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COASTAL ACQUACULTURE AUTHORITY BILL, 2005

MR. CHAIRMAN: Now, we will take up Item No. 12, Coastal Aquaculture Authority Bill.

BÉ ßE É ÊÂB É ßE É ÊÂ É à É Æj É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ à É å ®ÉV ÂªÉ à É Æj É É Ò i Él ÉÉ ={É Â£É É äB É Di É É à ÉÉà ÉãÉ ä, JÉÉtÉ AẤ É Æ Âº É É Ấ É ÇVÉ É Êx É BÉ E É ÊẤ É i É®h É àÉ Æj É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ à É å ®ÉV ÂªÉ à É Æj É É Ò (gÉÉ Ò BÉ E É ÆÉ Êi Éã ÉÉãÉ Â£É ÚÉ Ê® ÂªÉ É) :É àÉ Æj É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ à É å ®ÉV ÂªÉ à É Æj É É Ò i Él ÉÉ ={É Â£É É äB É Di É É à ÉÉà ÉãÉ ä, JÉÉtÉ AẤ É Æ Âº É É Ấ É ÇVÉ É Êx É BÉ E É ÊẤ É i É®h É àÉ Æj É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ à É å ®ÉV ÂªÉ à É Æj É É Ò (gÉÉ Ò BÉ E É ÆÉ Êi Éã ÉÉãÉ Â£É ÚÉ Ê® ÂªÉ É) :  ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ
àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé |ÉÂºiÉÉẤ É BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ â€¦(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

gÉÉ Ò ®Éà ÉVÉÉ Òã É ÉãÉ Âº É Öà Éx É (É Ê}É E®É äWÉÉ Â¤ É Én) : gÉÉ Ò ®Éà ÉVÉÉ Òã É ÉãÉ Âº É Öà Éx É (É Ê}É E®É äWÉÉ Â¤ É Én) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, +ÉÉVÉ |ÉÉiÉ& cÉÒ ãÉÉÒ bÂÂºÉÇ àÉÉÒÉË]MÉ àÉå àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ +ÉvÂªÉFÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ xÉä ÂªÉc ÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE gÉÉÒ näẤ Éäxp |ÉÂºÉÉn
ÂªÉÉnẤ É VÉÉÒ uÉ®É ÂºÉnxÉ àÉå |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ SÉÖxÉÉẤ É ÂºÉÖvÉÉ®Éå Ấ ÉÉãÉä ÉÊVÉÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ {É® Â¤ÉcÂºÉ SÉãÉ ®cÉÒ cè, {ÉcãÉä =ÂºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉAMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉ {É® SÉSÉÉÇ {ÉÚ®ÉÒ cÉäxÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ
|ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 2005 BÉEÉä ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ* â€¦(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ Âº É Â£É É { É É Êi É à ÉcÉ än ÂªÉ : ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ 377 BÉEä iÉÖ®xiÉ Â¤ÉÉn, ÂºÉÂ¤ÉÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä ãÉèÉÊVÉÂºãÉäÉÊ]Ấ É ÉÊÂ¤ÉVÉxÉèÂºÉ ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ VÉÂ°ô®ÉÒ cÉäiÉÉ cè* Ấ Éc ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊãÉÂº]äb cè* <ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉn =ÂºÉä cÉÒ ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ
VÉÉAMÉÉ* BÉßE{ÉÂªÉÉ |ÉÂºiÉÉẤ É |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ cÉäxÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA* +ÉÉ{É +É{ÉxÉÉ ÂºlÉÉxÉ OÉchÉ BÉEÉÒÉÊVÉA*

gÉÉ Ò BÉ E É ÆÉ Êi Éã ÉÉãÉ Â£É ÚÉ Ê® ÂªÉ É :gÉÉ Ò BÉ E É ÆÉ Êi Éã ÉÉãÉ Â£É ÚÉ Ê® ÂªÉ É :  ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé |ÉÂºiÉÉẤ É BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ -

"ÉÊBÉE iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉBÉEãÉÉ{ÉÉå BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA

iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºlÉÉ{ÉxÉÉ +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉÂºÉä ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÂªÉÉ =ÂºÉBÉEä +ÉÉxÉÖÂÉÆÉÊMÉBÉE

ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉÉå BÉEÉ ={ÉÂ¤ÉÆvÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ uÉ®É ÂªÉlÉÉ{ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ, {É® ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉA*"

àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, VÉèÂºÉÉÉÊBÉE àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉ VÉÉxÉiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE àÉÉÉÎiÂºÂªÉBÉEÉÒ FÉäjÉ ABÉE AäÂºÉÉ FÉäjÉ cè, VÉÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE =i{ÉÉnxÉ uÉ®É {ÉÂªÉÉÇ{iÉ ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÂºÉ cÉÉÊÂºÉãÉ BÉE®xÉä àÉå ÂºÉFÉàÉ cè*
<ÂºÉÂºÉä càÉå ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® Â¤ÉfÃÉxÉä, ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä +ÉÉÊiÉÉÊ®BÉDiÉ +ÉÉÂªÉ ={ÉãÉÂ¤vÉ BÉE®ÉxÉä, ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEä {ÉÉäÂÉÉÊhÉBÉE ÂºiÉ® BÉEÉä ÂºÉÖvÉÉ®xÉä +ÉÉè® +É{ÉxÉä ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉfÃÉxÉä àÉå àÉnn ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉÒ* <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊÂ
´ÉÂ¶ÉÉãÉ FÉàÉiÉÉ Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ, VÉÉä ABÉE àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ FÉäjÉ cè, Ấ Éc cè iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ, ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå àÉÖJÂªÉiÉ: ZÉÉÓMÉÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* JÉÉ®É VÉãÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ={ÉÂªÉÖBÉDiÉ àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ
cè* <ÂºÉBÉEÉ ãÉMÉÂ£ÉMÉ 12 ãÉÉJÉ cèBÉD]äÂªÉ® FÉäjÉ àÉå ÂºÉä +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ ãÉMÉÂ£ÉMÉ 14 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEÉ cÉÒ ={ÉÂªÉÉäMÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEÉ cè* <ÂºÉBÉEä Â¤ÉÉẤ ÉVÉÚn <xÉàÉå VÉÉä ZÉÉÓMÉÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ
ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, Ấ Éc ãÉMÉÂ£ÉMÉ 6000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉA BÉEä càÉÉ®ä Ấ ÉÉÉÌÂÉBÉE ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ àÉå |ÉàÉÖJÉ ÂªÉÉäMÉnÉxÉ näiÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ÂªÉÉÊn càÉ iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ +ÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉÒ Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEÉä
=ÉÊSÉiÉ Â°ô{É ÂºÉä Â¤ÉfÃÉ ÂºÉBÉEå iÉÉä càÉ ÂªÉc BÉEã{ÉxÉÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉBÉEä {ÉÉÊ®hÉÉàÉÂºẤ ÉÂ°ô{É ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ àÉå àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ Ấ ÉßÉÊr cÉäMÉÉÒ iÉlÉÉ càÉå +ÉxÂªÉ ãÉÉÂ£É Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊàÉãÉåMÉä* ÂªÉcÉÆ <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ {É®
MÉÉè® BÉE®xÉÉ àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉÉÊn <ÂºÉ Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉÂªÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè iÉÉä ÂªÉc Â¤ÉäBÉEÉ® {ÉÂ½ÉÒ ®cäMÉÉÒ, BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE ÂªÉc Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉ JÉäiÉÉÒ +ÉlÉẤ ÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉÒ +ÉxÂªÉ
+ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE MÉÉÊiÉÉÊẤ ÉÉÊvÉÂªÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ={ÉÂªÉÖBÉDiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè*

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, Ấ ÉiÉÇàÉÉxÉ àÉå càÉ ÉÊÂºÉ{ÉEÇ 14 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ BÉEä >ó{É® cÉÒ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉE® ®cä cé, +ÉMÉ® =ÂºÉä 30 ÂªÉÉ 40 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ BÉE® nå iÉÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉàÉnxÉÉÒ BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉfÃ VÉÉiÉÉÒ cè*
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ càÉå ÂªÉc näJÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉÂºÉä {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ {ÉcÖÆSÉä +ÉÉè® {ÉÉ®à{ÉÉÊ®BÉE àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®Éå, BÉßEÉÊÂÉÉÊẤ ÉnÉå +ÉÉÉÊn VÉèÂºÉä iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå ®cxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ãÉÉäMÉÉå {É® <ÂºÉBÉEÉ
|ÉÉÊiÉBÉÚEãÉ |ÉÂ£ÉÉẤ É xÉ {ÉÂ½ä* <ÂºÉÉÒ ÂºÉÆnÂ£ÉÇ àÉå àÉÉèVÉÚnÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè*

àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé ÂªÉc ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE ÂºÉààÉÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä ÂºÉàÉFÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ {ÉßÂ~Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉ BÉEÉä ÂºÉÆFÉä{É àÉå Âº{ÉÂ] BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ* iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå, ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶ÉäÂÉBÉE® {ÉÚẤ ÉÉÔ iÉ] {É® ZÉÉÓMÉÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA
Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ ÂºÉÆJÂªÉÉ àÉå VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ {ÉEÉàÉÇ ÂºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA lÉä* =SSÉiÉàÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ àÉå 1994 àÉå nÉÂªÉ® ABÉE ÉÊ®] ÂªÉÉÉÊSÉBÉEÉ àÉå <xÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç {É® <ÂºÉ +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¤ÉÆvÉ ãÉMÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÉÒ
MÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉä {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉä xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉÉ ®cä cé* =SSÉiÉàÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ xÉä ÉÊnÂºÉàÂ¤É®, 1996 BÉEÉä ÉÊnA +É{ÉxÉä ÉÊxÉhÉÇÂªÉ àÉå BÉEcÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ ABÉE =tÉÉäMÉ cè +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA
<ÂºÉ {É® {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ ÂºÉÆ®FÉhÉ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ {ÉE®Ấ É®ÉÒ, 1991 àÉå VÉÉ®ÉÒ ÂºÉÉÒ+ÉÉ®VÉäb +ÉÉÊvÉÂºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ =tÉÉäMÉÉå {É® ãÉÉMÉÚ |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¤ÉÆvÉ ãÉÉMÉÚ cÉäMÉÉ* =SSÉiÉàÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ xÉä ÂªÉc
Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊxÉnæÂ¶É ÉÊnÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå ZÉÉÓMÉÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÊàÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ABÉE |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÂºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ xÉä ÉÊxÉnæÂ¶É ÉÊnÂªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ
FÉäjÉÉå àÉå =ÂºÉ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ àÉÉèVÉÚn ZÉÉÓMÉÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEÉä c]É ÉÊnÂªÉÉ VÉÉA* ÂªÉtÉÉÊ{É, BÉßEÉÊÂÉ àÉÆjÉÉãÉÂªÉ iÉlÉÉ +ÉxÂªÉ uÉ®É nÉÂªÉ® ÂºÉàÉÉÒFÉÉ ÂªÉÉÉÊSÉBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEä +ÉÉvÉÉ® {É® ZÉÉÓMÉÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEÉä c]ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊÂ
´ÉÂ°ôr ÂºlÉMÉxÉ |ÉnÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ, ÉÊBÉExiÉÖ ÂºÉàÉÉÒFÉÉ ÂªÉÉÉÊSÉBÉEÉ+ÉÉäÆ {É® +ÉÆÉÊiÉàÉ ÉÊxÉhÉÇÂªÉ BÉEÉÒ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉÒ |ÉiÉÉÒFÉÉ cè* =SSÉiÉàÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ BÉEä ÉÊxÉnæÂ¶ÉÉå BÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® =SSÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ BÉEä
ABÉE ÂºÉäẤ ÉÉÉÊxÉẤ ÉßkÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉvÉÉÒÂ¶É BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÂºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè, ÉÊVÉÂºÉBÉEÉ àÉÖJÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ SÉäxxÉ<Ç àÉå cè*

àÉcÉänÂªÉ, <ÂºÉ àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉ ÂªÉc àÉiÉ ®cÉ cè ÉÊBÉE {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÊàÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè, ÉÊBÉExiÉÖ <ÂºÉä ABÉE
=tÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ÂºÉÉÒ+ÉÉ®VÉäb +ÉÉÊvÉÂºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ ÂªÉc ABÉE |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊẤ ÉÉÊvÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäxÉÉÒ SÉÉÉÊcA*

ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® SÉÉciÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉxÉÂªÉÉÊàÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ ®cä* Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉẤ É àÉå, ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ xÉä <ÂºÉÉÒ iÉVÉÇ {É® VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 1997 {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ
ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ lÉÉ* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ãÉÉäBÉE ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ BÉEä ÉÊẤ ÉPÉ]xÉ ÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä <ÂºÉä ãÉÉäBÉE ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ àÉå {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEÉ lÉÉ* ÂªÉcÉÆ ÂªÉc =ããÉäJÉ BÉE®xÉÉ àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊÂ£ÉxxÉ ®ÉVÉxÉÉÒÉÊiÉBÉE nãÉÉå
BÉEÉ |ÉÉÊiÉÉÊxÉÉÊvÉiẤ É BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä 13 ÂºÉÆÂºÉn ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå BÉEä ABÉE nãÉ xÉä VÉÚxÉ-VÉÖãÉÉ<Ç, 1997 àÉå +ÉÉ~ iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ ®ÉVÂªÉÉå BÉEÉ nÉè®É ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ lÉÉ* +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÉÊ®ÂªÉÉå, àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®É ÂºÉÆMÉ~xÉÉå +ÉÉè®
ÂºlÉÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå ÂºÉä ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ®-ÉÊẤ ÉàÉÂ¶ÉÇ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn <ÂºÉ nãÉ xÉä Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉÉÊẤ ÉBÉE ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉ VÉÉÂªÉVÉÉ ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ* ÂªÉc nãÉ <ÂºÉ {ÉFÉ àÉå lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ZÉÉÓMÉÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉEÉä VÉÉ®ÉÒ ®JÉÉ VÉÉA +ÉÉè®
BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ uÉ®É <ÂºÉBÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÊàÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉA* iÉnxÉÖÂºÉÉ®, VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE BÉEÉä {ÉE®Ấ É®ÉÒ, 2000 àÉå ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ àÉå {ÉÖxÉ& |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ* <ÂºÉä BÉßEÉÊÂÉ ÂºÉàÂ¤ÉxvÉÉÒ
ÂºlÉÉÂªÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEÉä Â£ÉäVÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ, iÉÉÉÊBÉE Ấ Éc <ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ VÉÉÆSÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEä +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ {É® +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç nä ÂºÉBÉEä* ÂºlÉÉÂªÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ xÉä ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE àÉå ÂºÉÆÂ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉE<Ç àÉciÂ
´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ ÉÉå BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ ÉÊnÂºÉàÂ¤É®, 2000 àÉå +É{ÉxÉÉÒ ÉÊ®{ÉÉä]Ç |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ BÉEÉÒ* <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉÒSÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE BÉEä BÉÖEU |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÂºÉàÂ¤ÉxvÉ àÉå ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊÂ£ÉxxÉ àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®É ÂºÉÆMÉ~xÉÉå iÉlÉÉ +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ
ZÉÉÓMÉÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå ÂºÉä +ÉÂ£ÂªÉÉẤ ÉänxÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ cÖA lÉä* ÂºÉÆÂºÉnÉÒÂªÉ ÂºlÉÉÂªÉÉÒ ÂºÉÉÊàÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ ÉÉå +ÉÉèÆ® <ÂºÉ ÂºÉàÂ¤ÉxvÉ àÉå |ÉÉ{iÉ +ÉxÂªÉ +ÉÂ£ÂªÉÉẤ ÉänxÉÉå BÉEä BÉEÉ®hÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ ÂºÉÉ®ä ÂºÉÆÂ¶ÉÉävÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä {ÉÂ½iÉä*
<ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ÂªÉc ÉÊxÉhÉÇÂªÉ ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ABÉE xÉÂªÉÉ iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉA* iÉnxÉÖÂºÉÉ®, VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 2000 BÉEÉä Ấ ÉÉ{ÉÂºÉ ãÉä
ÉÊãÉÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉc xÉÂªÉÉ iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE |ÉÂºiÉÖiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè*

<ÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE àÉå BÉEäxp ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® uÉ®É ÉÊxÉvÉÉÇÉÊ®iÉ ÉÊBÉEA VÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ-ÉÊxÉnæÂ¶ÉÉå BÉEÉÒ BÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè iÉÉÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä ÂºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊBÉE iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ ÂºÉä
{ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ xÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉä +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉä <ÂºÉ iÉ®c SÉãÉÉÂªÉÉ VÉÉA, ÉÊVÉÂºÉÂºÉä <xÉ FÉäjÉÉå àÉå ®cxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊÂ£ÉxxÉ Ấ ÉMÉÇ BÉEä ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ VÉÉÒÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉä ÂºÉÆ®ÉÊFÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEä*
<ÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® càÉ ÂªÉc ÂºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ BÉE®åMÉä ÉÊBÉE iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA |ÉÉÊiÉBÉÚEãÉ xÉ cÉä, VÉèÂºÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =SSÉiÉàÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ xÉä ÉÊ]{{ÉhÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cè* ÂºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ, càÉ ÂªÉc Âº{ÉÂ]
BÉE®xÉÉ SÉÉcåMÉä ÉÊBÉE VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEÉä ABÉE =tÉÉäMÉ xÉcÉÓ àÉÉxÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA <ÂºÉä ÂºÉÉÒ+ÉÉ®VÉäb +ÉÉÊvÉÂºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ ABÉE |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊẤ ÉÉÊvÉ xÉcÉÓ ÂºÉàÉZÉÉ VÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*



<ÂºÉÉÊãÉA ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE àÉå ÂªÉc Âº{ÉÂ] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ ÂºÉÉÒ+ÉÉ®VÉäb +ÉÉÊvÉÂºÉÚSÉxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉlÉÇ BÉEä Â£ÉÉÒiÉ® BÉEÂ£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉÒ |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊẤ ÉÉÊvÉ xÉcÉÓ lÉÉÒ* =SSÉiÉàÉ xÂªÉÉÂªÉÉãÉÂªÉ BÉEä ÉÊxÉnæÂ¶ÉÉå
BÉEä iÉciÉ MÉÉÊ~iÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä Â¤É®ÉÂ¤É® ÂºÉÖÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ ®cäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊẤ ÉÉÊvÉÂªÉÉÆ +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ BÉEä |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉÉå +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÊvÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉ BÉEä iÉciÉ VÉÉ®ÉÒ ÉÊBÉEA
VÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ÉÊnÂ¶ÉÉ-ÉÊxÉnæÂ¶ÉÉå BÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® cÉÒ SÉãÉÉ<Ç VÉÉÂªÉå iÉÉÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉÂºÉä {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç xÉÖBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ xÉ {ÉcÖÆSÉä* Ấ ÉÉÂºiÉẤ É àÉå, <ÂºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ÂºÉä VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉä ABÉE ÂºẤ ÉÉÂªÉkÉ
+ÉÉvÉÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA Ấ Éc +É{ÉxÉä BÉEÉÂªÉÉç BÉEÉä +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE |ÉÂ£ÉÉẤ ÉÉÒ iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ÂºÉä BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEäMÉÉ* {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÆ®FÉhÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉÖÉÊxÉÂ¶SÉÂªÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ càÉÉ®ÉÒ <SUÉ BÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂ°ô{É ÉÊÂ
´ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE àÉå cÉ<Ç ]É<b ãÉÉ<xÉ BÉEä 200 àÉÉÒ]® BÉEä Â£ÉÉÒiÉ® iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ MÉÉÊiÉÉÊẤ ÉÉÊvÉ BÉEÉä |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¤ÉÆÉÊvÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè, iÉtÉÉÊ{É àÉÉèVÉÚnÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEÉä ÂºÉÆ®ÉÊFÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉAMÉÉ*

iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉxÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ <xÉ {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEä ®ÉÊVÉÂº]ÅäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEä àÉÉvàÉÂªÉ ÂºÉä BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÂºiÉÉẤ É cè* VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ àÉå BÉEÉÂªÉÇ®iÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉÆÂ¶É ãÉÉäMÉ UÉä]ä-
UÉä]ä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ cé, <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉä vÂªÉÉxÉ àÉå ®JÉiÉä cÖA nÉä cèBÉD]äÂªÉ® +ÉlÉẤ ÉÉ =ÂºÉÂºÉä BÉEàÉ FÉäjÉ Ấ ÉÉãÉä {ÉEÉàÉÉç BÉEä ®ÉÊVÉÂº]ÅäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ |ÉÉÊÂµÉEÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ ÂºÉ®ãÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè*

+ÉxiÉ àÉå, àÉé ÂªÉc Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉxÉxÉä ÂºÉä, ÉÊVÉÂºÉä ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ uÉ®É {ÉcãÉä cÉÒ {ÉÉÉÊ®iÉ BÉE® ÉÊnÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè, <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå +ÉÉ~ Ấ ÉÂÉÇ ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ ÂºÉä SÉãÉÉÒ
+ÉÉ ®cÉÒ +ÉÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉiÉÉ nÚ® cÉäMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉÂºÉä iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ BÉEÉä BÂªÉẤ ÉÉÎÂºlÉiÉä fÆMÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉfÃÉẤ ÉÉ näxÉä iÉlÉÉ {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉä ÂºÉÆ®ÉÊFÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä nÉäxÉÉå =qäÂ¶ÂªÉ cÉÉÊÂºÉãÉ cÉä ÂºÉBÉEåMÉä*

MR. CHAIRMAN : Motion moved:

"That the Bill to provide for the establishment of a Coastal Aquaculture Authority for regulating the
activities connected with coastal aquaculture in the coastal areas and for matters connected therewith or
incidental thereto, as passed by Rajya Sabha, be taken into consideration. "

 

SHRI K.S. RAO (ELURU): Sir, I congratulate the hon. Minister of Agriculture, Shri Sharad Pawar, for having brought
this Bill to Parliament though after ten years.

Unfortunately, in the year 1996, when the issue was represented to the Supreme Court by some vested interests,
the Supreme Court gave a judgement on December 11, 1996 that all the aquaculture industry including shrimp
culture, pond culture, etc. operating or set up in the Coastal Regulation Zone as defined under the CRZ Notification
shall be demolished and removed from the said area before March 31.

This coastal area is an area which is not touched by anybody. As the hon. Minister has said, 12 lakh hectares of
coastal area which is saline, which has not been put to use for generations earlier, where there is not even a tree or
human beings also except fishermen who are just staying in the coastal area was put to use. When this land was
put to use by both the local fishermen and also by some farming community there, suddenly some people had come
in the name of environment and ecology. They made a big presentation in the Supreme Court which led to this
judgement. It is a very surprising thing. I wish that every friend of mine sitting here must hear this. Birds of the same
feather flock together.

The hon. Minister has said just now that a lot of fishermen's associations had made representations to me that their
livelihood has gone and that this Bill has to be brought immediately to save their lives and also to improve their
living standards. In this connection, the NDA Government had said that a lot of fishermen's associations had come
and made representation to them that the entire ecology and environment of that area is getting spoiled. So, this Bill
should not be introduced. The then hon. Prime Minister went to the extent of assuring them that it was to undo the
Supreme Court Judgement that the United Front Government attempted to pass the Acuaculture Authority Bill in the
Rajya Sabha on March 20, 1979. At that time, eminent Gandhian, Mr. Jagannathan, who was planning to sit on a
fast against the Bill, met Shri Vajpayee and the then Leader of

the Opposition along with Shri Sunderlal. Shri Vajpayee requested Shri Jagannathan not to sit on fast and had
given him an assurance that the BJP will strongly oppose the Bill. To this end, Mr. George Fernandes and Shri
Murli Manohar Joshi had also given similar assurances to the coastal community who are in Delhi. Unfortunately,
the poor fishermen who are living in the coastal areas do not have the capacity even to travel up to Delhi. I have
seen this with my own eyes as I have represented Machilipatnam Parliamentary Constituency thrice which has the
coast line only. The poor fishermen never used to have an opportunity even to have clothes on their body.

I wish to bring to your kind notice one incident. In 1990 when this culture was brought in Machilipatnam, one day a
fisherman was travelling in a bus. He was without a shirt. When he asked for a ticket in the city bus, he gave a note
of Rs.100 denomination. Immediately, the bus conductor asked him where did he get Rs.100. He replied that it is
his own money. The bus conductor did not believe his words because he knew that a fisherman cannot have a note
of Rs.100 denomination. Therefore, he made a police complaint that this man had either cheated somebody or had
pickpocketed somewhere. Those were the days when the aquaculture was growing very fast and the poor
fisherman could had the opportunity to make some money.

People who had never seen a note of ten-rupee denomination had, in fact, notes of hundred-rupee denominations
with them. When that was the ground reality, people living in Delhi who are habituated to seeing only rich people
and had never visited a coastal area and even did not have the least knowledge about the environment and
ecological conditions prevalent in a coastal area and did not know whether it was going to affect any habitation



adversely or not, made speeches and addressed Press Conferences on this issue. But only those people who
understand the ground reality would know how much damage really that

 

judgement of the Supreme Court and the inaction of the Government caused in the last ten years. Some of the
over-zealous officers in the area had gone to the extent of even filling up the ponds. They used bulldozers to fill up
the tanks where the shrimp was grown. In those days the value of the shrimp was 20 dollars per kg. But the
affected people there had no opportunity to represent. There was an uproar and a reign of terror prevailed in that
area. The affected people did not know what to do, whom to represent and who could help them and protect them
in their distress. They did not do anything against the law. They by themselves did not raise those ponds. The
Government had promoted them, the society encouraged them to use the land, that was not put to use all these
years, to make their livelihood. They took loan from the banks. They invested a lot of money to raise the shrimps. At
that stage, simply because of a judgement from the Supreme Court to this effect, without having gone into the
details − whether this judgement would damage the cause of the farmers or would do good for them − some over-
zealous officers acted on it blindly and ordered them to close the tanks and threatened them of closing the tanks.
Heavy machinery was used to fill up the tanks. Nobody at that stage responded to the problems of these poor
farmers. When that was the situation, great leaders here gave assurances in those days that they would see to it
that this Bill was not passed.

Sir, I am happy that the hon. Minister, having understood the problems of the fishing community, has brought this
Bill to the House. The hon. Minister has mentioned that earning from coastal aquaculture has been to the tune of
Rs. 6,800 by utilisation of only 14 per cent of the land that could be put to use. If the entire 100 per cent of land
could be used for this purpose, then how much foreign exchange could we have earned? What amount of increase
could have been there in the GDP? The hon. Finance Minister has to put in a Herculean effort to bring about an
increase of 0.1 per cent in the GDP. But by simply encouraging coastal aquaculture half a per cent to one per cent
increase in the GDP could easily have been there without affecting anybody adversely.

Sir, a professor can give a wonderful lecture on environment and ecology. I could have understood the merit of it if
such an activity would have had adverse effects. The people who are living there are not doing anything wrong. But
without having gone into the details of the case, just based on a judgement of the Supreme Court on this issue,
some over-zealous officers acted on it; and some politicians being carried away by it gave assurances based on
what they heard in the lecture.

Sir, in this context I would wish to bring some points to the notice of the hon. Minister. I am happy that the
Government is not considering to prohibit the activity of aquaculture but only wish to regulate it. We are in support
of regulating this activity of coastal aquaculture. It has to be regulated. There are very progressive farmers in those
areas, I would say, that in some cases they are better than even scientists. But the unfortunate thing is that there is
not proper infrastructure in those areas.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Shri Rao, I would like you to please formulate your points briefly. The points you have to make,
you may please formulate them briefly.

SHRI K.S. RAO : Sir, how much time have I got?

MR. CHAIRMAN: You have already taken ten minutes. You have five more minutes.

SHRI K.S. RAO : Sir, problems the farmers face in that area are of bad seeds and bad feed.

So, Government has to bring some regulation in controlling the quality of the seeds and the feed.. Actually, the virus
that has come could not be prevented and it has caused extensive damage there. This has happened because
extensive propaganda has not been done, wide publicity is not being given and enough research was not done in
this line to protect the farming community from the virus. So, I request the hon. Minister to go into the details of
bringing

 

infrastructure into the area like providing drainage facilities and sending the already used water or polluted water
into the sea so that nobody is affected by it.

Similarly, there should be training centres for farmers for some farming techniques to avoid all these problems. I
wish examples of those countries which have done very well earlier, like Vietnam, Hawaii, Thailand and Taiwan
should be followed. They have actually got much more yield as they have done extensive campaign. But this
campaign has to be done by the Government and cannot be expected by the poor farmers. So, I wish that the



Government takes this initiative and goes in for extensive publicity.

There are a lot of fluctuations in the market price. Countries like America speak about globalisation but when they
found that their national interest was being affected, they coined a term called anti-dumping duty. When our people
are exporting shrimps to America, they impose anti-dumping duty at 14.1 per cent thereby once again our industry is
put to trouble and inconvenience. Then, when prices come down, once again the farmers are put to trouble. Today,
even that 14 per cent is not under cultivation because of this problem.

Sir, while telling you about these things, I want to mention some of the provisions that are made in the Bill. You
have said that registration is a must. We agree that registration is a must. We do not deny that. But you said that
when the farmer applies for registration, it is for the authority to approve or reject the registration. On what grounds
will he decline the registration? Have you given any guidelines saying that he has to follow those guidelines and
only then, he can accept or reject the registration? When a farmer, after investing lakhs of rupees in shrimp ponds
which are very expensive, suddenly finds that registration is rejected at the whims and fancies of the officer, what
will happen to his life? He will also start committing suicide then. So, you please see that guidelines are provided
and after giving registration, for some reason, a farmer does not do farming for one year. It may be because prices
are not encouraging. He may think that this year, he will not be able to go in for farming because prices are
unremunerative or that sufficient sweet water of the river is not coming to mix it with salt water. In that case, he may
not do farming. He may say that after a gap of one year of non-farming, the registration will be cancelled. In that
case, what happens to the farmers?

Similarly, you said that without registration, if some farmer were to do cultivation, then penalty will be Rs. 1 lakh or
three years imprisonment. Sir, this imprisonment is for whom? A farmer! For doing what? Farming! All right,
registration is required. But is it for a farmer owning half an acre or two acres or 2000 acres? A corporate which
owns a thousand acres does not mind paying Rs. 1 lakh or Rs. 2 lakh as penalty or sending any of their men to be
imprisoned and then go on with their activities. So, please specify whether penalty is for the corporate sector or
small farmers. You must exempt small farmers from this area. You cannot put small farmers in prison and make
them suffer. They have not committed any crime.

You have also said that no court shall take cognizance of this crime unless the authority represents the court. That
means you are still making the authority to misuse his power because there is no appellate authority. You please
have some appellate authority. If some officer acts either due to his self-interest or corrupt practices, or as per his
likes or dislikes, whims or fancies, then there must be an appellate authority so that justice will be done.

I do not say that you must do it right now because I do not want any further delay in passing of this Bill. But please
bring forward these amendments at the earliest so that no farmer is punished.

My humble request in this regard is, please distribute these 12 lakh hectares of land which are lying idle, which
were not used all these years, to the local people, be it fishermen, Scheduled Castes or Scheduled Tribes or small
farmers who are landless. They will get encouragement and they will work hard. You need not give them any
subsidy later. You only motivate them to work and leave them on their own. We are bringing in so many proposals
and schemes, like free food, jobs, etc. Instead of all these things, you can encourage people who are prepared to
work through their sweat and raise crops worth millions of dollars and crores of rupees. It is our duty to encourage
these people.

So, I sincerely, honestly and whole-heartedly congratulate the hon. Minister of Agriculture for bringing forward this
Bill to Parliament, and for getting it passed in the Rajya Sabha. I am sure, this House will also pass this Bill. This
will provide a big relief and this will infuse confidence in the poor fishermen who are living in the coastal areas. This
will encourage the small farmers to go in a big way and take advantage of it. This will be done as per your
guidelines and not against your guidelines. This can be done within the framework. Ten or twenty times of foreign
exchange can be earned and Rs. 7,000 crore can become Rs.1,00,000 crore one day with your support. Do not be
carried away by the feelings expressed by the earlier Governments or the Opposition or by the big speeches given
by the environmentalists and economists.

