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To Qo Qo FAT faAT, 3T Y AT WX
fFdY #1 qRo dYo aFrAr i garg
FEIA FT IJLAT A U A &), g I
ad, g mygaama @, 9% fag
A3 F A1 §1 779F 1 7 AT Y
T T@AT AT § a7 99 QHe  TAo
To #Y fAkre Y e fawgarr & &,
faad gar€ sgrar 9¥rar 41 | gwlaq Far
F& fodl ®1 qrow § FEIA wA, AFI-
faat &Y aFaa @ &t @ FQ, JyAl
F1 73190 $TF AT AT FQ, T A
afaT, Q& 17 77 FAq |

**Moved with the recommendation of the
President.
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LEVY SUGAR PRICE EQUALISATION
FUND (AMENDMENT) BILL

THE MINISTER OF STATE OF THE
MINISTRY OF FOOD AND CIVIL
SUPPLIES (SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD):
Sir, T beg to move**

*That the Bill to amend the Levy Sugar
Price Equalisation Fund Act, 1976, be taken
into consideration

(SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERIJEE in
the chair)

As the House may be aware, the
Government has been following, in the interest
of millions of consumers, the policy of
partial control on sugar since 1967-68 sugar
year with brief spells of breaks from 25-5-1971
to 30-6-1972 and from 16-8-1978 to 16-12-1979.
Under this policy, a substantial portion of
sugar production (called ‘levy sugar’) each
year is taken over at prices fixed under the
Essential Commodities Act for distribution to
the consumer through fair price/ration shops.
Prior to 1972-73, the retail consumer price
used to be different in different areas based
upon the zonal ex-factory price, transport
and handling charges etc,, and the distri-
bution was arranged throughthe licensed
wholesale and retail dealers. Since 1972-73,
the wholesale dealers have been replaced by
the Food Corporation of India and other
public agencies and the levy sugar is being
distributed to the consumer ata uniform
price throughout the country.

The ex-factory prices fixed by the
Government from time to time have been
challenged by the sugar producers by filing
writ petitions in the High Courts and the
Supreme court. In majority of the cases, the
Courts permitted the sugar producers to charge
higher prices pending disposal of the writ
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petitions. Prior to- 1972.73, the incidence of
higher price was ultimately Passed on to the
consumer. From 1972-73, the burden of the
higher prices has fallen on the non-statutory
Levy Sugar Equalisation Fund being operated
by the Food Corporation of India in connec-
tion with implementation of the scheme for
distribution of levy sugar ata uniform
price,

When the writ petitions of certain
sugar mills challenging the price of levy
sugar of 1971-72 and earlier sugar years weie
dismissed by the Supreme Court in 1972, the
sugar producers contested the demand of the
Government for refund of excess charges, In
order to avoid millions of consumers
entering in to litigation for seeking refund
of the excess price paid by them and allowing
the sugar producers to retain the undue
vollection of large sums of money, the
Gverenment enacted the Levy Sugar Price
Equalisation Fund Act, 1976 with a view to
securing recovery of such sums from the
sugar producers along with interest thereon
at 12§ percent per annum, refunding the
sum to the consumer of sugar who paid the
higher price and utilising the unclaimed
amounts for the benefit of the consumer of
levy sugar as a class by maintaining uniform
retail price of levy sugar.

In the light of the experience of
administration of the Act and the issues
arising in a number of Court cases, it has
been decided to amend the Act so as to pluge
certain loop-holes in the existing provisions of
the Act of which the sugar producers have
attempted to take undue advantage and 10
make the Act much more stringent. With
this object in view, the Levy Sugar Price
Equalisation Fund (Amendment) Bill, 1984,
has been brought forward for considerotion
and passing by this House. The important
undue advantages which the sugar producer
has attempted to take are given below :

(1) In the absence of a specific provision
in the Act, excess Central Excise duty on
sugar, collected as a consequence of interim
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higher price allowed by the Courts, is not
liable to be credited to the Fund, This is
sought to be covered in the amendment, The
producer said, ‘We will not refund the excess
realisation we have made.' Therefore, we
want to amend,

(2) The excess realisations made before
1972-73 are not liable to be credited to the
Fund since the uniform retail price concept
was introduced from 1972-73 and levy sugar
has been defined in the Actto have the
same meaning as was assigned to it in the
Levy Sugar Supply (Control) Order, 1972 in
making it applicable to past cases also. We
are covering this also in the amendment.

(3) The prescribed interest is not liable
to be credited to the Fund as specific provison
to that effect has not been made in dne of
the sub-sections of Sec. 3 of the Act and
because the Act does not provide for
payment of interest to the consumer along
with refund of the excess price paid him,
This is being rectified and covered in the
proposed amendment.

They said, We will not pay it."' We are
not providing in this Bill that they have to
pay. Therefore, we are now amending to
force the producer after the court cases to
pay to the Fund the excess amount that
they have realised from the consumer, That is
what want we to do in this Bill,

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE
(NEW DELHI) : How much is the amount?

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : That
has not been assessed. But as and when we
find from the different consumers, then we
Will be able to say that.

1 would hope that with the help and
co-operation of Member of this august
House it should be possible to have this
Amendment Bill expeditiously passed in the
interest of millions of consumers so that
the producers could be compelled to deposit
the excess realisation including the Central
Excise duty as well as provide for crediting
of interest etc. -
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With these introductory remarks I
commend this Bill for the consederation of the
House,

MR, CHAIRMAN : Motion moved :

*“That the Bill to amend the Levy
Sugar Price Equalisation Fund Act, be
‘taken in to consideration

**SHRI SATYAGOPAL MISRA
(Tamluk) : Mr Chairman, Sir, the Bill that
is before us for - discussion secks to amend
the Levy Sugar Price Equalisation Fund
Act, 1976. This Bill does not contain any
such thing which calis for opposition. Hence
I extend my support to this Bill, Some
shortcomings have been experienced in the
main Act during the course of its imple-
mentation over the last few years and this
Bill has been brought forth to remove those
shortcomings, 1, therefore, support this
Bill, But while supporting it 1 will raise a
few questions which iaevitubly arise in the
overall context Sir, the sugar mill owners,
who produce sugar have persistently
continued their exploitation in various fields.
On the one hand they do not pay the legiti-
mate price to the canegrowers for the sugar-
cane they buy from them and oa the other
hand they do not pay the rightful and
legitimate wages to the workers in their
sugar mills, Thirdly, they impose higher
sugarprices on the masses. To check this
impositions of higher prices on the masses
by the sugar mill owners, to some extent,
such Bills, amendments etc., have to be
brought before this House. This issue will
have to be studied in a comprehensine
manner., How the amount due to the
Government have been held up through coust
cases. There has been many such instances,
the hon. Minister also admitted that,
When the original Bill was brought before
this House, it was stated that the object
behind that was to fix an uniform price for
levy sugar all over the country. To thwart
that objéct and purpose, the mill owners have
g~ne to the courts again and again and they
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have been able to obtain orders from the
hon. High courts. Supreme Court etc., to
protect their self interects, Why this situation
shall be allowed to continue ? The Govern-
ment fixes a price for lavy sugar but the
mill owners resuse to abide by that. Why
should we hear such things even so many
years after independence ? Secondly, the
excess payment that is being made is
deposited in this Fund that has been set up.
The consumers are being forced to pay a
highea price or make excess payment for
suger on account of the court orders. In
the future these consumdrs are liable to get
arefund of the excess payment made by them
from this Fund. The question of this refund
has all along remained in the dark. On
5th February 1976 and the 6th February
1976 when this Bill was discussed in the Lok
Sabha and the Rajya Sabha respectively the
same question was raised in both the Houses.
At that time also no clear reply was available
to this question, today also no reply will be
available. I am sure, The excess amount
that is recovered by the mill owners on the
strength of court orders, is deposited and
accumulates in this Fund, When the court
orders are vacated, this amount in the Fund
should be refunded to the consumers or the
buyers, Now the buyers fall in two categories,
One is the wholesalers, may be cooperatives
also, who buy sugar from the sugar producers
on behalf of the Government and then supply
that sugar to various Fair Price shops etc
and sell it to the general public. Now the
question arises that this general public who
are actually making an expess payment due
to the court order, how will they get the re-
fund ? This question was raised in 1976
and today again I wish to raise it, Has the
Government any such machinery through

".which they can refund the excess amount to

the general public ? If that cannot be done.
then what is the good of bringing this amend-
ment and passing this Bill ? It is just not
possible 10 benefit those persons who really
deserve to be benefited and who are sought
to be benefited by this Bill. Off and on
some such legislation is brought forth by
the Government against the mill owners to
whoodwink the people and or catching votes.

