979 § fagy =T6ae BT (i) a bauxite mine of 2,400,000
A1z AT SEIE ATHEY €T mEEnTa wia t.p.a;
qar aveafas aifs & wivd G faw oo (ii) an alumina plant of 800,000
| t.p.a.; and
~ (iii) an  aluminium smelter -eof
waaTfaa @ @mEafas grfoy 218,000 t.p.a.

LI 13,000 &7 11,391 &4
Feql 80 3,000 ZF 2,23724

The project would require five years
for construction, The estimated capi-
tal cost of the complex, including
59 13,628 infra-structure and allied facilities 18

of the order of Res. 1000 crores. Im
addition, a captive Power Plant may

(w) mar qar sty GAT 6 efe have to be constructed.
A FIHET A T ANAT qqaivq qoare
w17 fawdr &1 qoarE § #4647 W W 7 (¢) The feasibility report is pre-
uTL &1 Syt gz—ag © Few @fage gently under examination by the
wfger ot TErearel &1 W cﬁ—( % varioug appraisal agencies of the Gov-
Xau nﬁrm SeTE qUr TETT far ernment. After this is completed, the
Wt 9T S Sfaeen) T€r -—m s} oy Project will come up for an invest-
q‘l‘h’ lT Qoafin @ o T gravT ment decision in the next few months.
w&i‘w 7 wfsargar e | (d) Does nob arise,