 

gÉÉ Ò Â¶É èã É äxp BÉ ÖE à É É® (S ÉÉ ÂªÉãÉ) :gÉÉ Ò Â¶É èã É äxp BÉ ÖE à É É® (S ÉÉ ÂªÉãÉ) :  àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉ-BÉßEÉÊÂÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ {É® Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ, àÉé <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÂ£ÉÉ®ÉÒ cÚÄ* àÉé <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ
ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÄ +ÉÉè® VÉèÂºÉÉ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ ®ÉẤ É ÂºÉÉcÂ¤É xÉä iÉàÉÉàÉ iÉBÉEÇ-ÉÊẤ ÉiÉBÉEÇ ÂºÉÉÊciÉ Âº{ÉÂ]ÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ BÉEcÉ cè, VÉãÉ ÂºÉÉÒàÉÉ àÉå àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEÂ½xÉä cäiÉÖ ABÉE BÂªÉÉ{ÉBÉE
®ÉÂ]ÅÉÒÂªÉ xÉÉÒÉÊiÉ Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶BÉEÂªÉiÉÉ cè* iÉÂ£ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉÒ Â£ÉãÉÉ<Ç cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* Ấ ÉÂÉÇ 2004 àÉå càÉxÉä 6500 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ Â°ô{ÉA BÉEÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒ
ÂºÉÉÒàÉÉ BÉEä +ÉãÉÉẤ ÉÉ +ÉxÂªÉ ÂºlÉÉxÉÉå {É® Â£ÉÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉ ÂºBÉEÉä{É cè* àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉä àÉÉÆMÉ BÉEÂ°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ +ÉÉä® ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶ÉäÂÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉÂºÉä
càÉå BÉE<Ç Â»ÉÉäiÉÉå ÂºÉä ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ BÉE®xÉä àÉå ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® ÉÊẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉÒ àÉÖpÉ BÉEÉ Â£ÉÉÒ ãÉÉÂ£É ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ* àÉcÉänÂªÉ, {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉÉÊẤ ÉnÂ àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEÂ½xÉä BÉEä iÉ®ÉÒBÉEÉå ÂºÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ ÉÊSÉÉÎxiÉiÉ cé, BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE
àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEbxÉä BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ãÉMÉÂ£ÉMÉ 2 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ ]xÉ +ÉxÂªÉ VÉÉÒẤ É-VÉxiÉÖ+ÉÉäÆ BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEÂ½É VÉÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊVÉÂºÉÂºÉä ÂºÉàÉÖp àÉå {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉÆiÉÖãÉxÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉMÉÂ½ VÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ JÉiÉ®É Â£ÉÉÒ cè* <ÂºÉ
+ÉÉä® Â£ÉÉÒ càÉå vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA*
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àÉcÉänÂªÉ, +ÉxiÉ®ÉÇÂ]ÅÉÒÂªÉ ÉÊxÉÂªÉàÉÉå BÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® càÉÉ®ä àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®ä ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒ iÉ]ÂºlÉãÉ ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® 50 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® nÚ®ÉÒ iÉBÉE cÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEÂ½ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* =ÂºÉÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉc® VÉÉxÉä {É® =xcå +ÉxÂªÉ
näÂ¶ÉÉå ÂºÉä JÉiÉ®É Â¤É®ÉÂ¤É® Â¤ÉxÉÉ ®ciÉÉ cè* VÉcÉÄ iÉBÉE àÉUãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ cè, ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ É àÉå càÉÉ®É ÂºlÉÉxÉ +ÉÉ~Ấ ÉÉÆ cè* àÉUãÉÉÒ =i{ÉÉnxÉ àÉå SÉÉÒxÉ, {ÉäÂ°ô, VÉÉ{ÉÉxÉ, ÉÊSÉãÉÉÒ, <hbÉäxÉäÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉÉ,
Â°ôÂºÉÉÒ ÂºÉÆPÉ BÉEä ®ÉVÂªÉÉå +ÉÉÉÊn näÂ¶ÉÉå BÉEä +ÉãÉÉẤ ÉÉ Â£ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ +ÉÉ~Ấ ÉÉÆ ÂºlÉÉxÉ cè* ÂªÉc +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä +ÉÉ{ÉàÉå ABÉE BÉEÉÒÉÌiÉàÉÉxÉ cè* {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ ÂºÉä ÉÊVÉÂºÉ |ÉBÉEÉ® ÂºÉä càÉÉ®ä àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®ä Â£ÉÉ<ÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä JÉiÉ®É
cè, =ÂºÉÂºÉä MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤É àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉÂªÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉänJÉãÉ cÖ<Ç cè* +ÉÉVÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE Â£ÉÉÒ càÉå ÂºÉÉäSÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* VÉcÉÄ iÉBÉE Â£ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEä VÉàÂ¤ÉÚuÉÒ{É BÉEä Ấ ÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ ®FÉÉ, {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ +ÉÉè® {ÉÂªÉÇ]xÉ
BÉEÉä näJÉiÉä cÖA BÉE®ÉÒÂ¤ÉÉÒ 20 cVÉÉ® àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÂºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè*

+ÉÉVÉ =xÉBÉEä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ®ÉäVÉÉÒ-®Éä]ÉÒ BÉEÉ ÂºÉẤ ÉÉãÉ cè* <ÂºÉ +ÉÉä® Â£ÉÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶ÉäÂÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉàÂ¤ÉÚ uÉÒ{É ÂºÉä VÉÉä 20,000 àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®ä ÉÊẤ ÉÂºlÉÉÉÊ{ÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEA MÉA cé, =xcå Â£ÉÉÒ
BÉEàÉ ÂºÉä BÉEàÉ ®ÉäVÉÉÒ-®Éä]ÉÒ ÂºÉä VÉÉäÂ½É VÉÉA* ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉÖ®FÉÉ BÉEä xÉÉàÉ {É® gÉÉÒãÉÆBÉEÉ cÉä, Â¤ÉÉÆMãÉÉnäÂ¶É cÉä ÂªÉÉ {ÉÉÉÊBÉEÂºiÉÉxÉ cÉä, Ấ ÉcÉÆ càÉÉ®ä BÉE<Ç àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä VÉäãÉÉå àÉå ®JÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè*
gÉÉÒãÉÆBÉEÉ àÉå 120 Â£ÉÉ®iÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®ä VÉäãÉÉå àÉå Â¤ÉÆn lÉä* ÉÊVÉxcå iÉÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉbÚ BÉEÉÒ àÉÖJÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÂªÉãÉÉÊãÉiÉÉ VÉÉÒ xÉä {ÉÚẤ ÉÇ |ÉvÉÉxÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ +É]ãÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉcÉ®ÉÒ Ấ ÉÉVÉ{ÉäÂªÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉä cÂºiÉFÉä{É BÉE®ÉBÉE®
UÖÂ½ÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ lÉÉ*

 

<ÂºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ÂºÉä BÉESU uÉÒ{É cè, VÉÉä àÉÚãÉ Â°ô{É ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉ®iÉ BÉEÉ cÉÒ ÉÊcÂºÂºÉÉ cè* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÂºÉàÉZÉÉèiÉä BÉEä +ÉÆiÉMÉÇiÉ Ấ Éc càÉÉ®ä FÉäjÉ àÉå xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ ZÉÉÓMÉÉ àÉUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É ÂºBÉEÉä{É cè*
àÉé SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ <ÂºÉ {É® Â£ÉÉÒ vÂªÉÉxÉ nå, iÉÉÉÊBÉE ZÉÉÓMÉÉ àÉUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ càÉ ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEå, BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ ÉÊẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉå àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉÉÆMÉ cè*

VÉcÉÆ iÉBÉE ÂºÉàÉÖp iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEÂ½xÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ cè, ÂªÉc BÉEÉàÉ BÉEàÉ cÉäiÉÉ VÉÉ ®cÉ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ {É® àÉUÉÊãÉÂªÉÉå BÉEä VÉÉÒẤ ÉxÉ BÉEÉä JÉiÉ®É {ÉènÉ cÉä MÉÂªÉÉ cè* 35,000 Â¤ÉÂ½ä
+ÉÉètÉÉäÉÊMÉBÉE +ÉÉè® VÉc®ÉÒãÉä BÉEÉ®JÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ BÉESÉ®É Ấ ÉcÉÆ +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* JÉÉÂºÉBÉE® ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒ àÉÉMÉÇ ÂºÉä iÉäãÉ ãÉäBÉE® VÉÉä Â¤ÉÂ½ä-Â¤ÉÂ½ä VÉcÉVÉ +ÉÉiÉä cé, =xÉàÉå VÉÂ¤É ÉÊ®ÂºÉÉẤ É cÉäiÉÉ cè, iÉÉä =ÂºÉÂºÉä {ÉÂªÉÉÇÂ
´É®hÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉÂ½É JÉiÉ®É {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ iÉàÉÉàÉ àÉUÉÊãÉÂªÉÉÆ Â£ÉÉÒ =ÂºÉÂºÉä àÉ® ®cÉÒ cé* <ÂºÉ {É® Â£ÉÉÒ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶ÉäÂÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* BÉEÉä<Ç AäÂºÉÉÒ ]äBÉDxÉÉäãÉÉìVÉÉÒ ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÊÂºÉiÉ
BÉE®xÉÉÒ {ÉÂ½äMÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉÂºÉÂºÉä Â¤ÉÂ½ä-Â¤ÉÂ½ä {ÉÉäiÉ VÉÉä <vÉ®-=vÉ® +ÉÉiÉä-VÉÉiÉä cé, =xÉÂºÉä àÉUÉÊãÉÂªÉÉå BÉEÉ VÉÉÒẤ ÉxÉ càÉ Â¤ÉSÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEå*

àÉä®É ÂºÉÆÂºÉnÉÒÂªÉ FÉäjÉ 120 ÉÊBÉEãÉÉäàÉÉÒ]® ãÉàÂ¤ÉÉ cè, SÉÚÆÉÊBÉE Ấ Éc iÉ]Ấ ÉiÉÉÔ ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒ VÉãÉ BÉßEÉÊÂÉ ÂºÉä +ÉãÉMÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉé Â¤ÉiÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE Ấ ÉcÉÆ MÉÆMÉÉ-ÂªÉàÉÖxÉÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉBÉEÂ½xÉä BÉEÉ
BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÂ½É ÂºBÉEÉä{É cè* <ÂºÉ {É® Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ SÉÉÉÊcA* àÉä®ä FÉäjÉ àÉå {ÉÉÆSÉ cVÉÉ® ABÉEÂ½ BÉEÉÒ ZÉÉÒãÉ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ Ấ ÉÂÉÉÇ BÉEÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ <iÉxÉÉ <BÉE]Â~É cÉä VÉÉiÉÉ cè ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉÉÊn =ÂºÉä ÂºÉcÉÒ
iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä ÂºÉä ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÊÂºÉiÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉA iÉÉä càÉå BÉEÉ{ÉEÉÒ àÉUÉÊãÉÂªÉÉÆ ÉÊàÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé +ÉÉè® Ấ ÉcÉÆ BÉEä Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® ÂªÉÖẤ ÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊàÉãÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè*

àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ <ÂºÉ +ÉÉä® ÉÊnãÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =kÉ® |ÉnäÂ¶É ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä BÉE<Ç ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉAÆ +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEä ÂºÉààÉÖJÉ Â£ÉäVÉÉÒ cé* Ấ Éä ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉAÆ BÉEäxp ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ ãÉÉÎàÂ¤ÉiÉ cé* àÉé SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ
=xÉàÉå Â¶ÉÉÒQÉ cÉÒ vÉxÉ +ÉÉÂ¤ÉÆÉÊ]iÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉA, iÉÉä ãÉÉÂ£É cÉäMÉÉ* VÉèÂºÉä àÉiÂºÂªÉ {ÉÉãÉBÉE ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÂºÉ +ÉÉÊÂ£ÉBÉE®hÉ cè* =ÂºÉàÉå 384.281 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA |ÉÉ{iÉ cÉäxÉä lÉä, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ
200 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA cÉÒ BÉEåpÉÆÂ¶É BÉEä âó{É àÉå +ÉẤ ÉàÉÖBÉDiÉ cÖA cé* Â¶ÉäÂÉ 184.281 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA Â¤ÉBÉEÉÂªÉÉ cé* àÉiÂºÂªÉ |ÉÉÊÂ¶ÉFÉhÉ AẤ ÉàÉÂ |ÉÂºÉÉ® ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉÉ~ ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA |ÉÉ{iÉ cÉäxÉä cé,
ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ Ấ Éä +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ iÉBÉE xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnA MÉA cé* <ÂºÉÉÒ iÉ®c ÂºÉä àÉUÖ+ÉÉ +ÉÉẤ ÉÉÂºÉ ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ àÉå 446.00 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ 438.80 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉ +ÉxÉÖàÉÉänxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA
BÉEäxpÉÆÂ¶É BÉEä Â°ô{É àÉå 219.40 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ |ÉlÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂºiÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ cÖ<Ç cè* +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ 100 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA +ÉẤ ÉàÉÖBÉDiÉ cÉäxÉä cé, <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA iÉÖ®ÆiÉ <ÂºÉä näxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®å iÉÉä càÉÉ®ä ÂªÉcÉÆ
àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÉÂºÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉàÉÂºÂªÉÉ cãÉ cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè*

bÉ]É Â¤ÉäÂºÉ <Æ{ÉEÉàÉæÂ¶ÉxÉ AẤ ÉàÉÂ xÉä]Ấ ÉÉÍBÉEMÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÖofÃÉÒBÉE®hÉ BÉEÉÒ ÂªÉÉäVÉxÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉ SÉÉãÉÚ ÉÊẤ ÉkÉ Ấ ÉÂÉÇ àÉå 35.82 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEä +ÉÆÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉÒ, ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå ÂºÉä +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä 25 ãÉÉJÉ
Â°ô{ÉA BÉEåpÉÆÂ¶É BÉEä Â°ô{É àÉå +ÉẤ ÉàÉÖBÉDiÉ ÉÊBÉEA cé +ÉÉè® 3.31 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ vÉxÉ®ÉÉÊÂ¶É Â£ÉÉ®iÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ ÉÊẤ ÉSÉÉ®ÉvÉÉÒxÉ cè* àÉé SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÉãnÉÒ ÂºÉä VÉãnÉÒ

7.01 ãÉÉJÉ âó{ÉA BÉEÉÒ BÉEäxpÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉcÉÂªÉiÉÉ Â£ÉÉ®iÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä nä nä, iÉÉä <ÂºÉ {É® Â£ÉÉÒ +ÉSUÉÒ ÂºÉ{ÉEãÉiÉÉ |ÉÉ{iÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé*

+ÉÉ{ÉxÉä àÉÖZÉä Â¤ÉÉäãÉxÉä BÉEÉ àÉÉèBÉEÉ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ, =ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé +ÉÉ{ÉBÉEÉä vÉxÂªÉẤ ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖA +É{ÉxÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ*

 

 

 

 

DR. SEBASTIAN PAUL (ERNAKULAM): Sir, I am supporting the Coastal Aquaculture Authority Bill. The importance
of the Bill is to be analysed in the context of the situation in the country. India being the second largest producer of
inland fish, the importance of aquaculture cannot be belittled. With an area of about 30,000 square kilometres under
aquaculture, the industry is providing employment to three lakh workers.

15.00 hrs.

As such, steps should be taken to augment the yield up to the sustainable level in a responsible manner. It is the
fundamental duty of every citizen to protect and improve the natural environment. Agenda 21 - a global action plan
outlining priority issues for the 21st century - was adopted at the Rio de Janeiro Conference in 1992. It identified
integrated management and sustainable development of the ocean and coastal zone as one of the essential
components of the global life-supporting system. The ocean and the coastal zone together represent an interface
between the land and the sea. It was in this context that the Supreme Court in 1996 ordered the removal of all
aquaculture units and shrimp culture ponds operating in the coastal regulation zone. The only activity permitted by
the Court was traditional and improved traditional aquaculture.

The Coastal Aquaculture Authority Bill, as presented before this House, is not intended to negate the mandate of



the apex court. The Bill presented after prolonged deliberation with the intent of saving employment and investment
will ensure sustainable development of coastal aquaculture. The apprehension of traditional fishing community,
NGOs and coastal agriculturists has been allayed to a reasonable extent. The boom in aquaculture has been
spectacular in the developing countries, including India. Today aquaculture accounts for over 30 per cent of total
world fish production.

 

However, the mushrooming of shrimp aquaculture farms in the vicinity of the coasts is causing so much sea and
groundwater pollution, necessitating the intervention of the Supreme Court for the removal of all aquaculture farms
within 500 metres of the high tide line. However, in the proposed legislation the prohibited limit is reduced to 200
metres from the high tide line and existing farms have been totally exempted from the distance stipulation. Such
exemption and relaxation are totally unwarranted. If the exclusion is necessitated by circumstances, strict guidelines
shall be issued for the enforcement of the spirit of the legislation. Drawal of groundwater in the 200-500 metre zone
for drinking, horticulture, agriculture and fisheries purposes can be permitted only when done manually through
ordinary wells. As part of the measures to control marine pollution from land based activities, steps should be taken
to prevent aquaculture waste reaching the sea. India harbours some of the best mangroves in the world and these
occur all along the coastline. They stabilise the shoreline and act as a bulwark against encroachment by the sea.
Coastal aquaculture activities shall not end in the destruction of precious mangroves. The proposed aquaculture
authority has power to regulate the construction and operation of aquaculture farms within the coastal areas; to
ascertain their environmental impact; and to order removal or demolition if they cause pollution. It is good to that
extent. Let us hope that teeth given to the authority are sharp enough to bite. With this hope, Sir, I support this Bill.

