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duty, or within six months from the 
date of finalisation of a es m .. nt where 
the goods where assessed to duty provi -
sionally. Refund of duty is granted 'Only 
jf the claims are filed within the sta tu-
tory time limit. But th is ' takes some 
time. The grant of refund has no rela t-
ionship with the sale of goods in the 
market, a duty is refundable whereve r 
it has been charged in excess of the ra te 
prescribed under the law. The sale 
price does not reflect the auty element 
separately. 

(c) and (d) In view of (a) and (b) 
above tbe question does not arei se, 

Spurt in CaJ}Ual Marlet As A ResiJ lt of 
Floatation of Leasing Companies 

4165. SHRI K. PRADHANI : Wi II 
the Mini ster of FINANCE be plea .. cd 
to state : 

(a) whether there has lately been a 
spurt in the Indian Capital ml rket by 
the floatation of leasing companies; 

(b) if 10, the check being exercised 
br GoverRRlent or the Reserve Badk of 
India over the leasing and fin ancial 
activities of these Companies, their 
proper tltjlisation of the deposits 
received '!)y them particularly in case of 
~Ich comp8nies floated by MRTP Com-

I 

panies; an~ 

(c) if not, the reasons therefor ? , 
.. 

THE MINISTER OF FINANAC!: 
(SHRI PRANAB MUKHERJEE): (a) 
During the period 1st April, 1984 to 31st 
July, 1'84 twenty six companies having ' 
object, INTER ALIA, leasing were given 
approvals under the Capita) Issues 
(Control) Act, for issue of share capital 
and debentures amounting to Rs. 44.22 
crores as ' against Rs . 60.'56 c :-ores of 
. thitty 'five · comEaoies during the finan-
cial yee~ . f983-8~ 

(b) and . (~) Tbe Re erve 0 Bank of 
In'dia has ('laid down rules regarding 

. , public deposit~ to be taken by leasing 
compaDiC$l)~eserv~ B~nk of India in also 

proposing to issue guidelines to commoc-
cia l b nk under the Banking Regulat-
ion Act in r gardO to bank finapce to 
lea ing compa nie . 

, ' 

4766. q) .,~ Sf~"~ ' ~t: ·lt~T 

fq~ ll~T lf~ Cf~T~ CfiT !lcH Cfitit f~ : 

( Cfi) CftTT ~r'{'f)n: ~~ it CflT~ tT<=J 

CfiT ~ f~ ~)~if ~ srlfr~, oq ~~co~ ,\~T 
~; 9;[1~ 

( @) Cf~T s~ SflI)\ifif ili f~~ at=fTa 
'ATlFfj"{ fcnn;r ~,."{ ~~ fcr~TlT t ~TqT 

it ~"{l;:r qCfi~ ;r~ CfiT~ '=lrr 'J)"{ «~ferCf 

~Hn~\jf' !fiT ~~~)~ "~T .Cfi'"{ij ~ ~,.~ 

in~ it CfiHi errr f'l'lTCfnr) 0 ij- ~toqto 

iIl"{., qT~ iifi) ~arr ~a- ~ ? 

fq" ~T\'ftr q ~1fQ' q~) (~ 

~~. qq. ~tiOJT) : (tf\) WT,\ (@) iifT, 
rr~T l 

Construction of Ne" Defence Colony at 
Cod, Chhcoki, ~Hab8b8d 

4761. SHRI DAYA RAM 
SHAKY A : Will the Minister of 
DEFENCE be pleased to refer to the 
reply gi,:,en to Unstarced Question No. 
9059 datcd 21 April, 1984 regarding 
construction or'new Defenoe Colony at 
C. O. D . ' ChheocH. AJlahabad and 
state: 

(a) whether Government have 
committed that an estimated cost of 
Rs. 51.99 lakhs ha been approved in 
February, 1984 for cC1nsttttction. of 
married accommodation for Defence 
Civilians at AlIahabad on ' tation basis; 
and 
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