** The Original Speech was delivered in
Bengali,
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In veality the Government does not have any
intention of touching the mill owners, As a
result of this attitude, the Government has
not yet brought any piece of legislation that
will really establish the interests of the public
over the inierests of the mill owners. The
same thing can be said in the case of sugar
producers also, At the very beginiag of my
speech I had mentioned that the sugar mill
owners are putting the cane growers at a loss,
they are not paying rightful remuneration
to the mill workers, they are cheating the
Government also and imposing higher prices
of sugar on the general consumbers as well,
Standing in the midst of this situation we
have to think what is the remedy to regulate
the sugar industry whereby all the above
categorics may be freed from exploitation
and coercion ? The only remedy appears

to be the nationalisation of the sugar Industry.

There is no other course open to us, If the
sugar industry is nationalised, only then the
real objectises of this Bill will be achieved,
The general Consumers will be benefited
and various loopholes through which the
producers extract thei: advantages can be
pugged. It will be possible to bestow over-
all benefits to all concerned through nationa-
lisation of the industry. Therefore, while
supporting this Bill, Iqurge upon the Govern-
ment that it will not be possible to regulate
or touch the millowners through such piece
of meal legislation. Nationalisation is the
only effective remedy whereby the canegro-
wers will get timely and legitimate price
for their sugarcane, the mill workers will get
justwages and the general masses will not be
burdened with higher and higher prices of
sugar. Cheap sugar should be made avail-
able to the people all over the country, The
interests of the cane rowers should also be
uppermost in our minds, I once again extend
my support to this Bill with the hope that
the Government will reconsider the whole
issue in a comprehensive manner in the near
future, on the lines enumerated by me.

i gon ware fag (Rges dw)
gwafa agiza, & @ fagas &1 quadq
0 & fag a@r gar g1 4¥ g9 fagaw
NAmragasn g N & ar
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IMEINAT & QR gD ¥ faam
ANt ger ag g oAl WY g
feafa § sw% ger wiTot & Y &Y o
#! yea-frafoor #ifa @t § wlae & 5w
T 7 ¥ fqg @er gar g1 o X
A wAt fagre F r § 1 ag N aAd
Efe suv fagr & N4 sqn & faarg
&1 gaU IO Af § ) ¥q9 Qa7 fasw
agi § s 97 & fage A 12 @ e
et & oY AT oY qereA ¥ § 0 & fam
7 & grar § agt @ gue S § frai
§ faa #1 grow agg & |V R - G’
g faw, 7 faam ga faw st oe &
At g frm, ¥ il fad e &1 agi ¥
feam faed qiw am ast & swAr w=AT
A FT 3 @Y § A i s fawm &
arqg agt & A a=7 03 § A wfa 2w
T1&T faal #Y w7 37 § | 7@ w7 A R
g ITIRAT g I KT QA AT g
UT § | UST W & T A 7 T
oY ¥ ot v} agr W 9fq a§ FE)
R FATY #1 9T VE YA FIOAT
F & W 21 safae ¥ @ 9T g
FARWMA F qAT7 fFar T qrawI
faq arfasr & w16 gland & ar @
g, usdmga I T A FI9 WU A §,
fasi &1 wiEATEITT F3 F AW Ak
3 @ A FULTT TATAFTIX AT §
tar qmr § fr qefgafaea @ g
TR § FH! I A AT @ & AR
X gu@ar § EEF! AIARG AW W
1 1 oz faat & g'ofrafaat qz fase
FEAT @ INT & qig favgragm @
zafag ¥7r frdea & ¥ gageT o
YR FEReT § 3% e faama A

a faara gy ezl # AwT gAY A
sIFeqT FY AC |
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1 wecl & a9, A fadr a@Arg wly
A A wam ¥ gy fear g, saar
ARG FAT § |

Nt o fag (gfer) @ 5@ &=
¥ W 9T g AN A gAW wAd
(Ffe dmrew) fagas caaf sT @ )
TqHT FRYT FF Y AAZ {IZT § wrET
# Y e & &3 FIF F1 A AIAFT
3 IeR aTE A Rearr wrgar § 1
faar #Y &Y wwr § IgHT A & qugT F@r
g fare € Far AfeT a8 T A0gAT
g 5 =0 fad & wifawsa 1 gl
¥ qTHIC A T QAE TEAT IEAT AT A
aTd aw R ggid A § AIGF
FTAATA ¢ | dad AT & qra § 7,
gL ¥ arq @ qWHIT A @A AT ¥
arg I31q § AT aF 7 fag i F A9
37 1q 6T ITF 17 FI(AT JTFAT FI9T
¥ atT A € a9 as fear o ST @ Tw
FMr A

STitETEl A oAmA A e 3
F1 SMfew &7 § 390 & GEGT KW |
F AT F DA P - OF A FA
FY AT et & AT I9F 702 faa wrfas
F 7ra A FqAT DAY awA § IGP gFEA
¥t qu gE e fre st
41 A FrFAd F qr2 f) ITH TF FTHR
I T N BT @ar § AT FQ F
S1AY gadr AT } Fde 7 FT T
faa mifas gq @A H AT =
AT A I § 4 7@ gFaew § » gAfawT
W wer ot & FE vear fAw@Ar
TfRq |

A, AR §FRAYT ® & A
Rl ot feaml 17 07 T
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IFMA - 0F TAIT LA HEed @R
RIGRT QAT B 9T, AFF JqTT YA
ol T @ 4 FAT w1 fEEe &
¢ &t =gt o framEt ar ard 3w ad
& @\ 0F T QI v Far A
#37 fram afex AN agi &1 afwv o9 ¢
a9 # fred d I AHAT § qawarg
agl fast &1 @~ oY Frav T SAY
FFzfeaY F a A AYe 1 F | a3t ¥ Fram
HIRIAT FIA AT @ §, A AT LE ,
QA foram wa geam sT @ 1 g@d
aTs wgnré Fedt ar W@y § 1. Q@Y graq &
IgnaE @ frdrs 3 F am o
featal & Fmerrs # aws o sowr
SI1A FMAT FIET 1 TIAA= 1% § feaAr
& Tiweawq § {5 afz fed) fo s wifas &
qra fFam &1 491 T1FY wgar ¢ & fram
Y 1S qTRT ST A7 U fewrg arg
AfFT ATAA® TIARAZT AF 8 Fear
ot gaedt & #1¢ ey At feaa qrf &
#Ar St A W OF qIT 34 gEA F oF
A ¥ TaTq § g 97 fF W q A q7
feaam wafs fawr wifas qa 33 91 feafa
#Fgh

s a3 fag o &1 aq0A
ar f§ gw a1 Y a7 faaad, w7 g
@ a1 feafa & g 97 FfFAT @T FI
Nt 7gq ¥ dfFeAgAr J9 Fg Q@
fas-mifasl & femmr av @ua g &
HE A9 AYN AT a6T § | AFIA A