 

 

gÉÉ Ò ®Éà É BÉ ßE { É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ Én Ấ É ({É]x ÉÉ) : gÉÉ Ò ®Éà É BÉ ßE { É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ Én Ấ É ({É]x ÉÉ) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEä |ÉÉÊiÉ +ÉÉÂ£ÉÉ® BÂªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊVÉxcÉåxÉä iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 2005, VÉÉä
ãÉÆÉÊÂ¤ÉiÉ {ÉÂ½É cÖ+ÉÉ lÉÉ, =ÂºÉä ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉ{ÉxÉä Â¤ÉÂ½É ={ÉBÉEÉ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè * JÉÉÂºÉ iÉÉè® ÂºÉä VÉÉä àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, VÉÉä ÂºÉàÉÖp BÉEä ÉÊBÉExÉÉ® Â¤ÉÂ½ä {ÉèàÉÉxÉä {É® Â¤ÉÂºÉÉÒ cÖ<Ç +ÉÉÂ¤ÉÉnÉÒ
cè, =xÉBÉEä ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, =xÉBÉEÉÒ =xxÉÉÊiÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉè® näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÉÌlÉBÉE àÉVÉÂ¤ÉÚiÉÉÒ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA Â¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ BÉEÉÂªÉÇ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉé =xÉBÉEÉ +ÉÉÂ£ÉÉ® BÂªÉBÉDiÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ
*

àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂªÉc ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ UÉä]É cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ àÉciẤ É{ÉÚhÉÇ cè* <ÂºÉBÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä, VÉÉä Â¤ÉÉvÉÉ =i{ÉxxÉ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ +ÉÉè® VÉÉä MÉÉ<bãÉÉ<xÉ ÂºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç xÉä nÉÒ lÉÉÒ, =ÂºÉ MÉÉ<ÇbãÉÉ<ÇxÉ BÉEÉä
{ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ {ÉÂ½ÉÒ cè * <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ ÂºÉä näÂ¶É BÉEÉ, ÂºÉàÉÉVÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É Ấ ÉMÉÇ VÉÉä Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® cè +ÉÉè® MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ cÉãÉiÉ àÉå cè, =ÂºÉä àÉnn ÉÊàÉãÉ
{ÉÉAMÉÉÒ* JÉÉÂºÉ iÉÉè® ÂºÉä näÂ¶É BÉEä ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒ <ãÉÉBÉEä àÉå VÉÉä Â¤ÉÂºÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ Â£ÉÚ-Â£ÉÉMÉ, VÉÉä +ÉÉÆwÉ |ÉnäÂ¶É, BÉEä®ãÉ +ÉÉè® iÉÉÊàÉãÉxÉÉbÖ àÉå {ÉÂ½iÉÉ cè, ãÉMÉÂ£ÉMÉ 12 ãÉÉJÉ cäBÉD]äÂªÉ® BÉEÉ BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ <ãÉÉBÉEÉ
cè *  <ÂºÉBÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä Ấ Éä àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉE®BÉEä +É{ÉxÉÉÒ VÉÉÒÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉ BÉEÉ ={ÉÉVÉÇxÉ BÉE® ®cä cé* ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÉÊẤ ÉkÉÉÒÂªÉ Ấ ÉÂÉÇ àÉå VÉÉä +ÉÉBÉEãÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® 6,000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½
âó{ÉA BÉEÉ ABÉDÂºÉ{ÉÉä]Ç ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè* ÂªÉcÉÒ ÉËSÉiÉÉ BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É àÉå =i{ÉÉnxÉ cÉä ®cÉ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂªÉiÉxÉÉàÉ VÉèÂºÉÉ UÉä]É-ÂºÉÉ näÂ¶É Â£ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä BÉEà{ÉÉÒÉÊ]Â¶ÉxÉ àÉå +ÉÉ ®cÉ cè*
SÉÉÒxÉ Â£ÉÉÒ <ÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ àÉå ãÉMÉÉ cÖ+ÉÉ cè* àÉé ÂºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉÆvÉ àÉå +ÉÉè® BÉEÉÂªÉÇFÉàÉiÉÉ Â¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉnn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ VÉÂ°ô®iÉ cè, <ÂºÉBÉEä
Â¤ÉMÉè® càÉ BÉEà{ÉÉÒ] xÉcÉÓ BÉE® {ÉÉAÆMÉä*

àÉcÉänÂªÉ, càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ näÂ¶É BÉEcÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè, AäÂºÉä <ãÉÉBÉEÉå àÉå, VÉcÉÆ càÉ ABÉEàÉÉjÉ {ÉEÂºÉãÉ BÉEÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉE® {ÉÉiÉä cé, càÉÉ®ä {ÉÉÂºÉ BÉEÉä<Ç BÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ
nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ {ÉEÂºÉãÉ BÉEÉ =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEå * <ÂºÉ ÂºÉÆÂ¤ÉvÉ àÉå VÉÂ°ô®iÉ <ÂºÉ Â¤ÉÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É ÂºÉÉMÉ® BÉEÉ Â£ÉÚ-Â£ÉÉMÉ cè, <ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ Â£ÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉc 12 ãÉÉJÉ
cäBÉD]äÂªÉ® BÉEÉ <ãÉÉBÉEÉ cè, <ÂºÉÂºÉä VÉÖÂ½ä cÖA VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, Ấ Éä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤É iÉÂ¤ÉBÉEä BÉEä cé * =xcå |ÉÉäiÂºÉÉÉÊciÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA, =xÉBÉEÉÒ Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉè® MÉ®ÉÒÂ¤ÉÉÒ nÚ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA +ÉÉÂ
´ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉE cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ =xÉBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE ÂºÉä +ÉÉÊvÉBÉE àÉnn BÉE®å, =xÉBÉEä =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉEÉä Â¤ÉfÃÉAÆ, =xÉBÉEÉä |ÉÉäiÂºÉÉÉÊciÉ BÉE®å iÉÉÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇBÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ, VÉÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå {É® ÉÊxÉÂ£ÉÇ® BÉE®iÉÉÒ
cè, =ÂºÉàÉå àÉVÉÂ¤ÉÚiÉÉÒ +ÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEä*

ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå Â£ÉÉÒ SÉSÉÉÇ cÖ<Ç lÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉE càÉÉ®ÉÒ AOÉÉÒBÉEãSÉ® |ÉÉäbBÉDÂ¶ÉxÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ cÉä ®cÉÒ cè * ÂªÉc càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA Â¶ÉÖÂ£É ÂºÉÆBÉEäiÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* +ÉMÉ® JÉäiÉ-JÉÉÊãÉcÉxÉÉå +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE
vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ cÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä +ÉÉxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä ÉÊnxÉÉå àÉå càÉå +ÉÉè® Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÆBÉE] BÉEÉ ÂºÉÉàÉxÉÉ BÉE®xÉÉ {ÉÂ½äMÉÉ * àÉé ÂºÉàÉZÉiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE ABÉE àÉÉjÉ ={ÉÉÂªÉ ÂªÉcÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ÂªÉÉÊn càÉå näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ
+ÉlÉÇBÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ àÉVÉÂ¤ÉÚiÉ BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè iÉÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE näJÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ, SÉÉcä Ấ Éc ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ JÉäiÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè ÂªÉÉ VÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä =i{ÉÉnxÉ BÉE® ®cÉ cè*
càÉ AäÂºÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ àÉnn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®åMÉä iÉÉä ÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É®, ÉÊVÉÂºÉ iÉ®c ÂºÉä càÉÉ®ÉÒ Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®ÉÒ +ÉÉè® +ÉÉÂ¤ÉÉnÉÒ ÉÊnxÉÉå-ÉÊnxÉ Â¤ÉfÃiÉÉÒ VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® BÉEä +ÉÂ
´ÉÂºÉ® PÉ] ®cä cé, <ÂºÉBÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä xÉA iÉ®ÉÒBÉEä +É{ÉxÉÉxÉä {ÉÂ½åMÉä* càÉ Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®Éå BÉEÉä ®ÉäWÉMÉÉ® nä ÂºÉBÉEå, +É{ÉxÉÉÒ +ÉlÉÇ-BÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ ÉÊxÉÉÎÂ¶SÉiÉ iÉÉè® {É® àÉVÉÂ¤ÉÚiÉ BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEå, <ÂºÉBÉEä
ÉÊãÉÂªÉä càÉå AäÂºÉä ={ÉÉÂªÉ BÉE®xÉä SÉÉÉÊcÂªÉä* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ càÉå <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä AxÂ¶ÂªÉÉä® BÉE®xÉä VÉÉ ®cä cé ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉÂºÉä {ÉÉèãÂªÉÚÂ¶ÉxÉ nÚ® BÉE®åMÉä* ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ <ÂºÉ MÉÉÆ®]ÉÒ BÉEÉä {ÉÚ®É
BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä ={ÉÉÂªÉ BÉE®xÉä cÉåMÉä* BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ AäÉÊ®ÂªÉÉ àÉå ®cxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä VÉÉä ãÉÉäMÉ cé, =xÉBÉEä =ilÉÉxÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä, =ÂºÉä ÉÊẤ ÉBÉEÉÊÂºÉiÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä, =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä ãÉÉÂ£É
{ÉcÖSÉÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä +ÉÉè® ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉä BÉEÉä ={ÉÉÂªÉ ÂºÉÖZÉÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®åMÉä*â€¦(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude. Your State is not a coastal State.

gÉÉ Ò ®Éà É BÉ ßE { É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ Én Ấ É : gÉÉ Ò ®Éà É BÉ ßE { É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ Én Ấ É : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé ÉÊÂ¤ÉcÉ® ÂºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ Ấ ÉcÉÆ xÉÉÊnÂªÉÉå Â¤ÉciÉÉÒ cé* c® ÂºÉÉãÉâ€¦(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ)

MR. CHAIRMAN: You mean to say that riverside also is a coastal area.

gÉÉ Ò ®Éà É BÉ ßE { É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ Én Ấ É : gÉÉ Ò ®Éà É BÉ ßE { É ÉãÉ ÂªÉ Én Ấ É : Ấ ÉcÉÆ Â£ÉÉÒ ZÉÉÓMÉÉ àÉSUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ {ÉÉãÉxÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉiÉÉ cè* +ÉÉvÉä ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉcÉ® àÉå {ÉÉxÉÉÒ cÉÒ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ ®ciÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉÂªÉä àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉÉãÉxÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É
ÂºBÉEÉä{É cè* MÉÆMÉÉ iÉÉä càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå ÂºÉä nÚ® VÉÉ ®cÉÒ cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ BÉEÉäÂºÉÉÒ, BÉEàÉãÉÉ Â¤ÉÉãÉÉxÉ +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉÉMÉàÉiÉÉÒ xÉÉÊnÂªÉÉå BÉEÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ càÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå {É® BÉÖE|ÉÂ£ÉÉẤ É bÉãÉiÉÉ cè* àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ BÉßEÉÊÂÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ
ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä nnÇ BÉEÉä ÂºÉàÉZÉiÉä cé* àÉä®É ÉÊxÉẤ ÉänxÉ cè ÉÊBÉE BÉEäẤ ÉãÉ ÂºÉÉMÉ®ÉÒÂªÉ <ãÉÉBÉEÉå BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE cÉÒ vÂªÉÉxÉ xÉ näBÉE® càÉÉ®ä FÉäjÉ BÉEÉÒ iÉ®{ÉE Â£ÉÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊciÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä BÉEÉÂªÉÇ. ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ
VÉÉÂªÉä* <ÂºÉÂºÉä càÉÉ®ä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ +ÉlÉÇ-BÂªÉẤ ÉÂºlÉÉ BÉEÉä àÉWÉÂ¤ÉÚiÉÉÒ |ÉnÉxÉ cÉäMÉÉÒ*



ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, càÉÉ®ÉÒ ÂªÉÚ.{ÉÉÒ.A. ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÆBÉEã{É ãÉÉ<Ç cè VÉÉä ÉÊ{ÉUãÉÉÒ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ ãÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ lÉÉÒ* Ấ Éc JÉäiÉ-JÉÉÊãÉcÉxÉÉå BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉÉÒ lÉÉÒ*
=ÂºÉä <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ ÂºÉä BÉEÉä<Ç àÉiÉãÉÂ¤É xÉcÉÓ lÉÉ* +ÉMÉ® =xÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉBÉEÉ®ÉiàÉBÉE Â£ÉÚÉÊàÉBÉEÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ iÉÉä <ÂºÉ iÉ®c ÉÊẤ É®ÉävÉÉÒ nãÉ ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÉÊcÂBÉEÉ® xÉcÉÓ BÉE®iÉä* Ấ Éä Â¤ÉcÂºÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉMÉ ãÉäBÉE® ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®
BÉEä <®ÉnÉå BÉEÉä àÉVÉÂ¤ÉÚiÉÉÒ |ÉnÉxÉ BÉE®iÉä* ÂºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEÉÒ MÉÉ<bãÉÉ<xÂºÉ BÉEä +ÉxÉÖÂºÉÉ® ÂªÉc ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉ<Ç cè* <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÉMÉ®ÉÒÂªÉ <ãÉÉBÉEä àÉå ®cxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉä Â¤É®ÉäWÉMÉÉ®
xÉÉèVÉẤ ÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® xÉä ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® BÉEÉ ÂºBÉEÉä{É Â¤ÉfÃÉxÉä BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ cè* +ÉÆiÉ®®ÉÂ]ÅÉÒÂªÉ ÂºiÉ® {É® MãÉÉäÂ¤ÉãÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ +ÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® ÉÊẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉÒ ãÉÉäMÉ càÉÉ®ä BÉEà{ÉÉÒ]ÉÒÂ¶ÉxÉ
àÉå +ÉÉ MÉÂªÉä cé, <ÂºÉÉÊãÉÂªÉä ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä =xÉBÉEÉ àÉÖBÉEÉÂ¤ÉãÉÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä ~ÉäÂºÉ ={ÉÉÂªÉ ÉÊxÉBÉEÉãÉxÉä cÉåMÉä* VÉèÂºÉÉ àÉéxÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉEcÉ ÉÊBÉE càÉ 6000 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEÉÒ ÉÊẤ ÉnäÂ¶ÉÉÒ àÉÖpÉ BÉEàÉÉ
®cä cé, =ÂºÉä +ÉÉè® Â¤ÉfÃÉxÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ* <ÂºÉÂºÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉ =iÂºÉÉcẤ ÉrÇxÉ cÉäMÉÉ*

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉé <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEÉ ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®iÉä cÖÂªÉä àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ BÉEÉ vÉxÂªÉẤ ÉÉn +ÉnÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® xÉÉèVÉẤ ÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä Ấ Éc ÂªÉc ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ ÂºÉnxÉ àÉå
ãÉÉÂªÉä cé*

gÉÉ Ò <É Êã É ÂªÉ É Âº É + ÉÉWÉà ÉÉ Ò ( Â¶É ÉcÉ Â¤ É Én) : gÉÉ Ò <É Êã É ÂªÉ É Âº É + ÉÉWÉà ÉÉ Ò ( Â¶É ÉcÉ Â¤ É Én) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, ÂªÉc Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉcÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE àÉä®É SÉÖxÉÉẤ É FÉäjÉ BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ AÉÊ®ÂªÉÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ VÂªÉÉnÉ nÚ® cè ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ àÉUãÉÉÒ ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ {É®
Â¤ÉÖ®É +ÉÂºÉ® {ÉÂ½iÉÉ cè, ÂªÉc àÉé ÉÊWÉxnMÉÉÒ àÉå {ÉcãÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉ® ÂºÉÖxÉ ®cÉ cÚÆ +ÉÉè® Ấ Éc Â£ÉÉÒ ÂºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç BÉEä àÉÉvÂªÉàÉ ÂºÉä ÂºÉÖxÉ ®cÉ cÚÄ* àÉé Â¶É®n {ÉẤ ÉÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä àÉÖÂ¤ÉÉ®BÉEÂ¤ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ
WÉàÉÉxÉä àÉå VÉÂ¤É BÉÖEU càÉÉ®ÉÒ MÉãÉÉÊiÉÂªÉÉå ÂºÉä +ÉÉè® Â¤ÂªÉÚ®ÉäÂµÉEäÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ VÂªÉÉnÉ MÉãÉÉÊiÉÂªÉÉå ÂºÉä VÂªÉÚbÉÒÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉ®ÉÒ c® =ÂºÉ àÉÉàÉãÉä àÉå nJÉãÉ nä ®cÉÒ cè ÉÊVÉÂºÉàÉå +ÉÂ£ÉÉÒ nÂºÉ-Â¤ÉÉÒÂºÉ ÂºÉÉãÉ {ÉcãÉä
ÂºÉÉäSÉÉ Â£ÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE VÂªÉÚbÉÒÉÊÂ¶ÉÂªÉ®ÉÒ <ÂºÉàÉå Â£ÉÉÒ nJÉãÉ nä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* =xcÉåxÉä <ÂºÉ WÉàÉÉxÉä àÉå ÉÊcààÉiÉ BÉEÉÒ ÉÊBÉE ABÉE AäÂºÉÉ BÉEÉxÉÚxÉ ãÉÉA ÉÊVÉÂºÉÂºÉä VÉÉä Â¤ÉäVÉÉ àÉÖnÉJÉãÉiÉ cÉä
®cÉÒ cè, VÉÉä iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ BÉEä ®ÉÂºiÉä àÉå Â¤ÉÉvÉÉ Â¤ÉxÉ ®cÉÒ cè, =ÂºÉBÉEÉä nÚ® ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEä*

