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As an MP, I am obliged to perform
such dutieg consistent with individual
liberty and public interest,

(ii) NEED TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF
SUBSIDY FOR BIO-GAS (GOBAR GAS)
PLANTS IN THE RURAL AREAS.

Ao frdst FRTA wwerres : (fored-
TE) : e[y wERw, JWT &
F ¥ ¥ sy (MET dw) oF
BT T § M wWia ¥ wr W@
feafs & aff ogar ¥ Star ogwAn
gy 1| TEie w1 el § osfuw
Wafr T F &Y FT g
ar wer g faw $T wA
(gafedt) wara #X 1 wH g
o F N T T wggm & afiw
R E T FgrAT WA | ANT F Ag
TN FHR ART @ & | wafwr
wig 9T TR H A A, FERI
9T FF S A I FFE, @Ar
F WA AW AR 999 ATAT °rE
wife ® gar FT W dw qJ9TE S04v
& | T@sT wArr W@ ¥ o+ fear
. AT 9rfgg |

wreg N W1 WAl w1 oI R,
I SIT FT FTAT ST A JIG-
#a us mgagw qfaer frar awd
g | TR «wfmg gam & AR
SR FT T agra H¥ a6 GHC
wI9q eqr7 3 9T fAee @ /A
# Py W A ggEEEl #
Mot 33 T fauy e )

(iii) INEFFECTIVENESS OF RINDERPEST
VACCINE PRODUCED AT HYDERABAD.

SHRI P. RAJAGOPAL NAIDU (Chit-
toor): Recently the rinderpest devastat
ed sheep and milch animals i1 many
areas in Andhra Pradesh. In spite of
the efforts made by the veterinary de-
pertment, they are not able to arrest
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it. As a result of this disease, valu-
able milch animals and sheep dled

causing a great loss to the owners.

It is said that there is defect in the
vaccine produced at Hyderabad. It is
contended in some sources tha! there
is no defect in the vaccine but it may
be in the methods adopted by the ex-
tension staff in importing the vactine.
Whatever may be the reason, tae result
is a great loss to the agriculturists.

It is learnt that the authoritics of
the LAUM near Guatur in Andhra
Pradesh, where there is coordinated
project of cattle breeding farm, are not
buying vaccine from  Hyderabad as
they thought that the vaccine pro-
duceg there is not effective but they
are buying it from Madras,

These things create a doubt in the
mind of any one about the efficacy of
the rinderpest wvaccine produced at
Hyderabad. It is better if it is found
out where the defect lies so that such
losses may not occur in future.

(iv) ALLEGED ATTACK ON THE EDITOR OF

‘Jan Varta’
ot gfedm agrge:  (FrEgR)
gwafa, ?‘@“' & fafaw wmv

T ® e ww faww
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[ g amge] | 14 farmT, 1980 # s ¥
¥ wifgy 5 wyofad & fosz TAf ey fewer andr & v
e W ol - fawm & srerer gy & ¥ feng qrewr An

- ¥ OF 707 sufee &7 3T &7 mAET
(v) NEED TO IMPOSE EXCISE DUTY ON Sonr wor i A wew e

TABACCO INSTEAD OF BEEDg
SHRI AJIT KUMAR SAHA (Vishnu- ¥ (oo arg o frawdr §

pur): Sir, I would like to make the qwTIfr “W‘ s “wR”
following statement under Rule 377 and o -
ask the Finance Ministry to make a g g A Cgriews
statement thereot:— . i
‘Since the introduction of Cautral i an fmﬁ_ @ W
Excise Duty on produced Beedies per afewsr avdr W grfges @ 1—ug
thom:and, cooperative Beedi pr::lducing wer  ®fer ¥ wA FEd a30
societies are facing an unegual ccm- iy fx E =
petition from individual Beedi produ- R = t !
cers who evade Central Excise duty by qwTaf: s S s seraee
locating their main production units at ﬂ'@!&‘ PEETNEAH
remote villages and beyond the reach qEr 9T
of Excise Inspectors. Major portion of
i:ldl?iidu::.‘ Beeliiftm:nuf:;ture::e wroduc- 5 oW AR (WET) :
tion i1s thus eyo excise
duty resulting into advantage vis-a-vis THRT YA 7T T@T AT |
produce of cooperative Beedi produc- . . _
ing societies. wanfe  wglaw Al wEY
This evasion of excise duly cun only ot R feww wiwars ¢ § g
be checked if the levy is imposed on =, * S o
tobacco and not on produce Beedies IS . bLUE _
which will also ensure healthy com- e ernsde fr 3 of
petition between cooperative Beedi f g Gfil'— N "f'_. 'jz q" m".T'jT
societies and individual producers. zd g war, qrag e G WU
I demand, therefore, that the Jevy im- # fear wmar 1 ¥l =1 EaU ?;ir
posed on produced Beedies may be e o TET A TR-L ATAT 14
cancelled and the impost may he miade x = Tz T T &
on tobacco so thai heallhy competition '\‘Rf W% et ’Tg _Q‘.“_l T . lﬁ_ N
between cooperative Beedi Societies TYE A ATUT MWUT | AT Y U
a.nlt'iedindividual Beedi producers is en- FTATUY TGr, S0 4HT wAr  fw ogEE
SR J T Hw 9 ad BEd T
(vi) ALLEGED CARELESSNESS By DOCTORS t !
IN SAROJINI NAIDU HOSPITAL,
AcRA. _ WoowrA¥ ¥ gwed #E W
st Tw fawm qEm ((gon 0 Xfeww wEW & O/ 69 & wWesr
qT ) R IR @A AR T Y Y T Wl WK F@AEY HeA(
¥ ure faadt woEr I o @t (st wikw) &1 W mbq famr m,

¢ o TEed N MrEE ¥ AT Ffuier s e faodv aeg wrlan =Y
adat # @ gfs ger § waaT T F 1 ROT ¥ AT F owdr aw
¥ TEET YIA F G TEAT QAT Fd S A @i g W1 whw v
g1 ' H W

®The speaker not having subsequently accorded the nezeasary permission,
the document was net treated as hid_ on the Table . ,
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