- wede wur fF faa-aifas) &1 I [T

foew wgy g& 3 =ifgy a1 1 & Fgar
Tigar g & I ¥ adf fear
FHET GIET AT ST FTEHIT ITH) T4qT
A8} femrar i€ § 1 w1 o MG A9 G,
U fIXE A NEN AN, ™
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awg &1 SfERTAT Rede IR A
ZA7 wifew av 1 it fagw faat wifer &
ara¥ fag-fasl 31 5@ ag § @i &
9t fF IFFT ;AT F A9 £ T qIqA
a1 €feqr guAT T A1« A § 1 AfwA
A AT A F awE A AmeEr qId
YT &1 ArFrward ST T | gar ag
ATIH FI T GIF AT HT &J1F G0 47
YA #A Y FT 47T 97, T AT A G
TAT |

UF AAAYT @4EW ;AT F1 AT §)

st wrq= Tz @ @ aFar g, T
w1 Z7 @ 1 Af6T gF AT § qoFr
sgir WAt g fF o< fewm ) qar
agt faar sl ImnEET § @@ W 9T
A Af fas), @ faw wfas o
faai#T Fa7 A @ § 1 3 o) fasg
W AP w7 )y faw-wrfawi ¥
qar ¥ g%d §, Afe7 AT 7 F aw7 §

wfag & mueta g3 St @ wgAT
wigar § % fag 5w % a1q anw ag faw
a1q §, § IUF1 AT FW@TE §1T I
@ g & et & zama & 7 amax
g TR T 97 F1 ffaw FQ@ aifs
s faa ST A g 1 1 e ¥ 1w
garefa o, & oAl am &@w F@ go
AT A S FT T AT dA FT QY
faeil # AT arwfod sz g 1 o A
faaY & fearA) &1 ma &0 w1 aw@n
2] forawr 3z fredt I @@ & A
gar ¢ | frum faw ¥ @1z 9 @ geana
9T da7 gaAT ¢ 1 %W AE frdgA @
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1T T TN FT GIHIT T LT TEFT
¥z FUX F wfwar & g7 FUT ) @
wedt & are # €5 faw w1ARGT F@TE)

ot fremr Y ey swm (Weare) ¢
ITSTE ERT, wEAAT WA A g
segd faa dat guv AT INT G w0
TG @I E 1 dar e eedie wiw
dadaz U Qo # qmA w7 —

*‘excess price charged by the producer
but also any amount charged by the
producer by way of duties of excise in
excess of the amount payable by such
duties™”

TaE 91TH g7 CHEE TTE 19 IWAT
st ®T &, 9fFT A0 79 gAEE A frw
a0 § afew fawrad | @d sq9 A &@
far & wrow w1 fear @) @ wmmEr
feat &t fagd f& S48 gaw ma &
2, 9w fFg gF ¥ fadmr ot fred @
feaar awa adm ? q'fF amok few
AT-T9Y 9T IE9T TgA § A A fRaz
FwuaT #1 &7 §, I FgET A1 ST
FY qore wgar & o @, ot wfasy § gaw
g few w317 & aifow £ qrod sgaear
7z g =ifen fr wfasy & qoe awd)
fast 1 28 TR § F97 w1 WA 7§,
waR ¥ war g g

I W dd g a7 #wfaaa
fgredfaes shme & 1 &)

sar =9 Y frowifes W W e
ATy £ Ffeitw & foq s w
%% qF 7q7 §? fewdfer thwe &1 w1
wawa g &0 A # & sAAr wrgAr g
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T carge e () §F amad w7
? (¥ gelw qig qIeg W@ g@rm, afg
aq7 60 fea &1 1, afg 60 ¥ wadg fa
Y FTAY &7 gL 15 qW@E AT | A9
15 9Tqe o7 greleE frg agd o7 @@
N8 MY &1 7 AFET &7 99 UAEE
yica &3 faar g @Y 15 qu@= 7 wreq
@l Afgg | o fedl o ediawe &
@ g, 9 &qwT g A g, g
i WY 2@ AFIT FT S A W@ § w
60 feq # 12 oxd= AT IAH FIT 1S
IEE AT F | @H1 afeq w@ g,
A1 ¥ 7 % ¥ @1 g, T T F g
FasTey ? ’

In (1) of the Statement of Objects and
Reasons it is said ;

It is also being provided with retros-
pective effect that in respect of any
period during which any excess realiza-
tion is, by reason of any order of
court, held by the producer with any
other person or a bank or the Govern-
ment, the producer will be liabie to pay
by way of interest only such amount, if
any, as has accrued by way of interest
in respect of such period......"”

H AR A gA g I gy §—
Tg FNE ¥ qrE A qAv g § 7 Q@ vt
UFRg 4 ¥ Jar g @ fagAr e faar
& 9EFT Tedee § FTAT AR | AI9Y T
¥ q3a4t w1 oF et fawiw faar g f&
FIE F1 1T AT A LART QHIGT AT
I, IAFT Teee § FIAT G, &1 FT
¥ A G @ pelee ¢ AG FAT
I —ag o wi @ & ? 9@y o
TR QU g far , 99 9T §EReE
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Frafgr I FE FTER a1 A B,
Tad B AgF g Tfgy

(d) of the Statement says :
4

““According to sub-section (4) of section
3 of the Act, during the pendency of
proceedings in any court challenging the
price fixation order it shall not be
necessary for the producer to credit the
difference between the controlled price
and the higher price charged to the
Fund unless the court which made the
interim order so directs,”

oY ATt FIE X JFT F@T T—
18T Frgw 1T IF JgT SATET qaAr
& «ar & &Y Y sqiEr qar qAT & SER
argq feward &7 sgaeqr AT WIfEd |
AT ag FE F AT AT § A AT wW@-
a4 & & aroq o grgw fegq §1 3 F0
I SAIRT GaT AT FT A0 7 AT w0
% ag waa wroon g1 S geafr g
fargia gt soee qmr &t § 4 ffeaa
aa% ¥ Fegaz o1 frdat  saw qar
agT FLA, WH AF7 ¥ fag @ sTaeqr

- % qfeadT @ar Tigu )

(d) of the Statement also says :

**...However, as arguments have been
advanced on the basis of this provision
that even after the disposal of the pro-
ceedings, the excess realisation as deter-
mined in accordance with the decision
of the court need not be credited to the
Fund unless a specific order to that
effect is made by that court...”

e Afafes qEr F1E A T
at ag dar gvr ¥ 9T A m, walw
5% I9% qIF URE QARG &) 9Ed
QT FI9 aga @ § U g W
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(=it fuzen®t are =@TE)

foraet o 1w I8F agw A § @
woE ¥ wA7 AT Fifgd 1 ag A wiRE™
foar war g w=qme ¥ fga & adf @,
gafau @ gAeqr ¥ IIAX AT AA-
wFar g |

(¢) of the Statement says :

.. With a view to securing speedy
crediting of such amounts to the Fund
(which incidentally would also help the
producers concerned in reducing their
liability towards interest), provision is
being made for crediting of such
amounts by such third parties directly
to the Fund (vide sub-clause (f) of
clause 3 of the Bill.)

za¥ W) A1 e ¥ AT IS
AT FY H1E STaedT AG F § ) o
TRY A & IR H g—

“At present, the amount representing
excess realisations held by a producer
with a third ' party by virtue of an
order of court cannaot be credited to the
Fund directly by such third party as the
liability is cast on the producer to
credit to the Fund the excess reali-
sations.”

@t faad uRg quE<e foads
Frar, JE9Y AT A1 §1 ATE T AWK
Doy fragdara® o & qw
Frararagqarge wd F qm war
WA wafF g dar s A Fw1 gAr
wifgg a fd w2 qift & qw faww fa
T FITAT BT F7 faq q@ |

“Section 6 of the Act which provides
for refund of excess realisation to buyers
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of levy sugar is intended to be available
only to such buyers as had not passed
on the incidence of excess price to other
persons, It is proposed to make this
intention clear with retrospective effect
by providing that refund will not be
allowed unde:r the section to buyers of
levy sugar who are ‘not dealers but who
had passed on the incidence of the
excess price as part f the price of any
product in the manutacture of which the
levy sugar purchased by them had been
or, as the case my be, to the consumer
by whom the price of such sugar was
paid. The section is also being with
retrospective effect to provide that
refund would be made under t he section
not only of excess realisation but also of
the interest, if any, thereon which has
been credited to the Fund.”