{ÉÚ®ÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉÂªÉÉ àÉå MÉäcÚÆ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn <ÆÂºÉÉxÉ BÉEÉÒ JÉÖ®ÉBÉE àÉå àÉUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉ xÉÆÂ¤É® +ÉÉiÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA VÂªÉÉnÉ ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ àÉUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ {ÉènÉẤ ÉÉ® càÉÉ®ÉÒ ®ÉÂ]ÅÉÒÂªÉ WÉÂ°ô®iÉ cè* àÉUãÉÉÒ BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ AÉÊ®ÂªÉÉ
àÉå Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½ä {ÉèàÉÉxÉä {É® cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉèÂºÉä àÉä®É FÉäjÉ BÉEÉäÂº] ÂºÉä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ nÚ® cè, +ÉMÉ® Ấ ÉcÉÆ Â£ÉÉÒ Â£ÉÉ®iÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® +ÉÉè® BÉßEÉÊÂÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ iÉẤ ÉVVÉc nå iÉÉä Ấ ÉcÉÆ Â£ÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ-Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ ZÉÉÒãÉå
cé ÉÊVÉxÉ {É® BÉÖEU {ÉèÂºÉÉ JÉSÉÇ BÉE®BÉEä Â¤ÉÂ½ä {ÉèàÉÉxÉä {É® ÂºÉàÉÖpÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ +ÉSUÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ {ÉènÉ BÉEÉÒ VÉÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* +ÉÂ¤É BÉEãÉ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEc nä ÉÊBÉE MÉäcÚÆ BÉEÉÒ JÉäiÉÉÒ ÂºÉä Â£ÉÉÒ {ÉÂªÉÉÇẤ É®hÉ
{É® Â¤ÉÖ®É +ÉÂºÉ® {ÉÂ½iÉÉ cè iÉÉä BÉDÂªÉÉ càÉÉ®ÉÒ ÂºÉÖ|ÉÉÒàÉ BÉEÉä]Ç MÉäcÚÆ BÉEÉÒ JÉäiÉÉÒ BÉEÉä Â£ÉÉÒ <ÆbÂº]ÅÉÒ BÉE®É® näMÉÉÒ? ÂªÉc ABÉE ÂºÉÉäSÉxÉä BÉEÉ ÉÊẤ ÉÂÉÂªÉ cè, <ÂºÉ {É® àÉÖZÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ãÉÆÂ¤ÉÉÒ-SÉÉèÂ½ÉÒ iÉBÉE®ÉÒ® xÉcÉÓ
BÉE®xÉÉÒ cè* àÉé BÉßEÉÊÂÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉä ÉÊÂºÉ{ÉEÇ <iÉxÉÉ BÉEcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE +ÉÉ{É lÉÉäÂ½É =xÉ <ãÉÉBÉEÉå {É® Â£ÉÉÒ iÉẤ ÉVVÉc nå VÉÉä ÂºÉàÉÖp ÂºÉä nÚ® cé, ãÉäÉÊBÉExÉ VÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ +ÉSUÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂºàÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉUÉÊãÉÂªÉÉÆ Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ
iÉÉnÉn àÉå {ÉènÉ cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cé* +ÉÉVÉ Â£ÉÉÒ =kÉ® |ÉnäÂ¶É àÉå +ÉSUÉÒ ÉÊBÉEÂºàÉ BÉEÉÒ àÉUãÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ iÉÉnÉn àÉå JÉÖn-Â¤É-JÉÖn {ÉènÉ cÉäiÉÉÒ cè +ÉÉè® +ÉMÉ® càÉ BÉEÉäÉÊÂ¶ÉÂ¶É BÉE®å iÉÉä =ÂºÉBÉEÉÒ BÉDẤ ÉÉÉÊãÉ]ÉÒ
+ÉÉè® BÉDẤ ÉÉÆÉÊ]]ÉÒ BÉEÉä càÉ Â¤ÉfÃÉ ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé*

VÂªÉÉnÉ xÉ BÉEcBÉE® àÉé Â¶É®n {ÉẤ ÉÉ® VÉÉÒ BÉEÉä ABÉE Â¤ÉÉ® ÉÊ{ÉE® àÉÖÂ¤ÉÉ®BÉEÂ¤ÉÉn näiÉÉ cÚÆ ÉÊBÉE Ấ Éä ÂªÉc ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ ãÉÉA* àÉé SÉÉcÚÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE AäÂºÉä c® {ÉEèÂºÉãÉä BÉEÉä VÉÉä näÂ¶É BÉEÉÒ iÉ®BÉDBÉEÉÒ +ÉÉè® näÂ¶É BÉEä
=i{ÉÉnxÉ àÉå Â¤ÉÉvÉÉ Â¤ÉxÉ ®cä cÉå, =xÉ ÂºÉÉ®ä àÉÉàÉãÉÉå àÉå BÉEÉxÉÚxÉÂºÉÉWÉÉÒ BÉE®BÉEä Â¤ÉäVÉÉ MÉãÉiÉ cÂºiÉFÉä{É BÉEÉä +ÉÉMÉä Â£ÉÉÒ ®ÉäBÉExÉä BÉEÉ |ÉÂªÉÉÂºÉ ÂªÉc ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉE®äMÉÉÒ* <xcÉÓ Â¶ÉÂ¤nÉå BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ àÉé
+É{ÉxÉÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉàÉÉ{iÉ BÉE®iÉÉ cÚÄ*

 

MR. CHAIRMAN : Now, there is a provision in the Bill that representation is given to coastal States only by rotation.
In the Coastal Aquaculture Authority which is to be formed, as per the provisions of this Bill, only coastal States are
representatives to the Authority by rotation. Now, interior States are not given representation because they do not
come within the purview of this Bill. Am I correct?

THE MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE AND MINISTER OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC
DISTRIBUTION (SHRI SHARAD PAWAR): Yes, Sir. The Bill is restricted to coastal area.

 

SHRI C.K. CHANDRAPPAN (TRICHUR): Mr. Chairman, Sir, I rise to support this Bill, and I congratulate the UPA
Government and more specially the hon. Minister, Shri Sharad Pawar for bringing forward this Bill because it has
been lying in hibernation for the last eight years.

It is something like Ahalya Moksha as described in our Puranas. Yes, the reasons are obvious. So, I congratulate
you because you have now brought this Bill which will create conditions for our pisciculture to develop faster.
Though our export earning from fishery comes to more than Rs.6,000 crore, I may say, we are still at an infant state
as an industry, as a farming area to develop. It is because in the coastal area, according to the statistics and many
people have said also that 12-14 lakh hectares of land could be developed. We have developed roughly 14 per
cent of that. So, with this, if we can provide employment to nearly four lakh people and earn an income of more than
Rs.6,000 crore, once this Bill is made as an Act, it will give an impetus for further development, more employment
and more wealth in the country. So, that is the reason that we support it.

Also, one should know that basically this is a small farmers' business because 91 per cent of the farmers engaged
in this aquaculture have only less than two hectares of land and only six per cent of the farmers are middle-class
with a land holding between two and five hectares. The big sharks are only three per cent. So, it is basically a small
man's occupation. It provides employment; it generates wealth; and it should create conditions so that our
environment in the coastal area also is protected.

So, while supporting this, I must say that there are two aspects which should have been included in the Bill. If you
could bring amendment later, it would be all right. Clause 11 deals with the duties of the Coastal Aquaculture
Authority. The Authority may make any inspection, survey, etc. I would like to add to it, research and development
on sustainable basis and environment friendly



 

aquaculture. Only then, probably we can see that this becomes a sustainable occupation which will be environment
friendly. For that, this new Authority should be entrusted with the task of taking up research and development and
training.

There is one more aspect that I would like to add there, that is, to ensure supply of quality seeds and quality feeds
which are very important. According to the statistics, it is said that at present more than 50 per cent of the seeds
available for the cultivation shrimps is substandard. Similarly, the feeds available are also substandard and toxic.
So, if this Authority is entrusted with these two jobs, then probably you are asking this Authority to do a complete
job. It will not only do inspection, give certificates and all that but also ensure that the industry is sustained.

The industry remains environment friendly if good feeds and seeds are provided. So, I would like these two things
to be taken into account. Another doubt that I have, which has been also expressed by other speakers, is with
regard to clauses 15 and 22, wherein the provisions were: "The court cannot intervene with the decisions taken by
the Authority". I can understand that. But how is it going to affect it when bureaucratic decisions are taken or
decisions are taken with vested interest? If it cannot be challenged in a court of law, probably people will be put in a
great difficulty.

So, I would request the Minister to look into that matter whether clauses 15 and 22 need some kind of improvement
so that we assure a protection to the aggrieved. These are some of the issues I would like to highlight. On the
whole, I support this Bill because at the beginning I cited the reasons. I wish that this Bill would be implemented
soon.

With these words, I conclude.

 

 

SHRI M.M. PALLAM RAJU (KAKINADA): Sir, I thank you for giving me this opportunity to speak on the Coastal
Aquaculture Authority Bill, 2005. I think that it is a very important Bill. It has wide reaching consequences for the
protection of our ecology, for the protection of a large number of small and marginal farmers, for the welfare of a
large unorganised workforce that is associated with the industry, and lastly but most important, on the aspect of
economic health of the nation through the substantial contribution of our seafood exports.

I come from the coastal constituency of Kakinada where Aquaculture is extensively practised, and from the
Godavari district where shrimp farming and pisci-culture have contributed towards the economic transformation of
the region. I am happy to contribute my thoughts during the debate on this important Bill. I have been a ringside
observer to the growth of the industry, its successes and the trials that this industry has gone through.

Sir, to go into a bit of history, the activity of shrimp farming kicked off in a big way in the early nineties after its
commercial farming successes in Thailand, Indonesia and Vietnam. Small farmers with small tracts of agricultural
land, which were in close proximity to the sea, got into the activity as it was important for an appropriate mix of fresh
water and sea water for the sustenance of the shrimp seed which would grow into shrimp, and which could be
exploited commercially. There were great success stories of unimaginable profits and the shrimp farmers saw a lot
of quick wealth all across the States that were quick to exploit this new field.

This new wealth generation opportunity encouraged a lot of small farmers to jump into the fray, in the process
leading to large areas of good agricultural land being converted into aquaculture ponds, misuse of agricultural
infrastructure like letting out this pond drainage into the agricultural drains thereby polluting agricultural drains and
other unhealthy practices that had a detrimental effect on the healthy agricultural environment, and the fragile
marine ecology of coastal areas across the country. Large companies also jumped into the activity for the reason of
profits.

Subsequent to this came the opportunity to set up shrimp hatcheries for producing the shrimp seed. Here again, the
large returns prompted a large number of entrepreneurs to enter the field without sensitivity to the coastal or
ecological concerns. In spite of the presence of the CRZ regulations, and ecological concerns, the returns of the
industry blinded several entrepreneurs to violate CRZ norms, and other norms.

The other opportunity that also came up simultaneously was the feed that was needed for nurturing the shrimp to
ensure healthy growth and size which fetched a premium from export markets worldwide, primarily the USA, Japan
and Europe. However, all the seasons of the crop did not ensure great yields. There were several failures due to
entrepreneurs not following healthy farming practices; and they wanted larger yields through higher stacking of the



ponds thereby leading to diseases and pollution of the entire stock. Freezing plants were another opportunity for
that the trade threw up for ensuring proper packaging and storing of shrimp for the export markets.

All the above activities led to a lot of direct employment and indirect employment, both in the educated workforce
and in the unorganised labour. A lot of fishermen living in proximity to ponds, hatcheries and freezing plants got
gainfully employed, leading to alternative means of livelihood other than fishing activity in the sea. However, the
industry has had its own share of problems and we saw the Supreme Court order which had a detrimental effect on
the growth of the industry. In such cases, we tend to ignore greater polluting industries like the ship-breaking
industry, which have far more devastating consequences on the ecology of our coastline. Against this, we should
see this trade in proper view and give it its due support.

 

Somewhere down the line, the industry has also suffered, taking a big blow from the decrease in exports mainly
because of the reason of farmers, packagers and exporters not taking adequate measures for ensuring
international norms and standards for export quality. The current crisis that the industry faces today is the usage of
anti-biotics which the US market is resisting. So, it is these things that should also be kept in mind when we try to
encourage the industry.

Currently, the average production in India is about 100,000 metric tonnes of shrimp per annum, contributing to
about Rs. 3,000-6,000 crore exports annually, the second foreign exchange earner after IT exports. This is where
the trade potential and opportunity lies that the nation cannot afford to lose. The huge employment that the industry
is generated is another strong justification why this industry should be supported and encouraged.

Currently, there are about 12 lakh to 15 lakh unskilled labourers in this sector, primarily in the rural areas. While we
attempt to pass this Bill and implement it, we have to keep in mind that this opportune area needs to be encouraged
for the economic benefits that it presents to the nation. Only a fraction of the land available for agriculture is
currently being exploited and a lot could be done for increasing the usage of land. Currently, about 150,000
hectares of land is being utilised as against available land of 12 lakh hectares. Again, most of this land is not
suitable for other agricultural purposes. So, we are putting land that is not suitable for other purposes to productive
utility and this should be encouraged. Against this backdrop, I think, the Bill provides a great opportunity and I would
like to offer the following suggestions.

It should be kept in mind that the livelihood of a lot of small and marginal farmers is at stake; that there is a large
number of direct employment and indirect employment that the activity has generated; that it is absolutely
necessary to protect the fragile marine ecology along the coast, which is so important for the livelihood of the
fishing community which lives along the coast of India; that prudent judgement should be made regarding
conversion of existing agricultural land for aquaculture; that punishment should be severe for violating ecological
and environmental norms; that we should encourage the conditions for strengthening the infrastructure necessary
for maintaining an efficient and effective cold chain for maintaining the quality of exports; and that suitable credit
should be made available to make this industry grow and sustain in a healthy manner which would lead to its
healthy growth.

I feel that credible entrepreneurs from the industry should also be appointed to the Authority to give an empathetic
angle to the industry.

Again, we have a good body, called the MPEDA, which should be strengthened for effective and efficient
dissemination of advice and information. That will lead to quality of the exports. The effective monitoring of the
quality of the seed and the feed by the Authority at the usage level would go a long way in ensuring the quality of
the end product. I think, that is very important. ...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN : Please conclude.

SHRI M.M. PALLAM RAJU : Sir, I am concluding.

The Authority should be an enabler of healthy aquaculture practices for the proper usage of land and towards
contributing to the strengthening of the economy. It is important to enable and to regulate this activity in a positive
manner and in a constructive manner. So, this Bill is an important first step in this right direction.

So, with these few words, I support this Bill.

 

PROF. M. RAMADASS (PONDICHERRY): Sir, I rise to support this Bill on behalf of our Party, PMK. The objects of



this Bill are excellently framed and the provisions contained in this Bill go to help the development of one of the vital
sectors of the economy, namely, the fishing sector, which is next only to agriculture in terms of employment,
livelihood, exports and a number of other forward and backward linkages. Therefore, this Bill now seeks to provide
a protection to this industry by creating a Regulatory Authority.

One of the most important reasons as to why we support this Bill is that the Government has been extremely
responsive in accepting the recommendations of the Supreme Court and has brought this Bill in consonance with
the judgement of the Supreme Court dated 11th December, 1996. Therefore, we are able to satisfy the
considerations of the Supreme Court with regard to environment.

Secondly, this Bill strikes a nice compromise or a balance between economic considerations and ecological
considerations. As the House is aware and as the Hon. Chairman is aware, the shrimp industry in India has been
making very rapid strides. As other Hon. Members have pointed out, the contributions made by this industry have
been immense. But, unfortunately, as in every other sphere of the Indian economy, the development in this country
has always had its own disaster. The more you develop the economy either in agriculture or in fisheries or any
industry, you get the offshoot of it in terms of environmental hazard and this industry was no exception to this trend.
A large number of chemicals, which are used in this industry, have polluted the environment and the
environmentalists have taken up this issue to a level beyond proportion. Therefore, the question before the
Government was to encourage this activity or to end this activity. Now, both options would have been disastrous.
Therefore, the Government took what is called a `gold-mean' approach that we are not ending this, but we are
mending this profession. So, this Bill tries to provide a balanced economic development, as portrayed by the
shrimp, aquaculture development and also the environmental consideration and that is the greatest utility of this Bill.

The third important feature of this Bill is that it provides autonomous power, autonomous character to the
Regulatory Authority, which implies that no government, no environmental organisation or no other group can
intervene in the activities of this Authority. The composition of Authority is such that it includes all the experts who
are concerned in the development of the shrimp culture. Therefore, we can get the best advice and try to promote
this industry from a sustainable point of view, from the point of view of the long-run ecological and economic
development.

So, the autonomous character of this Bill is so fascinating that it has to be approved. Now, there are many more
merits of this Bill which I do not want to elaborate, but at the same time, I would like to put forth some of the views
which can be considered by the hon. Minister of Agriculture, who has been kind enough to bring this Bill and to give
focus to it.

Now, I come to one of the important issues with regard to composition of the authority. It is true that all the
concerned people are there, but two groups, which have a say in this matter, in the matter of development of shrimp
culture as far as the coastal areas are concerned, have been left out of the authority. For example, a large number
of small farmers are involved in this profession and a large number of fishermen, who are living in the coastal areas,
are going to be affected by this development. Who is represented in this authority? You have got experts. You have
got representatives of the States and Union Territories. You have got people from the Ministry of Agriculture and
the Ministry of Environment. You have got everybody, but who will be able to place before the Committee the
problems faced by the small and marginal farmers in the aquaculture industry and who will represent the views of
the fishermen? Therefore, I would urge upon the Government to provide some representation to the farmers in
aquaculture as well as somebody from the fishing industry.

 

The second important thing is that the thousand-metre regulation, condition has to be looked in or has to be re-
visited after the tsunami which has brought devastating effect on the soil conditions in the coastal areas. Sir, you
know that the Union Territory of Pondicherry, Tamil Nadu, Kerala, Andaman & Nicobar Islands and Andhra Pradesh
are coastal in character and have got a lot of shrimp activities, aquacultural activities. Those activities have been
affected by the tsunami waves. Consequently, the salinity, the soil fertility in these areas has been affected. So, it
has to be looked into by the Government whether this thousand-metre regulation would still be relevant and valid.

The third important thing is that there is an omnibus provision in the Bill which says that no suit, prosecution or
other legal proceedings shall lie against the Central Government or the authority or the Chairperson and other
members of the authority and so on and so forth. Given the past experiences, I am afraid that this provision would
give unwieldy powers to this authority to act according to its own whims and fancies. We do not have dearth of
examples in this country where Commissions and Committees have acted in contravention of public interest. I would
only feel that some kind of an amendment should be brought to this clause and we should not vest with the
authority enormous powers. This is my suggestion.



Since 90 per cent of the farmers are small and marginal farmers here, why do you not think of forming co-operatives
for them? Just as we have farmers'' service co-operatives, why are small co-operative groups could not be formed
so that you can provide all assistance in cash and kind through these co-operatives and relieve the farmers from
the financial distress or financial burden which they may have? Once you remove this, they would be able to
contribute a greater deal.

 

Then, there is the question of management of aquaculture. It requires specialised skills, it requires acumen on the
part of the people so that the environmental hazards do not occur. The use of chemicals and the application of
various other devices may create or may require specific talents and specific management techniques. The
Fisheries Departments of the Union Territory and of States today are not capable of providing this support to the
farmers. Even the NGOs are not so much specialised in this area to provide this input to the farmers. If this
safeguard is not provided, perhaps the aquaculture industry will face a long-term problem. That is why, I would feel
that the Central Government, through the State Government, should help or encourage formation of self-help
groups among the small farmers.

In Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu, the Government is encouraging the formation of aqua clubs which are catching
the attention of the people as it renders a lot of assistance to the people. Why do we not have this as a universal
phenomenon and the Government comes forward with the scheme of providing aqua clubs to the people?

Lastly, the Government, at any rate, should be very careful to see that the multinationals do not enter in any form or
guise, either in terms of technical support or in terms of financial guidance, into Indian coastal areas and exploit the
marine products or wealth of this country.

Let us not experiment with the British method of exploiting India as it would result in resource drain from this country
in the years to come. Therefore, the Government should take all these factors into account to provide a sustainable
basis for the development of aquaculture in this country. Therefore, I wholeheartedly support this Bill.

 

DR. BABU RAO MEDIYAM (BHADRACHALAM): Sir, thank you very much. I rise to support the Coastal Aquaculture
Authority Bill 2005.

As we all know, the aquaculture industry is growing, and it is providing employment not only to the farmers, but also
to the local fishermen, scientists, biochemists, etc. In our State, Andhra Pradesh, it has spread over seven districts.
The aquaculture farming gives us a lot of foreign exchange. But as there was no such Act, the aquaculture farmers
were incurring losses. They were also getting cheated by a lot of moneylenders.

I want to cite an example. In July last, about 30 aquaculture farmers came from Nellore District -- where the
aquaculture farming is abundant -- to Delhi. They came to Delhi to meet the hon. Minister of Commerce because a
virus infection, in the year 2002, had caused huge loss to the farmers. The Marine Products Export Development
Authority (MPEDA), which is located in Kerala, had sanctioned them some beneficiary amount. Almost all the DDs
and cheques were prepared, but the previous Government stopped it on the plea that the elections were going to
take place. Even 10 months' after the election, the cheques are not issued to the farmers. They came to meet the
hon. Minister of Commerce, and gave him a representation on this issue. They also gave representations, through
me and other hon. Members from Andhra Pradesh, to the Ministry of Commerce, but still they did not get it.
Therefore, these events would not occur with the enactment of such a Bill by us.

Aquaculture farming also results in ecological imbalances. The most prominent hazards are salinity of ground water,
barrenness of the land, scarcity of drinking water in the areas where it is being done, etc. Therefore, I demand a
provision to be included in the Bill to protect the ecology from these hazards.

On the other hand, some provisions should be made in the Bill to provide support to the aquaculture farmers, who
are facing a lot of trouble. The support must be in the following areas. Firstly, we must provide them with some bank
credit because they are small and marginal farmers. They must be provided with bank credit to purchase land,
pesticides, feed, antibiotics, etc. Secondly, they must be covered under some insurance scheme like LIC, etc.
Otherwise, the farmers are at a loss if there is a virus attack or some such thing. Therefore, some provision must be
made to cover the aquaculture farmers under some sort of an insurance scheme. Thirdly, technical support should
be provided to them from the scientific angle. Fourthly, they must be provided with a good amount of feed,
pesticides and antibiotics at cheaper rates.

They must be provided with cold storage facilities to preserve their produce because they are producing very high
quality of prawns. Each prawn almost weighs about a kilogram. They are producing such good quality prawns, and



they must be provided with some facilities to preserve their produce and also help them by providing better
marketing facilities. Since 90 per cent of the produce is exported or marketed outside, they must be provided with
good marketing facilities.

SHRI J.M. AARON RASHID (PERIYAKULAM): I rise to support this Bill. Our UPA Chairperson and our Leader,
Madam Sonia Gandhi, visited all the coastal areas affected by Tsunami. I am thankful to the Chairperson, the
Government, and our hon. Prime Minister who has given more than Rs. 5,000 crore as compensation to the
affected fishermen.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Are you not speaking in Tamil? You have given notice to speak in Tamil. No doubt, you can
speak in English.

SHRI J.M. AARON RASHID : I will speak in Tamil.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You can continue your speech in English. It was written here that you will be speaking in Tamil.
You can continue your speech in English. There is no harm in it.

SHRI J.M. AARON RASHID : The wastelands which are 500 metres away from the seaside should be given to
fishermen families who are below the poverty line. The wasteland should also be given to the self-help groups, local
societies, and to those who are living in that area for more than two decades so that the unemployment problem in
the coastal areas will be solved, and it will also fetch good foreign exchange revenue. Secondly, bank loans should
be given to fishermen in the coastal areas on easy installment basis. Thirdly, environmental impact study should be
conducted. Research and periodic inspection of the coastal areas should also be conducted.

The farmers who are cultivating shrimps are using improved technology for increased production, but they should
not use 20 banned antibiotics, as directed by the hon. Supreme Court. To monitor this, the State and Central
Governments should set up a monitoring committee in the coastal areas where aquaculture farms are located. The
Government wastelands, like salt-pans, mangroves, forest lands earmarked by the Government for the villagers'
common use, should be given to the fishermen families, who are below the poverty line, to do aquaculture. In this
way, the problem of unemployment and poverty could be solved to some extent.

Big business houses are occupying the lands of the poor fishermen by giving small loans and advances to them.
They are taking away their lands and constructing big ponds, each occupying 2.5 acres, which is causing problems
to the local people. These ponds are located just 50 metres away from the source of their livelihood and their
houses. Moreover, the water in the 15' x 20' well, that was dug up to draw water for their daily use, has become
polluted. Therefore, the CRZ notification that prescribes the minimum limit of 1,000 metres should not only be
implemented but should also be monitored. The ponds should not come up near the highways or housing areas
because the chemicals used in these ponds produce bad smell. The Government has to ensure that groundwater is
not polluted in the villages where these fishermen live, otherwise it may cause problems from the point of their
livelihood and also the availability of drinking water to them.

The Government should identify prospective lands for the farmers for prawn and aquaculture, and hatcheries. Small
fishermen catch fish in Pullicat and Buckingham lakes. The Government should see that wastewater from the ponds
is not let out just like that. Wastewater from the farm lands goes via these bunds into the sea. Because of this, trees
in those areas become dry. In those areas, coconut trees, palm trees, mango trees are dying due to excess of water
logging. People who have lost their land and trees should be given compensation by the Government. Used water
should be treated properly and sent back to the sea through pipelines.

 

Garbage generated by the hatcheries is highly hazardous and that should also be properly disposed of. I would,
once again, request the Government to look into all the pros and cons of this issue. This sector earns a lot of
foreign exchange for the Government. Currently it is earning about Rs.7,000 crore, and it may reach up to Rs.1 lakh
crore. So, the Government should lay more emphasis on this industry. The Government should give importance to
the small farmers and below the poverty line families living on the coastline of this country.

DR. SUJAN CHAKRABORTY (JADAVPUR): Sir, this is a very important discussion. Though we have had to wait for
a long time for so many years, a discussion at the introduction stage of the Bill is quite due. While I generally
support the Bill, there are some specific issues which should be looked into very categorically.

The Coastal Aquaculture Authority Bill obviously will interfere in the entire coastal management processes and
procedures that we are having. Aquaculture is definitely an agri-industry in the country, the potential of which is
enormous. There is no doubt about it. That is more particularly so in our country because we are having a very
huge coastline and vast coastal areas. Bio-diversity in the coastal areas is also huge. So, the issue of specific



documentation of flora and fauna and how those can be sustained along side should be properly planned. Hence,
the Authority must take a holistic, comprehensive view of the entire issue.

There is no doubt that basically it will help in developing effectively in the field of economy. Simultaneously, the
question of maintenance of environment is a very serious issue and a serious concern. All of us know that marine
biology these days is a very specific and specialised subject. Many countries in the world are now concentrating on
research and development in marine biology. Therefore, I propose that in the entire approach, functioning and
everything of Aquaculture Authority, the question of scientific research and development is a continuous process
and it should be maintained side by side.

Since this is a very lucrative industry, exports are very important. Some of my friends were referring to MPEDA. I
believe MPEDA should also be augmented in proper fashion.
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Since it is a lucrative industrial business, from that sense, the question of aggression from MNCs may come. We
should see as to how to checkmate that aggression. This is obviously very important. For over-profiting, what
happens is that most of the times, other areas and normal land also get engulfed by these big companies. Hence,
the question of salinity and desalination will be a very serious concern and the same should definitely be looked
into specifically.

From the viewpoint of over-exploitation of the marine products, I would like to categorically say that chemical
degradation is a continuous phenomena, on which we should keep an eye from the very beginning.

Multinationals generally use big trawlers. We should properly regulate them in a coordinated manner. As they see
aquaculture from the angle of profit, even the fish seedlings are getting destroyed. As a result, our country may lose
tremendously in future. Hence, I would suggest some three or four points.

The question of involving farmers along the coastline is to be seen or looked into in a priority manner. In this area,
we have to arrange cooperatives of fishermen and self-help groups, provide them bank credit and get them
remunerative prices. By this way, an important content of our unemployment problem can be tackled if we
undertake it in a categorical and planned manner.

Providing complete communication in the coastal and remote areas would help them scientifically at the time of
disasters. Now a days, we are talking of effective disaster management and the same should be provided.

My specific suggestion is in regard to the question of seed and feed. I would like to know as to how to arrange and
manage seed and feed gainfully. This aspect should be looked into categorically.

In the Bill, representation of the farmers is not there. Representation of the farmers is a must. Otherwise, their
interests cannot be safeguarded. Like the importance of research and development, scientific management and
environmental maintenance, similarly, involvement of fishermen is important. Fishermen should also be involved in
the Central policy-making.

I do not see any reason as to why a retired High Court Judge is a must for the Chairmanship. Why is it so? A
person with a scientific bent of mind or an all-knowing person probably can take up the task, regulate and look into
aquaculture from a scientific point of view and from the views of coastal aquaculture, science and environment.
Taking the above into consideration, the Authority should be composed. With these words, I thank you, Sir, and
conclude my speech.

 

 

 

SHRIMATI D. PURANDESWARI (BAPATLA): Sir, I rise to participate in the discussion on the Coastal Aquaculture
Authority Bill, 2005. The Supreme Court in its judgement in the year 1996 had identified and recognised
aquaculture to be an industry and directed that no aquaculture activity should be grounded in the coastal area. The
Court further directed that an Aquaculture Authority needs to be established through a proper legislative
intervention which would look into the regularisation of the setting up of aquaculture in the coastal area. The
Supreme Court, just by the stroke of a pen, as it were, had decided to ban all aquaculture farms, whether intensive,
semi-intensive, extensive or semi-extensive, in the coastal regulatory zone. It permitted the traditional and the
improved traditional aquaculture. Because of this judgement by the Supreme Court, a lot of people were thrown out



of employment, almost around three lakh people were to be thrown out of employment who were totally and solely
dependent on the aquaculture activity. The land use for these aquaculture activities was the saline coastal belt
which could not be utilized for any other activity. In order to safeguard the interests of these workers and to promote
the growth of the aquaculture industry, it was very important that this aquaculture industry should be protected in
consistence with the safeguarding of the environment.

Indian marine product sector has been assured a place of pride in the global economy and the country has now
become the second largest fish producer in the world. The fishing resource in India is indeed a very high bonanza
for setting up a giant aqua industry in our country. By virtue of its strategic location in the Indian Ocean, our country
comes under the influence of two monsoons which bring in sufficient water to replenish brackish and salt water
bodies which are used for aqua farming. Also, we have a lot of coastal marshy areas, coastal lagoons, and shallow
inland water which can be used for the aqua farming also. If the Government takes appropriate steps to augment
the aquaculture, this can earn a very high foreign exchange. This can also create a lot of employment for lots of
people living in the coastal belt. Therefore, I would welcome this Bill. However, according to me, there are certain
grey areas which I would like the Government to give a little thought to.

Under clause 4, the proposed Bill provides for the composition of a Coastal Aqua Authority and the appointment of
a Chairperson and the members. Here, there has been no representation from the fishing community at all to
safeguard their interest. A majority of them are small farmers. Their interest needs to be safeguarded. Therefore,
there should be necessarily a representative from the fishing community, just as my colleague Prof. Ramadass had
pointed out.

Secondly, the Chairperson of the proposed Authority is either to be a sitting or a serving Judge. Basically, the
rationale behind this is not very clear. However, since problems of aquaculture are of national importance and they
have international ramifications, the Chairperson of the Authority should either be a retired or serving Judge of
either the High court or the Supreme Court and preferably the Supreme Court.

In clause 11, sub-clause 2, when the Authority orders for the removal or demolition of an aquaculture farm,
compensation has to be paid and it has to be decided by a person to be appointed by the Authority who is endowed
with the power of a District Magistrate. Instead of getting somebody from outside into the Authority and then
endowing him with magisterial power, it would be more apt if the District Magistrate of that area or any other District
Magistrate himself is bestowed with these powers so that this would ensure credibility to the arbitrator also.

Next point is about authorisation under clause 12. It talks about authorising any person to inspect any coastal
aquaculture land, pond, pen or enclosure. But care should be taken so that this provision does not ensure ushering
in of the Inspector raj again because this will give rise to a lot of corruption and bribery. This will act as an
impediment to the growth of aquaculture.

 

Now, clause 13 sub-clause 8(a) says that no coastal aquaculture shall be carried on within two hundred metres
from High Tide Lines. Sir, according to Coastal Regulation Zone, no activity should take place within the 500-metre
band along the coastal area. So, this needs to be looked into. I think it is very essential that we should again look
into this 200 metre norm, especially that we were hit by the Tsunami on 26 th December, 2004, and consider the
500-metre norm. I think that it is very essential.