TAET 79T a8 gl & 1o o 49
F qrod FY, IAH1 ATH FIAT FY A
TE gUT) oI W I ¥ Ifd ¥ A
Ywaa 15| Y ag FogaT #1 Fr(qw Ag¥
gt 1 sneRr ag A Fifgy fe aied
oY ganE wwigee foar § wiass & gEsr
a1 #ogaT F) fad 1 ag A § fF
Foque F1 v gar atfew A & awar §
dfFr s fdar & afed § sogaear
AE AL JTALS FI FA § I TN
# Y sugear w1 fAata wawms ¢ ot
g yi§d aga # 0 3% gaw F
FAT F AT FEd gae @ 7
STTEYT ¥ |

-

*'Section 11 of the Act which provides

for recovery of excess realisation as

arrears of land revenue is being amended

to provide that interest on excess reali-

sations which is required to credited to

the Fund can also be recovered in the
same manner."’

a7 q¥aT Sigw F fgarw & e
TG FLgFA &1 AZ AF §
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T ot aF ¥ oo fAdew & & &
ARKAT § f 19 g7 amal 97 AT we-
ik AT A geg grd| aga & AT
3, a8 AT F5TAT A AT 9T AF
#1T Iq G QAT I G AF, zAAY
g0 F1E sgIedr I |

W Wkl & q19 ¥ 99T gAgA @7
U

Y viw fawm qwEw (FNYR) ¢
myafa agiew, & w x ge Ffaw Ad
FEAT WIEAT | IF WY wwvew faguw @,
T 97 AT gu & faw oF a@ FT AR
ER F1 [ &igar aigar | ag faw
1976 # g1 g7 41 | IEFT AR HwWifaq
€7 ATAT § 1 §F 1976 ¥ TR @) A1q A |
I A -dT ¥ HF qq7 97 37 ¢ 1 WfFA
% o5 qaiw @ @R ¥ ghAardt drA-
F13 F1gAT

Yfamsta rand & 7 faw qrw

=& J1N & qrE AHAT FIE F AT qrar §
¥ gk qx fer gw@wR F  anifaa
FRAT qEar g1 & A awmar f& a1
Mg &1 A1gHY FoF faa =amar § ) fa=
IR ¥ FIF AGGT Gy § Forad
FIT AFTT &7 16" @97 grar § 1 o
AWR &g ) faw & qrg FTdt g ar
tar ox faw A@t &, @ard faw faed
¥ g &7 qEEw BT kg T §

I AR FT 1€ GUAT $T W@ J

Rl E F e A Al A
R} 3 9 wifes A a1 qd-aw |
FER A qieft ) w7 mwar N ¥
SEI AT At awE e fe adwE @Y
arferide & qrad gwted fadas ard &1
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gafag A7 gwwR Fawt guE § fF
o eefen #A3) {i AG @ IE JQ@X
T FIgAY 19 34 1 39 | gEfaw A
T IFIT AT sgaeqr &7 a7 Fifgy faad
wiasq § soqad #1 graw T g ) fFam
F QAT T EH ) FIGT FT AT AFT
qE I W17 GrAgr A IO §% | wfasy *
F1E ff faar @raT A7 @ @gy AT G
FT FIFAT AT FY J@HT AR AY
Fiforw 1 10 |

@0 a1 § ag wsgar g & oS
T IR §, IA wew ¥, fagre H,
IAET faet wrfasl X FIA GET awAT
21 AT & T AT AMETET F 199G
Y aF yarT g fear war 1w
7idf Y qFR F qa7 ) s oF qar
Wl IFTAT A @ TAT AT AT A A
¥ e QY feqfq aai qer gr € &

wl T A afawr (UaEE A7)
A19F g7 ¥ q) TAT §a) § GW@AT W@
g1 |

&t R fr=i| qraww @ SO ar
AR FT VT T § IAT § TR

zgfan & g@ER Fayg € qr &
fe) o W #7 ggwa @, aF A g
fegrar &1 oo agY gar fge | I
aga @ aga @ svfer fawrd & ¥
fawet arT Wt IFIA wregraT faar 4
gifaram g fF s ¥ fafeas &0 &
fraTaY £ AT F g FIA |

SR AW 7 Ay g & A AW
s@Tgm fF @ dmrd &1 & @
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(o= faam q@aT)

AT § “AMANTEIWA"T | GFR GEH
I T AT AT qF ULHEH AG
O a7 qF € A ¥ feam w1 AT
agl faer q@aT | GEIC F g9 9 A |
gafaq am @1 & fga & aff aa¥ =7
o ¢ f& i fmaY &1 TEEw
PG | 9 Fogud 1 Wi &G FE
AT fFarAt &1 Wi G v

&t arrrarfza fad aufew (FTata):
aunfs w@ew, 78 @ faA w
Aax F1 9w faar, aw faw & o
A §

g R 1966 & @@ AAT IR AT
gad dwieA fear o1 @r g a A
R ¥ ) faw 99 @ § 1 0F A
gxr % § oF fadt g7 # FaRwF
qgFar & Fa ) 99T § | W@ AR
y T FOT T A A &1 TAST AT
@ aFaT R | SW aXg ¥ AW A H&w
Fo  AFA ) @AW A § IR
Fwrdr wr A€ {1 e & sz 40
sfowa N4t &1 IR $7 gar A< fava
# 6 afawa & &4 i &1 AW F NAT
T A FTAT 8T AR AT AT AT 60
|1 T Y SART IET A H AT
gl g1 3w ¥ 1102 qr@ &7 &7 A 7
HIH1 F1 @ § 1 GfFT & awR ¥ g
FA1 g fF fFam w1 a8 qw fqaa
wifge | ot Ffe TN A Ja19 faar @
f& aiw R wgras ¥ a7 IR F
a4 ¥ § 79 16 @ sfq frgea § @)
AL X WY FA |5 WO T 7 W
aq fear w1 § ) 97 fFam Y 29 w9
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fray ER o sy g v QA &1 A
|1, FTH THOT 97 | G GHA(T DAY
¥ 60 FIE TIC AT & HITT I X
veaim R faw ) 154 Az w191 WY a5
feam ®1 fas wifasl @ @ g ) 99
Y F1 IJrET F9 grar § O Iwwr oA
geal 9T W 92T § 1 &% A |y
HAFIET STREY AT F0TH TN Y Ty
srfad 1 § 3R 3A- w'eangdz 1 qarw
oY s A g

wq Fa G A Y arrard # Ay
g @ Iniwst B wgd i m Ay
Tedl 1 7afeg, & agamg AT @ g
fF dd 91 & 7w drF @ I wifg
foraar arw agrar qre, gar @ framE)
¥t fear wifge IR 1 swd faw Y faer
# fadw R 9 =ifze IR ag s
gt # @ a1 maAdz srwvIfEA gr
¥ genrEa ¥ AR IW BT ATAT TEAT 4T |
ar ¢ afeT At A gTAMA g ganr
o ek fegm ¥ adtsar g aiwaw
# fag &7 § 7 5} g@T Y Aifq
wifgu | gaX &1 famr &1 awda frar § ),
Fq JA AT F LR L & 7T ar g
grEerd ¥ ¥ g AT R-A1ET ¥ A
| SFIT IAFT ST 1T 9T FIA F)
Trga fadY | R e § fggearT § AT
faal &1 FTAATIF T g F W
T ¥ IR ¥ gw fran § afsa
geer 78 AT § | T SRATINT & AR
% WU FT VT IIIEIW AT 1A §
i fadl 1 7w g7aT § Tt FAL,
AfFa getee faar a@T § 44 $0O% 1 T
I} &1 qa7 g &1 F o N § AW
Feat Igm e au mifg A9 | fFar
N awiar frg gF1< & fagr o1 @Fat &
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7@ WX & qrear qrfge 1 A A A
afawrr arfadt §, a8 aga s=e) § 1 g
ey § ¥ frgeard # oF @) St A
65 YiHE gt § qafF g ST 35 aRET
ar ¥ otagw vaE filg s @
AT GET FA QAN § ) @ FAEH
frar At Y faqar qrq fasar afge ag
agl faw g@r § 1 agHd qrdET &
qgraey AT AT H N A w7
e AE €T\ A ¥ w Iiw fAaq
& ST qg T § o F1gT & fgrrm | A
¥ a1, ag Ot 31F & g § ag Fgar
g fr 79 a1 s gar ifeg faed

frar W #gee @ AT ITAvEAT A AT

wga fax f& g X faw go-a-g8 @ @
3\ 7= L 59 DA F fFaT 7 ITAHRT
AN M wznE P 1 AT gw A A
cqifan # A fwaAT & fgq § saw 19
% qq faw &1 qwaT wicar g dat w0zq
agrs g A framal 71 wfas § afas
T FE@feq Arg 1 & weSr F @y 7
gAY A AHIT FETE |

17.00 has,

(MR. DBPUTY-SPEAKER : in the

Chair.)

st da ww garg awi (FreAT) o
FrreTer WA, A1 A * 5@ faq wr qwdq
F@r g, ¥fFa ag e § s fag
15 sl ¥ GIFT & qW agA A A
or adY faar afs ogd 37 g7 fa=r
fEar o @ar & 1ag 7 o onfaa
I § - AT AAT IIRHF, FHU AIAGL
A g ImiEar, 37 AAY F1  afas
aget X WO & agAT U AFHAT 97 |
T GIEIT FY wr7E 7ar g ag awar § )
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afex fam-marfas) ar cFgerraz 73 A=)
F awF & I qAFNIH T F
gurar fog o ) afe S fael &
a'mzrqa g FY AAGT Farar war, faq
T ¥ AT o @2 &, faas afcgdn &
FAST AT FY A A spigvaFar g w1
qret § &Y qg Aar  feg & gr A
3T AT IIEFT, WAGL AT ITAFATH]
# fzal &1 aws NE 7 dwar, afes 3%
™1 9T Mgs AT 51 frg qar aran R,
QY FurT F 77 S AAT I qE@ § AT
AMATT WG FTF AT @ § | I9% & AT
TAH & 9@ WA F AT gW IV
TIEATE F7 § 1 @ agfaat sfaw s
ATT Y 1A

wgt aw a=ng fafy ar voe & 3
& 9w 3, a7 fagT # ¥ 30 733
TN FFIATR | 2@F aF1ET . 9. AR
=g w3wi & & 1 &t wfw v 100
FUT 597 & A sty gAAr § o fF srar
F I ¢ AT faF faw a7 SRS
AT AR I GATHT AAMQ TGA § | TG
g% arat 9T 1€ favg oA A far
a1 | gf7 AR TIT 9T IART AAEATAT
F I FW & w79 fwar wrar, fas
AT farw avg afas da1 agy 5@ §
39 arviw § 7agd #1 F wfag e
Frar @ g7 I7F1 fgT FT gEa ¥ 9g
yTIF QAT O AL § wrar 3§ fawg
o g¥ faare s =ifgn ok gl
frafafees gare @t Tifge | afFa frat
|7 FIAOT-AW AT AT gAR §5 fAdAT &
At Fgr, ATA I ATAN T 7 AAT @S
gu il g8 fag fag Oy & w= St
At g8 @ &, suifs & @ go FF g
g=arg qT gyrfea § 1 afe AT F e A
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(= Qaarer warg Fuf)

QT AT aY ag g oufem & faq srawas
¢, &t g5 Al & fag grfwe & ar
o S & fag aniwe @) gAR qw #
70 arE 7 A #1 wfa a§ srwEsar
1 Star A9 F@ITT &9 A gAIR =i
T § AW 102 9r@ A AT qwr g,
ar sravasdr & fgwra ¥ oY ag sawr g
afFa 3ad qrad W e faqwi & @R
AT Farar wga &, § auw A qar fe
IqF T AE€E@ § AR ¥ FJW TR
T AR § 1 afz W T W A §
& || IR ¥ Y w7 90T 1T FrgEn
gATa waqd Fifaa) &1 § afcwrw § fF
FAI T AT qEATE AT W@ g1 qAT
g AR AT wrde § faad aret g
Fawid §iI7 & Q-3E Wy F1 wfa
fEAY &1 =T 3 1 ITF HIOT AR W
Y F1 (5 AATT §, H4T T F7QAT
rafagmifan deA9 ¥ aF Q@
§ =faq &3I4 FEf &1 IWwC I
J1gar g | afwa Iqreqq WP, 4g "I@
3% ¢ fr gardr awa Afaal & F1I0 @,
g gua Afadr & Frw &, Qg
Aifa & FrTo g1 gaT F1 gwR TN F A4
ST AT ¢ AT T FI AT T &
70 FAg w1 yAfaq g @ § X AT
¥ faq 399 afas aw T 98 ) §)
o IFF afas qw AT 07 W § A
fagd faa qfes § 9g v 31 W@ &,
faalfad, & w19 (ecqq, e FIaSr I3
® § | 973 faars a1 s A
| g8 TEATTAT ST AIGHRT AFAT TIFEA

HeY qHiA T Afg g FT @ §
ag 8! q19 § | AR @ W A
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9T T AW TTAT § A W ATAHT F@AT

F1fge 1 gT I Az FnwT oA g

§ g AT Erd (O FT W@ § 1 R

afe N MW 7 AT A AT 7

g ¥ gure 1 AR T Ad

W 1 AN A7 40 FAT aw@T § A

44 FUT IF I &AIF G FMAT AT QT

2\ 9g %4 syaear § ? w7 GIEC A A
™ A s fear g ?

T Y Jeare Y qgEAr §
fear Y Sfaa gea ot |1 § 9% gawr
gfazrg ;g A+ & aga #4 fF g, @
ar ¥ w7 syt ! qg @ sfmai §
foY g7 &7 & fag gTwie A1 GweA
71 AR | Faw a AN F_wR &
fag & smuw aff w1 Iifge ) gardy
sqgeq: § AW w7ar ®Y frgar mw faaar
gt asgr Qar § 1 F Aot S ¥ SFM
& Y 1 7 qoAT AR AF AN g
TR §T 1 §, ag $a9 FHIMT @A T
g7 § faad sg%e 6T &1 I g )
g9 T AT #7 § | Y 98 A« TEaT
1l A @ ? Ak % w1 veifa g,
aam & A aar ) A A qfF d ¥
fau g @ &, zeifac & st a7 agf
qATT F@T E |

sto &eq 37 fag (89U) : IureA™
a3z, & 3@ &4 A A FrAa qureT
fagas, 1984 1 guds Far g a w4
A & afa ariR wwe F7@r g\ A
vafaarE nigaT I 3 Fgr 5 fagas
TTar g @ ey IqF HWET FI@AT L)
zafay fadesi &1 €fenr #AA  qaET
Tifge 1 & agi aF wwwar § fagas avw
¥ FPAR AT I ¢ < gww A wwfa
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& AT qmrgT o Frar Jrr g &
3% fawre ¥ agaa § f5 Y faa) &
ST AT ifgd FifE Ay faw
arfa®) grer fHam} &1 g3 Migw gar @
ZAR GEEg &7 O X qF AGA AT
faa & fag oz £ A &1 fFaml &1
qqr F197 § 1 FYE FrATA J¥AT § v
I AT 7T F FrAa faadr & Afww
T ITEH IqY afaA Tgar g\ fwara
o« arr weAr fa F ¥wT dMEN 9%
AT g A 3, 4 faw aw IAF FAW
R ¥ AT T FE @A §, IR A
g4t o=t fad qrar § faad sqs #faw
2 ¢ faad fagEl ®1 a9) gAY @it
¢ zafAg R FWFIT 9T A1 AT
TH1T T AE fFRAT Y ag RwmAr 7
it aT qgarrdt S fawr ¥ & A
agFre 4a1 39 faq 37 faqq ag a9
WG FY STIEAT FT g AV7 H9A
wtaq-qrqd & araAl &1 @gfEd gwam
a9T 9T FT qF |