The Supreme Court Judgment dated 11-12-1996 directed that no shrimpculture or shrimp-farm should be
constructed at a distance of about 1000 metres of Chilika or Pulicat lake to safeguard the environment. For this, I
find no mention in the Bill at all. So, I think that basically all the aqua-farms should be located at a distance from all
such sanctuaries to protect them.

There have also been attempts to close down the research organisations spread all over the coastal areas so as to
bring them under one body. I think that it is very essential to retain them as and where they are. It is because they
would be then easily accessible to the people living along the coastal areas, especially taking into consideration the
requirements like good feed, good seed and all these things.

Both promotional and regularity activities have been entrusted to the Coastal Aquaculture Authority. These two
activities need totally different mindsets. When you look at promotional activity, you need to have a positive outlook.
Whereas in case of regulatory activities, there is more of a negative outlook. So, it is very essential that both these
activities are under different bodies. I should be very ideal if the regulatory activities continue under the present
authority and have a promotional authority to look into promotional activities. This should be very ideal. This would
definitely facilitate the growth of our aquaculture.



With these few words, I support the Bill introduced today.

 
 

 

SHRI S.K. KHARVENTHAN (PALANI): Sir, I rise to support this Bill.

Sir, with respect to aquaculture and sericulture, the hon. Supreme Court has given clear directions as to what steps
are to be taken to safeguard the interests of the public, how public demands have to be formed and aquaculture to
be developed.

Actually, Sir, in Tamil Nadu, from Madras to Cape Comerin nearing to 500 kms. of coastal area, Nagapattinam,
Karaikal, Thanangambady, Poraiyar, Thanjavur, Pudukottai, Tuticorin, Kanya Kumari, Kancheepuram and
Pazhaverkadu − the people were obstructed in so many places for the reason the wastes are coming from these
kinds of industries affecting the drinking water, particularly borewell due to chemicals. A number of chemicals were
identified by the hon. Supreme Court. It also banned nearly 20 chemicals. Another important thing is that the
farmers are afraid of this development of aquaculture and sericulture. In this area, the coconut, banana and all
plants are affected. Moreover, they were purchasing the agricultural lands at lesser prices and using them for this
purpose. They are afraid that their houses and lands would be affected. There are so many Government lands that
can be used for this purpose. Between Nagapattinam and Kancheepuram in Tamil Nadu, so many agitations were
there, people were arrested and cases were also filed against them for opposing this thing.

Aquaculture and shrimpculture are other industries that are giving more money to the Government. One such
variety is available in Rameshwaram. "It is TIGER PRAWN." They are exporting very large number of varieties
throughout the world. It would give a very good income. This Bill will go in solving all such problems as per hon.
Supreme Court directions. Hence, I welcome this Bill.

 

 

SHRI KINJARAPU YERRANNAIDU (SRIKAKULAM): Mr. Speaker, Sir, I rise to support this Bill wholeheartedly on
behalf of the Telugu Desam Party.

In our country, we have a long coastline. In Andhra Pradesh also, we have more than 1,000 kms. of long coastline.

This Bill was introduced in the Rajya Sabha seven years ago. It had lapsed. Again a new Bill was introduced. When
the UF Government was in power, Shri Chaturanan Misra was the Agriculture Minister. He introduced this Bill.
When NDA was in power, Shri Ajit Singh was the Agriculture Minister. He tried to introduce this Bill. Anyway, the
present Government has brought forward this Bill. This will safeguard the interests of lakhs of small and marginal
fishermen families and also the industry.

According to me, we have to protect the coastal environment, the livelihood of lakhs of people who are living in the
coastal area.
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After the Supreme Court judgement, the whole industry has collapsed. Since 1996, the industry and the small and
marginal farmers, as also the fishermen had requested the Government of India to constitute an Authority, namely,
Coastal Regulatory Authority, as per the direction of the Supreme Court. This Authority will safeguard the industry
and the fishermen community in our country.

With this industry, we will get three lakh direct employment; with the ancillary units, we can get employment for
about seven lakh people in our country. Every year, we are earning, Rs.6,000 crore as foreign exchange through
this industry. If we safeguard this industry, employment potential will also increase. We have to protect the
livelihood of the fishermen community, particularly when there is the problem of salinity of water. Even now,
fishermen are not getting safe drinking water in the coastal areas. With this industry, now there is a fear among the
fishermen community that the ground water quality will further deteriorate and the salinity of water would increase,
and then, the fishermen would suffer a lot in the coming days. So, that caution should be taken by this Ministry.

We will be creating this Authority with a sitting Judge or a former Judge. But according to me, the Chairman should
be a technocrat. Normally, from the judiciary, they may not have enough knowledge about aquaculture; so, if there
is a technocrat as the Chairman, he could take care of this industry, the environmental aspects and the problems



faced by the fishermen.

Moreover, in this Bill, there is no provision to have a representative from the fishermen community. There is a
provision for experts, for environmental people, and for others. But there is no provision for representing lakhs of
fishermen. So, we have to provide for one such person; we have to take one person from the fishermen community,
to safeguard their interests.

This Bill is a good Bill. Since the past eight years, we have been discussing about this; finally, the present
Agriculture Minister, Shri Sharad Pawar has brought forward this Bill. I am appreciating him on behalf of my Party.
He is giving a lot of boost to this industry. I am also appreciating him on behalf of the fishermen community and also
on behalf of this industry. Thank you.

...(Interruptions)

SHRIMATI TEJASWINI SEERAMESH (KANAKAPURA): Sir, I want to tell one thing. ...(Interruptions)

MR. CHAIRMAN : No. There is no need for that. Shri Vikrambhai Madam.
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gÉÉ Ò É ÊẤ É Âµ É Eà É Â£É É< Ç + ÉVÉ Çx É Â£É É< Ç à ÉÉbàÉ (VÉÉà Éx ÉMÉ®) : gÉÉ Ò É ÊẤ É Âµ É Eà É Â£É É< Ç + ÉVÉ Çx É Â£É É< Ç à ÉÉbàÉ (VÉÉà Éx ÉMÉ®) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ BÉßEÉÊÂÉ àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉä iÉ]ÉÒÂªÉ VÉãÉBÉßEÉÊÂÉ |ÉÉÉÊvÉBÉE®hÉ ÉÊẤ ÉvÉäÂªÉBÉE, 2005 ãÉäBÉE® +ÉÉÂªÉä cé, àÉé =ÂºÉBÉEÉ
ÂºÉàÉlÉÇxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä JÉÂ½É cÖ+ÉÉ cÚÆ*

ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ àÉcÉänÂªÉ, àÉé MÉÖVÉ®ÉiÉ BÉEä VÉÉàÉxÉMÉ® ÉÊxÉẤ ÉÉÇSÉxÉ FÉäjÉ ÂºÉä +ÉÉiÉÉ cÚÆ VÉÉä näÂ¶É BÉEÉ ÂºÉÂ¤É ÂºÉä Â¤ÉÂ½É BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ AÉÊ®ÂªÉÉ cè* {ÉÚ®ä ÂºÉÉè®ÉÂ]Å FÉäjÉ àÉå ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä BÉEÉä<Ç ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* Ấ ÉcÉÆ
BÉEä àÉUÖ+ÉÉ®ä Â¤ÉcÖiÉ nÖJÉÉÒ cé BÉDÂªÉÉåÉÊBÉE =xcå BÉEÉä<Ç ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉ xÉcÉÓ cè* àÉä®É ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É cè ÉÊBÉE =xcå ®cxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉÂªÉä VÉMÉc ÉÊàÉãÉä +ÉÉè® BÉEàÉ Â¤ÂªÉÉVÉ {É® jÉ@hÉ ÉÊàÉãÉä*

<ÂºÉÂºÉä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉ +É{ÉxÉä {Éè®Éå {É® JÉÂ½ä cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé, =xcå ®ÉäWÉMÉÉ® ÉÊàÉãÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® =xÉ ãÉÉäMÉÉå BÉEÉä +É{ÉxÉÉ VÉÉÒẤ ÉxÉ-ÂªÉÉ{ÉxÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA Â¤ÉÂ½ÉÒ ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉAÆ ÉÊàÉãÉåMÉÉÒ* àÉé àÉÆjÉÉÒ VÉÉÒ ÂºÉä
MÉÖWÉÉÉÊ®Â¶É BÉEÂ°ôÆMÉÉ ÉÊBÉE =xcå VÂªÉÉnÉ ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉAÆ àÉÖcèÂªÉÉ BÉE®ÉAÆ +ÉÉè® VÉèÂºÉä àÉä®ä {ÉÚẤ ÉÇẤ ÉBÉDiÉÉ+ÉÉäÆ xÉä Â¤ÉiÉÉÂªÉÉ ÉÊBÉE AäÂºÉä |ÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ =ÂºÉàÉå ®JÉå ÉÊVÉxÉÂºÉä =xcå VÂªÉÉnÉ ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ ÂºÉÖÉÊẤ ÉvÉÉAÆ
ÉÊàÉãÉå*
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BÉ ßE É ÊÂB É ßE É ÊÂ É à É Æj É É Ò i Él ÉÉ ={É Â£É É äB É Di É É à ÉÉà ÉãÉ ä, JÉÉtÉ AẤ É Æ Âº É É Ấ É ÇVÉ É Êx É BÉ E É ÊẤ É i É®h É àÉ Æj É É Ò (gÉÉ Ò Â¶É®n {É Ấ É É®) : É àÉ Æj É É Ò i Él ÉÉ ={É Â£É É äB É Di É É à ÉÉà ÉãÉ ä, JÉÉtÉ AẤ É Æ Âº É É Ấ É ÇVÉ É Êx É BÉ E É ÊẤ É i É®h É àÉ Æj É É Ò (gÉÉ Ò Â¶É®n {É Ấ É É®) : ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉ{ÉÉÊiÉ VÉÉÒ, àÉÖZÉä JÉÖÂ¶ÉÉÒ cè ÉÊBÉE ÉÊnJÉxÉä àÉå UÉä]ä àÉMÉ® Â¤ÉÂ½ä àÉciÂ
´É{ÉÚhÉÇ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ {É® BÉE<Ç àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå xÉä +ÉSUä ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É ®JÉä* In fact, I need not explain the entire background of this Bill because my
colleague, the Minister of State has already given the details. It is true, as Shri K.S. Rao has described, the issue
was pending for the last eight to ten years. I recollect when the Supreme Court took a decision, some of the
authorities, especially in the State of Andhra Pradesh, took immediate action. I was in the Opposition at that time
and I recollect there were many delegations from coastal areas, essentially, from Andhra Pradesh. A lot of
youngsters had taken huge loans from the banks. They had decided to pursue their career in this particular area.
But just because of one particular decision they had practically lost everything.

In those days, most of our colleagues from Andhra Pradesh, irrespective of the political party they belonged to,
came together. They tried to convince the Government that some corrective action was needed. In that way, it was
not very simple. Media, on the one hand, was taking a different approach. It was supporting the environmentalists.
The judgement was also totally in favour of the environmentalists. On the other hand, thousands and thousands of
youngsters, who had taken tremendous burden on their heads and had entered into this line as a profession, to
develop their own career, practically lost everything. But the process to take corrective action had started.

A Bill was introduced in Rajya Sabha. Unfortunately, the Parliament was dissolved and as a result, it was not
possible to take corrective action. Next year, again the Bill was introduced and was referred to the Standing
Committee. The Standing Committee had given a number of suggestions. My predecessor, Shri Ajit Singh, gave
opportunity to practically every interested person. As a result of this, the Government had got a number of
suggestions and it was not possible for the Government to bring an amendment Bill. Ultimately, a decision was
taken to introduce a fresh Bill. Though practically we have lost 10 years, I am happy that after wide consultation
and discussion with all concerned, State representatives, fishermen and farming community, we could bring this Bill.

The Rajya Sabha has cleared it and today I am happy that we are discussing this Bill for the last few hours. This is
one of the areas where there is a tremendous potential for a country like India. As my colleague, the Minister of
State, has described, our last year's export was something Rs.6000 crore. I am observing that in the last three
years, Vietnam has improved its exports substantially. It has touched practically Rs.10,000 crore for such a small
country. Thailand's export is somewhere near Rs.20000 crore. We are utilising hardly 14 per cent of land which is



not at all useful for any other purpose but we can use that land for this particular profession. After passing this Bill,
and if the respective State Governments are ready to give tremendous facilities and encouragement to those
youngsters who would like to enter in this line, I am sure, they -- along with our friends from coastal areas − would
try to create a situation where whatever India has lost in the last few years would be made up.

A number of points were raised by many hon. Members. Firstly, there was anxiety about how exactly we are going
to protect the environment. In fact, this issue was raised by certain section to protect the environment and the
judgement was also supporting this idea. In this regard, we have decided to follow the total Supreme Court
guidelines. The Supreme Court has said that it is the responsibility of the State to protect environment. In clause
11(1) there is a provision which says if anything happens which would ultimately affect the environment, the
Authority has got the right to take corrective action. For example, if any firm is causing damage, it is just possible
even to close that particular firm which is affecting environment.

 

A point was raised here regarding clauses 15 and 22 and it was said that they would practically stop people going
to any court. But that is not fully correct. Firstly, if you carefully study clauses 15 and 22, you will find that the
Authority will definitely give a hearing before taking any decision. There is an opportunity for a person to plead his
case before the Authority. To be frank, as per our Constitution, the writ jurisdiction of the High Court and the
Supreme Court is always there.

One of the hon. Members had raised the issue as to why opportunity should be given only to the judges to become
the Chairman of this Authority. In fact, this is a quasi-judicial Authority and giving opportunity to a judge, who is not
interested in taking sides, will definitely help in dispensing justice evenly from all angles.

An issue was raised about providing compensation. A mention of providing compensation has been made in clause
11(2) of the Bill. We would definitely think about a simple and effective system of appointing a person who can
decide about compensation. But such a provision of providing for compensation is very much there in the Bill.

A point was made as to what would happen in the event of the Authority deciding on rejection of a registration.
Clause 13(2) in the Bill deals with this particular subject. Refusal of registration can be done only after giving the
party in question an opportunity of hearing.

Hon. Member Shri K.S.Rao suggested that substantial land is available for use in this type of business and that
such a land should be given on lease to the poor people for coastal aquaculture. I think such a thing is possible
through guidelines. We could definitely take care of this aspect when we issue the guidelines. We will accept this
suggestion and try to implement it.

 

An issue was raised by many hon. Members here about the poor quality of seed and feed. In fact, we will ensure in
the guidelines that the seeds will be provided by hatcheries only and that these hatcheries will provide disease-free
seeds. An inspection machinery would also be put in place to keep an eye on the hatcheries.

I am fully aware of the events that took place in this industry in the last ten years. There are many cases and in
some cases the problems had been of a very serious nature. It is not just a loss to the entrepreneur, but if such a
message of loss is sent out to the outside world, then it would also affect our market abroad. From that angle we
have to be very careful. Effective steps will definitely be taken in this regard.

A point was made that there are a number of cases where moneylenders are exploiting and cheating these
entrepreneurs. I think, our total approach will be to give instructions to NABARD. We will also discuss with the
Authority, NABARD and RBI and try to send instructions to the banks that they should reserve certain percentage of
their resources to support this particular type of industry. I will discuss with NCDC and also try to introduce a
scheme where NCDC will also support this type of proposal, whether it is a co-operative proposal or a group
proposal or a proposal coming from the self-help groups. I would like to assure the House that money will not be a
problem. We would definitely take care to see that sufficient fund is provided.

Many hon. Members here have raised the issue about the composition of the Authority and practically most of the
Members have raised the issue about representation from the fisherman and farming community.

In fact, under clause 4 (3)(g), there is a provision that four members of coastal States can be included here. These
four members from the coastal States will be essentially from fishermen community or farmers, especially those who
are



 

interested in this particular area and those who try to protect the interests of entrepreneurs.

SHRI KINJARAPU YERRANNAIDU : It is better to incorporate it in the rules that out of the four members, two will be
from fishermen community and two from farming community. Nobody will object to it.

SHRI SHARAD PAWAR: I accept this suggestion and we will take care of it at the time of drafting.

Hon. K.S. Rao has raised one important issue. It is true that recently, the American Government has taken a
decision about anti-dumping duty. In fact, this particular issue was raised by the Minister for External Affairs who
recently visited America, and after discussion with the American authorities on this particular subject, they agreed
and gave an assurance to the Minister of State that they are ready to re-examine the entire issue and we are
expecting the result of it.