AT AT AT A15T BIEY AI3A °Y A
- fas wf & g dadw @ A qFWIA
wgt A faa @, IR I¥ AN F AR
AqIT AqAT FT Agfaur FyAT 1 AT AA
wEmw ¥ 9309 § 5oty @8 & gul
dFF AN 17 1

3 Wik oft AT TAo o FHT A
#gr f fa3wi & NA F1 swram Par 2
A z@¥ FwT A wraeqr Q@ g &
¢ arear fe ag aXg 9T w4 & @)
8 ? w7 Pret @ &1 9T gar g oar
ATHRIT /igA § f6 Frafewt F qaear /@

*The original speech was deliverd in
Tamil.
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§FW ¥ fag sx fdwY & amm
AMIT FTAT I 41 98 §IF TH YFIT A
AW F AT A gL FL | AEAT qIW
Fgd & f5 qfafaal & fea & fadns &
g T Ar wgr g 1 F A g AT
f& 7g g w3 a5 7 ¢, AfFT FTAER
9T AATT & 97 F 7g 9o § fF wredry
a1 o}, sife aadw #1 afwafaa sl
aftafga &9 &, 73 gafqa¥ &t @il &
AT AAAT Y O FWE 1 TG FF
feft g 9T AT F § 7

gardt sigw (ang) &1 qrdf gafofa
2 1 9 9T 3| IFR & A JATAT F4-
¥-F9 ITF fqq mwr g 2ar, faas
faq arava & & wafafeq§ fe ag -
qfeat & grat §, I7% 3HT F ) @ AT
FT HIAT AAAT 7T & §'g § geAER
AT B )

& #41 #iew ¥ Fiwg FEAfE
wafer Y fam A anw @t gEW g,
fearal &1 qar ar47 §, w9gd # A7
g fawrar &, agi #1 W 92 d @I Q
7€ 3, AT X A B sgIEdT @) W@ 2,
39 aIg ¥ qg AT (a9 qo @ F 4

AT g% T IANT A A1q7, FAAY YA

THFY THA F) FIU FT |

gr weal & wiy ¥ =@ fagns T
gifes qudT 37T g

*SHRIM KANDASWAMY (Tiruchen-
gode) : Mr. Deputy Speaker, sir, on behalf
of my party the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam.
1 rise to say a few words on the Bill which
secks to amend. The Levy Sugar Price
Equalisation Fund Act, 1946, Firstly, it has
taken 8 years for the Government to plug the
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(Shri M. Kandaswamy)

loopholes found in the parent Act passed in
1976. Secondly, through this amending Bill,
the definition of *“levy sugar” as contained
in the Levy Sugar Supply (Coatrol) order,
1972, is being made self-contained. I
wonder whether this should take 12 years
for the Government, One gets the suspicion
whether the Government had derived any
benefit from this delay of 12 years in defining
“‘levy sugar” properly.

But it is certain that this delay has led
to the exploitation of consumers as also the
sugarcane cultivators. They have become
the victims of the inordinate delay in having
the loopholes and decliencies in the parent
Act plugued by the Government. Meanwhile
the sugar production has declined steeply.
Last year the sugar production was 82 lakh
tonnes and this year it has come down to 48
lakh tonnes, The primary reason for this
declive in sugar productivn is that the
sugarcanc growers have not been getting
remunerative prices. When they do not get
remunerative prices and when the sugar
mill owners do not pay them the dues in
time, naturally they are disinclined to take to
sugarcane cultivation, When the sugarcane
cultivation declines’ it is reflected in sugar
production. It is not only that we are not
able to export sugar but we are compelled to
import sugar to meet the lecal requirements,

In Tamil Nadu the sugarcane cultivators
are getting only Rs. 165 per tonne. It should
be raised to a minimum of Rs, 250 per tonne.
The ruling party in Tamil Nadu is in cmpli-
city with the sugarmill owners and thus
injustice is perpetrated on sugarcane culti-
vators,

L]

I refer to this because it has happened
in Tamil Nadu, Thus the sugarcane culti-
vators are done injustice,

SHRI RAMAVATAR SHASTRI
(Patna) :  Sir, he is levelling a charge. **

JULY 24, 1984

Fund (Amdt.) Bill 432

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Mr.
Kandaswamy, when you make an allegation,
you must give it in writing to me and then
only you can make that allegation. Anyway,
1 will go through the records and see what
you have said,

(Interruptions)

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : I am only
quoting the rules, If any allegation is to be
made, you have to give in writing. 1 will
go through the record and if it is according
to the rules. 1 will permit. No allegation
can be made in the House unless you give it
in writing,

SHRI M. KANDASWAMY : 1 said
that the cane-growers are not getting a fair
price. The Government have not fixed
remunerative price for the cane-growers, 1
am not making any allegation. 1 am only
saying that the cane-growers should get
proper price.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : You have
made an allecation. Therefore, 1 say that
I will go through the record, You cannot
make an allegation without giving it in
writing to the Chair,

SHRI M, KANDASWAMY : I under-
stand that the sugar stocks on hand would
last only for two months. 1 do not know
what the Government propose to do to meet
the sugar requirement. If it is ensured that
the sugarcane growers are enabled to get
remunerative price, then the sugarcane
cultivation will ot decline. Presently the
sugarmill owners are taking both the sugar-
cagg cultivators and the common people for
a ride, In order to ensure that the sugar
production does not further slide back, .the
Central Government should nationalise
immediately all the sugarmills in the country
Then only the sugarcane growers and the
common people will get justice. If the
Central Government nationalises all the sugar
mills in the country, then my party the
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam will extend full
support to it. with these words I conclude
my speech,

**Not recorded.
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st T adwr faw (S8ER)
JIETET HEEA, HAAT ST A AY & A1 AT
qar7 #rag fafa erfﬂfmm 1976 ¥ -
¥q ®7% o1 fagaw W fear & “SawT
& qudga ¥ & fag @ergar g1 ag N
faw qw gt § 39X qWET B WA @I
, wafag & =gm f&F weft S s
faareor 3 | t¥ FTAawg MET g ¢
Aagy W F A NAY F7 geq OF AT
@1 AfFT agy 2w §, afewr g 7
At fad §_ st g wed ¥ A A
fas § a1 & ae1 g § 1 afew wa
¥ 12-13 q§e aF v s A Y
ITF AT IAT AT F T ) 99 ¥ g
afes &1 IoT 9 F g ag @ fr A
g oz § afaw fogadr w9 ad g
Y SIg OF aTE AY 3@ q7Ee feway gt
AT g AT AR wAMt A 12-13 qWEL
fewa<i g, A1 & aga AT I3 J1AT §
fow wa’ & &Y TArfeRm g 99 A
AMd & FAfET & IqT W@ F |
o sifa® & | IWT AT X 99 o F0 ¢,
qre afes g T fear s &
ammar § f& qc ag feafa <& ar #ar
I W@ &1 AT fae @ qroAy ?

# AwAqr § AT IAT qIW AR
fagre Y S el #Y graa stai< &1 g4
§ stz ot Wi feafa § st ot faam §
I7% @A 59 arg ®1 3§ o g ww
3T fagre Y AT fast @ & 78 Faw
IAT 92W F 95 FAOT E‘qu 7T fFamal &
Iwmr § Al w47 F3O% fag ®
IFTET g1 @A AT fEor wra ¥ w
THIAT QAT a7 AL H TG Q7 1 (A
¥ fax & <) faeil &1 fawdewr 733 gg
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garar a1 fs afaor W@ & A faF
afywim w1 § Frarfea afaq o qadt

- §, % d99-MT 31X § AT ST TEHI grav

A framl sl woasl ¥ aver s @
7 gax wrg ¥ % g faoda
feafa & 1 77 ot Frar esdimay 3
FUF 5 Y I g IWT W@ AT
gfaor W@ &1 qEr g IEE IAT A
o117 fear g ? afg gl @ sw wrw
Fr @ fag @k fae g @
AT |

I9rsaE wEeT, g S fAaw T4 @
%, =% 9g¥ it g6 fraw a% § 1 e A
M ¥ oF g Mfmmaargarg fs

" fHE WY T geATE F IFT e afe

15few & 7 &T fgar i A 99 9= fraE

%t seee fear qrmr ) AfdT & qw @
g, sxEt wunr ey & qwmn §,
FAl 9T I ®A I QT v Ty g ?

ARG "y AR T IATARTF

L IIE o a‘raarg_g’rwgnaw%wr'
¥ afsai wdl § AFT Y UwRrSAE FA T

fag av@ ® &1 7 997 ATH A G N

agt X 9 &) qOFT FAT A %ﬁ#

391 39 9w fwar aar § ? @R are

W zmadg g FY afai qdr gf §

AR FAT A FrA1Rfea &1 a5 § a8

Fge fear srm R, ArQyArd ot aga
gt 3, farqar A feamal ox 3 § SEar
AT ® It g W A .3 qu IR
garEa ¥ ¥ a=< # faar qar § Afew
IR T4 & T10 & fag FE ¥ qré-amw
g & A FrgT & 99 o< afz e faar
siar ar feamt &1 o faw Srar AfeT
ag a9 gar o



a5 Levy Sugar Price Equal,.

(st Trw e fas)

it Ak Wik A wET wAE A F
Y X &7 a7 g\ § &Fq fFEE
g, & samr wigar g fs foed o femal
1 ¥=6 T T Fr9q faer @ § 80
qr| @ A F1 Iarea fr gan a1 Afeq
qIT I wEl wwar fEEEl #1 awEr
TZT | §9 JALNRW & UMM THo  GIWo
g Nt & g 1@ ¥ sk I AT
faqg &1 4@t @ J=T FT WHEF &L
TadeE Y aw femr mn faed w
aFEr qaw fear mr g e @
qGA THAT TG TAT 41 | T@ AT Y I
9T & 1 AT frgrA F 1A &7 A A
fasrm @Y ag a=r @) T ) ag @D R
fr T @ & A qar gt s Afaew
¥ &t off F% A FT IJurRA FHUT A
qiq g § 1 & quwan § w A A &
gfea & 1 afe 100 fares <Y da1 gt @
&t g ¥ 65 fagew sy Y F q Y
a1 & & frer wnfers & qr@ 35 faaew
S qw AT awd @ R
fraT T GT FTAT § WA FEA &
T qT A AT A g g | |1 a4
fra™ & aT9 AT AG & fF IR WA
F1 a0 1 7 ¥ AT FFra T qC A=+
Wt 7 fa¥ ? gw A Y |t Fa §, IR
AT & T @1 {1 1 ag I€ G
¢ 5 5@ w1 & g¥ede fear ao f&
=T AF I fFIW w1 A fRe am g
Y fae | I g # feET 1 W
FI9 F1 A A qEAr g, dafw
20 AT #! o=t T N feEw ¥ g
2 & 1 3¢ faer-mfas 35 sfawa Y
AW ZTHY 9T J9AT § | AT FE EFA §
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f gt fagTwr s A AW &) wEge ¥

YR @ 5w oS § A o 8,

fwT g & A0 F N TG Faady
A sgrragar § v gam grat #
ag fawm ofqr mar @, 59 fag @4 o
FT 3 FHATE FIH! TIEW | IAT WA
§ 5 awg ®1 N faw T wremyfen
G A §, G dwe & §, sTORwA
#t §, TO TS aIER F1 § a9t 36 fAS
Sr{Ae dweT ¥ § | qaer Foradw & w'a%
2 feet &1 8.5 2, feat ' & A & el
fet #T ¥ A ¢ ) swwr awg ¥ A
B ST I3 AT | q@ AT HA Wl
#) o7 37 91fgw |

R fry aasw #Y @ g Q@
¥ | & quaT I1gar § 6 g aver o
TERF s ? 99 faw N giaa
FoIT @Y wrea, &Y fas # & far o
% 5ga1 § 6 3 T AFT AT, A
AIFT R I FW I AIFQ 1 &7
W=l F g g & W ot ¥ fa¥gw -
FeM fF ¥ g vdwm, fage & fqmal
T A ATET TIYT IEAT §, IAFT A faAar
g, aifs feamal & g faw @3 1 foed
g AT Ve TgAHT ¥ 27 FOT To #Y
gEAgAMR@mam A vz TG
Ug 91 FT AT § 1 T AT q1a) F7 =W
# 7@ gU I AT A gferor W #Y
1Y fadl § au-ag worfag A1 AUfgQ
arfs Iz W ) 4 a7 zferr s
F i 0F g7 9T faF g& | q AT
AT FY AT et G F o @Y § 1 AW
#§ Q|1 qF JATZY, WTHA § IART AF-
am &fag, faey gard 39T W@
I A aFTR g @% | afg IAT
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WTGE #1 H14) fAs qwoT g | ar
I qEA N @A g, AR @@ @
wQAT | T AT At FAY S oFT oA
AT agT I€

Fa & & @ faa §1 auqa F3ar §
I s Fan g 5 o7 & agi & S
& AYEY qF J AL g e &
9T & AT FTow F qg.A7 7 Iz W A
wAre frar ¢ & saT wa & feami
& 79 B A aFTAT R, ag Tm-aAve faA A
faer sITQaT | W g & @g § qT W
fas 1 AWGT FTAT§ |

st drareat fag (afqar) @ gureae
wgrew, & zq fa@r ¥Y @@ & AT qWWA
Y $rforw 1 § | AT 9F oy Far fF
AT §4 wRYeT & 7 fraEi v far
§, 7 AT JeeE) A faer § st oA
rdrenat #Y € far §; AfFw s
£ far g Y 991 gEw FRAIMT
g X 9|1 30 A0 | s@F 74T 39 AN
% &t s dwr Agi &

tq faafasr & qq7  qg sgaway wEy
e o fefo geo ST Samesl A
aga frar ¢, afe @ o & s &7 @A
a 3% A1y ag sfawa gz &, AfeT @
¥R F 17 A @ 15 wfawa gg AT
ghT—ag ara A0 gHE AT & | @A A
ar qur wmar @ fF anowr I TWE AW
% argr que 3 1 @ o Ifva ot &, AfeT
W gaY qfaq AT @Y qA F aray
#tag ag d fo I & qerame fred
I§ 84 Arw 32 AT = gE, W A9 82
AT &7 gf AT qF A A 60 ATE A
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AT @ ¢ AT IFF qg w F AT
FT AAAF §F A IWI g1 TLEFRLA
fearal & arg foaa avg &1 s9ag fear
g, 9 3w F fIw aw@ F1 AR
framY & g frar 2, S feamm faQsdr
#fa, giaet T @™ FT 7 AT
fe am a1z 3w & s A FT Wi
ggad asT g fram & ot getaq
AT F I A AR g fawAr
#T I|F AT AET AT AT FY