Shri Pallam Raju has made a suggestion that we should try to encourage cold chain and other infrastructure. In
fact, MPEDA will take corrective action in this area. In fact, we are not only thinking of it but some decisions are
already taken. But it will take some time to come to action. So, there is tremendous potential in our country in areas
like acquaculture and fishery sectors. Sizeable poor sections of the society are also associated with this particular
profession. A sizeable section of women is also associated in this field. We would like to give more support and
encouragement to them. That is why, we had decided to set up an organisation on the pattern of NDDB, the
National Dairy Development Board, which is one of the success stories in the country.

Once upon a time, this country was facing shortage of milk. I recall that when Shri Lal Bahadur Shastri was the
Prime Minister of the country, with his own idea, he had set up the National Dairy Development Board and
substantial money was provided by the Government of India in those days. Dr. Kurien was appointed to look after
this organisation. The organisation had introduced Operation Flood Scheme and today, India is the largest milk
producer in the world. We are number one in the world and this is a great success story. So, if this is a success
story in the field of milk, why not we follow exactly the same pattern for the development of fishery sector also? That
is why, we have decided to set up Fishery Development Board and I am happy to say that the Planning Commission
has, in principle, accepted our proposal and some limited provision is also suggested. We will be able to take a final
decision in course of time. I would like to assure the House that ultimately, we will solve problems like requirement
of development of infrastructure and others by this new organisation.

Shrimati Purandeswari has raised a different issue regarding the Chilika Lake which is not mentioned in this Bill.
We will take care of it. We will take suitable action which will ultimately cover this particular problem. We will provide
suitable action in our guidelines.

Many hon. Members have also suggested that we should give enough attention for research and development in
this particular field.

In fact, the Indian Council for Agricultural Research is already working in this area. One or two institutions have
been set up and they are doing an excellent job. I myself visited some of these institutions. They have developed
new varieties. They are also using transgenic technique. With the help of transgenic technique, they are developing
new breeds. I am confident that there will be perfect coordination between research organisations and the
entrepreneurs.

SHRI M.M. PALLAM RAJU : Sir, may I intervene at this point?

Research is happening but dissemination of research information is not taking place properly. To add to this
problem, what is happening is that they are trying to collate all the research organisations in one or two or three
locations. But there is a move to consolidate all these things in one area in the hope of conserving the resources.
But now they are spread all over. These organisations exist wherever there is aquaculture and pisciculture. So, I
feel they should remain where they are so that effective dissemination takes place. This should be strengthened.

 

SHRI SHARAD PAWAR: I know what exactly you want to say. This particular problem is there. In fact, this particular
problem was studied by eminent experts and they came to certain conclusions. That is the reason why certain
decisions have been taken. In this particular Bill, there is a proposal that the organisations or institutions which are
doing research and are set up within 200 metres will not be disturbed. Along with this, I would like to assure the
House that we will definitely take care of research. We will encourage research and we will provide sufficient money
for this. Whatever research is done, it should not be restricted to laboratories and it should ultimately go to the field.
Our efforts will be towards that end. That kind of precautions will be taken.



BÉE<Ç ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå xÉä, JÉÉÂºÉ iÉÉè® {É® càÉÉ®ä =kÉ® |ÉnäÂ¶É +ÉÉè® ÉÊÂ¤ÉcÉ® BÉEä ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå xÉä ÂªÉcÉÆ |ÉEèÂ¶É Ấ ÉÉ]® ABÉDẤ ÉÉBÉEãSÉ® BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉE<Ç ÂºÉÖZÉÉẤ É ÉÊnÂªÉä* VÉèÂºÉÉ ®ÉàÉBÉßE{ÉÉãÉ ÉËÂºÉc ÂªÉÉnẤ É VÉÉÒ xÉä
BÉEcÉ, ÂªÉc Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉSÉ cè ÉÊBÉE MÉÆMÉÉ ÂªÉàÉÖxÉÉ BÉEä +ÉÉÂºÉ{ÉÉÂºÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ BÉEÉÒ BÉEÉä<Ç BÉEàÉÉÒ xÉcÉÓ cè +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ ÂªÉc BÉEÉàÉ cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* àÉéxÉä BÉEcÉ cè ÉÊBÉE càÉ AxÉ.bÉÒ.bÉÒ.Â¤ÉÉÒ. BÉEä {Éè]xÉÇ
{É® ABÉE +ÉÉMÉæxÉÉ<VÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ näÂ¶É àÉå Â¤ÉxÉÉxÉÉ SÉÉciÉä cé* càÉÉ®ä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä ÂªÉc Â£ÉÉÒ ABÉE =qäÂ¶ÂªÉ cè ÉÊBÉE VÉèÂºÉä BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ ABÉDẤ ÉÉBÉEãSÉ® BÉEÉä àÉnn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ Â¤ÉÉiÉ càÉÉ®ä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä cè, Ấ ÉèÂºÉä cÉÒ <ÂºÉ
näÂ¶É àÉå BÉE<Ç iÉÉãÉÉÂ¤É cé, BÉE<Ç <®ÉÔMÉäÂ¶ÉxÉ |ÉÉäVÉèBÉD]ÂÂºÉ cé +ÉÉè® BÉE<Ç AäÂºÉÉÒ VÉMÉc cé, VÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉcÖiÉ {ÉÉxÉÉÒ cè* =ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå Â£ÉÉÒ càÉ <ÂºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉ BÉEÉàÉ Â¶ÉÖÂ°ô BÉE® ÂºÉBÉEiÉä cé* =ÂºÉä àÉnn
BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =ÂºÉä àÉnn BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉÖEU xÉ BÉÖEU <xiÉVÉÉàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* <ÂºÉÉÊãÉA BÉE<Ç ÂºBÉEÉÒàÂºÉ +ÉÉVÉ Â£ÉÉÒ càÉÉ®ä ÂºÉÉàÉxÉä cé, VÉèÂºÉä |ÉEèÂ¶É Ấ ÉÉ]®
ABÉDẤ ÉÉBÉEãSÉ® BÉEÉÒ ÂºBÉEÉÒàÉ cè* ÂºÉÉlÉ-ÂºÉÉlÉ <ÂºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ ÂºBÉEÉÒàÂºÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉÖEU àÉnn BÉE<Ç ®ÉVÂªÉÉå BÉEÉä nÉÒ Â£ÉÉÒ MÉ<Ç cè* JÉÉÂºÉ iÉÉè® {É® =kÉ® |ÉnäÂ¶É BÉEÉä 10 BÉE®ÉäÂ½ âó{ÉÂªÉä BÉEä
+ÉÉÂºÉ{ÉÉÂºÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÂºÉÉãÉ <ÂºÉÉÒ BÉEÉàÉ BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉnn BÉEÉÒ MÉ<Ç*â€¦(BÂªÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ) ÉÊÂ¤ÉcÉ® BÉEÉ +ÉÉÆBÉEÂ½É àÉä®ä {ÉÉÂºÉ xÉcÉÓ cè, Ấ ÉcÉÆ BÉÖEU |ÉÉÂ¤ãÉàÉ cÉä ÂºÉBÉEiÉÉÒ cè* VÉÉä BÉÖEU BÉEÉÊàÉÂªÉÉÆ cé, =xcå
{ÉÚ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ BÉEÉäÉÊÂ¶ÉÂ¶É BÉE®åMÉä +ÉÉè® 2-3 ÂºÉÉãÉ àÉå +ÉMÉ® vÂªÉÉxÉ xÉcÉÓ ÉÊnÂªÉÉ cÉäMÉÉ iÉÉä =ÂºÉä BÉEà{ÉåÂºÉä] BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÂªÉÉxÉ nåMÉä*

ÂºÉèh]ÅãÉ ÂºBÉEÉÒàÂºÉ BÉEä Â¤ÉÉ®ä àÉå BÉE<Ç |ÉÉäẤ ÉÉÒVÉÆÂºÉ cé* ÂºÉèh]ÅãÉ ÂºBÉEÉÒàÂºÉ BÉEÉ {ÉEÉÂªÉnÉ JÉÉÂºÉ iÉÉè® {É® xÉÉìxÉ BÉEÉäÂº]ãÉ AÉÊ®ÂªÉÉ BÉEä ®ÉVÂªÉÉå àÉå +ÉãÉMÉ-+ÉãÉMÉ ÂºBÉEÉÒàÂºÉ {É® +ÉàÉãÉ BÉE®BÉEä, Ấ ÉcÉÆ Â¤ÉfÃÉÂ
´ÉÉ näxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉÉ càÉÉ®É {ÉEVÉÇ ®cäMÉÉ* <ÂºÉ {É® càÉ ãÉÉäMÉ VÂªÉÉnÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ nåMÉä* ABÉE ÂºÉÚSÉxÉÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉ<Ç lÉÉÒ, ABÉE |É{ÉÉäVÉãÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ +ÉÉÂªÉÉ lÉÉ ÉÊBÉE ÂªÉc ÂºÉÂ¤É BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®iÉä ÂºÉàÉÂªÉ
Â¤ÉÉÒ.{ÉÉÒ.AãÉ. {ÉEèÉÊàÉãÉÉÒWÉ BÉEÉä àÉnn BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè +ÉÉè® =xÉ {É® VÂªÉÉnÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ näxÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ cè* ÂªÉc Â¤ÉÉiÉ ÂºÉSÉ cè ÉÊBÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½ä {ÉèàÉÉxÉä {É® VÉÉä VÉàÉÉÒxÉ {ÉÂ½ÉÒ cè
+ÉÉè® ÉÊVÉÂºÉBÉEÉ <ÂºiÉäàÉÉãÉ

cÉbÇãÉÉÒ 14 {É®ÂºÉå] ÉÊBÉEÂªÉÉ MÉÂªÉÉ cè, Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉÒ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÆ]Ấ ÉÉ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉ +ÉÉÊvÉBÉEÉ® Âº]ä] MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEä {ÉÉÂºÉ ®cÉ cè* càÉ Âº]ä] MÉẤ ÉxÉÇàÉå] BÉEÉä ÉÊãÉJÉåMÉä ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉàÉå +ÉÉ{É |
ÉÉÂªÉÉÊ®]ÉÒ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉÉä {ÉÉẤ É]ÉÔ ãÉÉ<xÉ ÉÊVÉiÉxÉä {ÉÉÊ®Ấ ÉÉ® cé, =xÉBÉEÉä nÉÒÉÊVÉA, Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® xÉÉèVÉẤ ÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä |ÉÉÂªÉÉÊ®]ÉÒ nÉÒÉÊVÉA, ÂºÉèã{ÉE cèã{É OÉÖ{É BÉEÉä |ÉÉÂªÉÉÊ®]ÉÒ nÉÒÉÊVÉA* ABÉE ÂºÉàÉÂºÂªÉÉ ÂªÉcÉÆ JÉÂ½ÉÒ BÉEÉÒ
MÉ<Ç ÉÊBÉE BÉÖEU àÉã]ÉÒxÉäÂ¶ÉxÉãÂºÉ BÉEä <ÂºÉàÉå +ÉÉxÉä BÉEÉÒ ÂºÉàÂ£ÉÉẤ ÉxÉÉ cè*

càÉÉ®ä <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå 90 |ÉÉÊiÉÂ¶ÉiÉ ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ ãÉÉäMÉ nÉä cèBÉD]äÂªÉ® ÂºÉä xÉÉÒSÉä VÉàÉÉÒxÉ Ấ ÉÉãÉä cé +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEÉä<Ç AàÉAxÉÂºÉÉÒ +ÉÉAÆMÉÉÒ, AäÂºÉÉÒ {ÉÉÊ®ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉÂªÉÉÆ
ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉBÉÖEãÉ xÉcÉÓ cé* ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ® BÉEÉä VÉÂ¤É càÉ VÉàÉÉÒxÉ BÉEÉ Â¤ÉÆ]Ấ ÉÉ®É BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊãÉJÉåMÉä iÉÂ¤É càÉ <xÉBÉEÉä ÂºÉÉẤ ÉvÉÉxÉ BÉE®åMÉä ÉÊBÉE +ÉÂ¤É BÉEÉä<Ç AàÉAxÉÂºÉÉÒ ÂªÉÉ BÉEÉä<Ç nÚÂºÉ®ÉÒ BÉEÆ{ÉxÉÉÒ ÂªÉcÉÆ
xÉcÉÓ +ÉÉAMÉÉÒ* ÂªÉcÉÆ BÉEÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉVÉxÉäÂºÉ JÉÉÂºÉ iÉÉè® ÂºÉä xÉÉèVÉẤ ÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä cÉlÉÉå àÉå, Â¤Éä®ÉäVÉMÉÉ®Éå BÉEä cÉlÉÉå àÉå, UÉä]ä ÉÊBÉEÂºÉÉxÉÉå BÉEä cÉlÉÉå àÉå +ÉÉè® ÂºÉèã{ÉE cèã{É OÉÖ{ÂºÉ BÉEä cÉlÉÉå àÉå ®cäMÉÉ* <ÂºÉ iÉ®c
BÉEä BÉEnàÉ ®ÉVÂªÉ ÂºÉ®BÉEÉ®Éå BÉEÉä =~ÉxÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA BÉEcåMÉä* ÉÊVÉÂºÉ iÉ®c BÉEÉÒ {ÉÉÉÊVÉÉÊ]Ấ É +É|ÉÉäSÉ ÂºÉnxÉ BÉEä ÂºÉÂ£ÉÉÒ àÉÉxÉxÉÉÒÂªÉ ÂºÉnÂºÂªÉÉå BÉEÉÒ <ÂºÉ ÉÊÂ¤ÉãÉ BÉEä >ó{É® ®cÉÒ cè, ÂªÉc näJÉxÉä BÉEä Â¤ÉÉn
àÉÖZÉä ÉÊẤ ÉÂ¶Ấ ÉÉÂºÉ cè ÉÊBÉE <ÂºÉ {É® {ÉÚ®É +ÉàÉãÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÉÊãÉA àÉä®É àÉÆjÉÉãÉÂªÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ näMÉÉ* <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå <ÂºÉÂºÉä {ÉcãÉä BÉÖEU BÉEÉàÉ BÉE®xÉä BÉEÉÒ +ÉÉẤ ÉÂ¶ÂªÉBÉEiÉÉ lÉÉÒ, àÉMÉ® càÉ ÉÊ{ÉUãÉä ÂºÉÉãÉÉå àÉå
ÉÊBÉExcÉÓ BÉEÉ®hÉÉå ÂºÉä <ÂºÉ FÉäjÉ àÉå ÉÊ{ÉUÂ½ä cé, <ÂºÉ BÉEÉ®hÉ ÂºÉä Â¤ÉÉBÉEÉÒ nÖÉÊxÉÂªÉÉ BÉEä näÂ¶É càÉÂºÉä +ÉÉMÉä +ÉÉ MÉA +ÉÉè® càÉ {ÉÉÒUä ®c MÉA* ÂªÉc VÉÉä {ÉÉÊ®ÉÎÂºlÉÉÊiÉ {ÉènÉ cÉä MÉ<Ç cè, <ÂºÉä nÚ® BÉE®xÉä
BÉEä ÉÊãÉA càÉ VÂªÉÉnÉ ÂºÉä VÂªÉÉnÉ vÂªÉÉxÉ nåMÉä* ÂªÉc ÂºÉèBÉD]® näÂ¶É àÉå +ÉxÉÉVÉ BÉEÉÒ {ÉènÉẤ ÉÉ® BÉE®xÉä BÉEä ÂºÉÉlÉ cÉÒ ÂºÉÉlÉ näÂ¶É BÉEä ÉÊãÉA ÉÊxÉÂªÉÉÇiÉ BÉE®xÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ ABÉE Â¤ÉcÖiÉ Â¤ÉÂ½É ÂºÉèBÉD]® Â¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ*
ÂªÉc ÂºÉèBÉD]® xÉÉèVÉẤ ÉÉxÉÉå BÉEÉä ®ÉäVÉMÉÉ® näxÉä Ấ ÉÉãÉÉ Â¤ÉxÉäMÉÉ +ÉÉè® <ÂºÉ iÉ®{ÉE càÉÉ®É vÂªÉÉxÉ càÉäÂ¶ÉÉ ®cäMÉÉ* àÉé <iÉxÉÉ cÉÒ BÉEcxÉÉ SÉÉciÉÉ cÚÆ*

 

MR. CHAIRMAN : The question is:

"That the Bill to provide for the establishment of a Coastal Aquaculture Authority for regulating the
activities connected with coastal aquaculture in the coastal areas and for matters connected therewith or
incidental thereto, as passed by Rajya Sabha, be taken into consideration."

The motion was adopted.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The House will now take up clause-by-clause consideration of the Bill.

The question is:

"That clauses 2 to 27 stand part of the Bill."

The motion was adopted.

Clauses 2 to 27 were added to the Bill.

Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and the Long Title were added to the Bill.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The Minister may now move that the Bill be passed.

SHRI SHARAD PAWAR : Sir, I beg to move :

"That the Bill be passed."

MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is :

"That the Bill be passed."

The motion was adopted.

 

 