- |1 ISAT G4 |

atwr feafs ag d f& Sares s
AT RN F A1 T7A7 GaT w7@w §, I
¥ are faar qar faw 37 qofit 7@ e,
Ia% a1z fadl & v & qgfr S
qEdt &, Ty gl e fag gw gwie
¥ 751 gar & 5 a9 gar fasar, afeq
qg 077 I¥ A fawr w@rg o af F9d
g fE guv Ry ¥ T 95 FAT
FAT AFAT &, TAR fagre &+t 26 52
AT AFTAT § | TR IEARA &, IgT 9
A fas § 11 FUT woar fwawAl v
TFHA L AT g W 7 FaT 1983-84 FT
T 8, afes 1982-83 FT 4t FHrAT § |
geuq: aFmn § sifar, rafar, e,
afwar T qagr fa=i & gei swfasw &

it oF w9 fage @@ fOF &
7eEd ¥ FY Y, q@ AW I SR §,
98« A1T 4t JfE fgsy T & -
% a= g 7€ 91, fage & gl F qoer
Ta.& S I DA T A G A
&t 7€ T fagr & dara fo ¥ feamal
F1 IAT 920 1 A £ a=7 G 7
o @@ gfewa ¥ fadl, o3 a2 frew
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(»fr Rarae fag)

I FT IFMAET AT IH A1G F1 THAT I

FY Mt F A faer &) IwwE F AT 10

qE F1 7 Fq9 1= o, afew fe

aagd 1 N J77 Jfs w1 awar ol
T AT AL GAT | TE TH FIHIT &
EEAT FT TATT &0 W F A7 fFarT ¥
99 TEIHT W F A dFe F1 g fwa,
q ¥a9 3w A Awa #7 g fwar afew

faw) & Srg+< fade gar &1 s far,

afea iy o IAH ga7 A famr

2 fox wgw HY sr@ark ¥ qgr 4r f®
qTHIT 7 qIE AT A€ A FAY IR
smE § ) WAy fFam 1, S FE
AT AF FT1E, 79 GAL AV QEFL IGT
qTEAE g1 qTF T A FT g
&% 91 f§ 3 a9 7% 89 9T F
foag #1§ a%z 7l ar ) IoF T3t FT aF
WO FT WIAME AAF 91, T &
INTT AT, AT AT €IF a1 ¥ 5999
¥, feal sfearzat & @199 9191 ar 67
@F T &7y fwar, weevwr &y
e &1 qu foar, i #Y aaF q@h
1§ 47 A8 @Y, foH o anaw faqmi &
A gmid 1 e 2w Ay fae gar v
Faare fean, ¥ gfe § ag feamEl &
fag 7t agY, afew W F faw o1 wee-
fazreT & § | 1 q1g §9 A 2 Y
qmig % §, 37 & aga & awewag TeAr
AT | 5@ AWM A qiE & A Hary
Fr WA TG § | HAT qE A H79-
A QA @ IwH JE@ F A
H\HY IUAsH &Y qFd § | AZ FTH foarA-
fadret AT weg-fatied § | AT ATHIT
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FaAt Afaat & doraT 0T gure 7T B
FAIT & & A B w1 R Q@
a%ar § o3 fearT qaiqre agid ¥ agamm
FW & fag A §

ok fae TA-I@RSY F INFIK
e T wAT fral # A 1 wa,
fasr 2T av swgfa & awg & wnam
T AT |

T Figw Q THTT F F21 4 @ Iq
Jus Fiq ar fe gar ¥ §, Fawad &
seara qrw fear ar & gg A+ ) &0

- IEAEI FI wWife A 1A

7AGA FT §A1F R, TAT-ITIZHT F7 7919
g A o w1 ogIE § ol ag
ward faar A faat &1 wsflasan fag
g9 &g & IFar ¢ 1 5§ W ¥ A 39
FEfT 1 @ FA§F  fAg @ uia-
FO far AT 1 uF gmaA § 1 IaF
FIT OF USHITFTN FAWT TG go1 971
I FHIWA ¥ FIT QF & qgAq 7 97 _
fasl & wsdtasen & qwr & w7 A &
afsr gad faad ot a8 k¥ 3 @@
TGHIFI F 9a7 # § | 3 97 FHwA
A frE qE@T §) SEFT @A F AT @ &

g AT FE QW E & T oSO F faAr

usfraFwr frg F1€ g 4F) g aFar
g

arw fagre 1 feafa ag @ f agi &
frqial F1 26 FAT woar aHAT § 1 AT
7 FAT 9T F7 yAAA TAT FTEA
F U fFar I Wr g fAgT A

I g g HA7 97 & Hifsaw

TH T A AW AT R, T T Y HEE
§ a1 & farg | are fagre ¥ 5@ g@
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1 f3=zr @A § @ wd g 20 FAT

wyar fagre #1 2 faaw fagre & amr-
IIZET FT TEMAT GAAA FFAT M

zad avs fram @iz § qmT &
FereA § ow-fop€ we arg & aqiz gy
T &1 fagrT & 50 gAT AT IAT W2W
%) =frar qT agadY, FwEr, aft@r A
A7q7 9N & @9 § | foeire & faF ag o
3% At af § 1 Qe feafa & famre &t
A 26 FIAT TIAT IFMTT § S IEF ¥
T F7 11 FA3 war §, Ig feand
& G4 A ¥ qZ F@T§ 1 A AN
aqmirer feag 1 9% faar g@ feafa &
quT7 AL AT AFAT § | AT AL ATTGT
=Y &Y FIEATT TATAT &, AR AW FY AT
AT & ATAA F 4167 AeA-fAqT T@AT
8 &Y T AAEAT FT AITEY AAHIT FTAT
Prr | e 3w ¥ Wi AFT ¥ el
timdwa mERz ¥ A F fou
Tq AT F) ATAVFTT & fF aeA-gerRi
F a9 I GAF AT IR, UF q3-
F3Y &7 &Y 7@7 § AT A% IFTAT F qA-
AT F QAT TG QT & ag T & | g9+
IAY g HHE FT A ATAT AR R )

74T qIEf & wraT F gua, 1978 &
qITg AR A frama) & asar F an
# ogtagfes aréq It frg & & frmal
FY ®@SE qIFF T IAFT A PR
=AY fael FY FTAT ] 97 9T @ o fear
wre | wF faw amr feaTaY Y STAT gAr
WA 9w ax 16 ¥ 18 wfewa a5 &7
gz &1 FUSK erar fFArAl w1
tual qT wgAt & A€, gl & qwmar g
37 a7 frgmat &t gz 7Y fear v §
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ITF TO¥ O g Agar , few A ¥

fag-arfasi & & 72 gz =Tqar &

FET 737 12 Fqrdt F1 o Gav gz Ag
fear strar § | w7 fa-miias qo¥ 47 9%
16 ¥ 18 gfma ar gz aga s @ & A

framl #1.3 374 awm@T o ge - fAwAr

w1feq 1| & sorg Fw a7 fF A St @@ AT
FT UATT T HT T qgT & ASTH &

framat #t amaes 71 fF fawar €1 faai

ar g=g F3t 1 ol ¢ ot feami

FTET 9T g [T 9gAT | frAml F few

% gz 7 fawy &1 qga as1 @) foaw

g &1 & "ggH F AM@I , A9 sqm* &

frami & fom geiaad St J@F7 v g,

99G qH A9gT AT R i fR ¥ g

TE Wacl AT FAW FIF FAT AT FT

€TT9 TH AWEAT T AN HTHfoq 7§ |

st RemR qlfe (areEda) o gt
wag e, ¥ @ oW fadaw
gifew awda #x7 & fag @er gang
wrgay, & g0 fawg g3 sarer g #5771
#1€ sarr aftada z@d 8 @ a1 @
¢ oY AR av @ Sl A SHET gn-
47 frar 1 & S d¥7 It FY AT AT
feaTar ArE@T § 1

AT INT F AT TE I AE AT
T fF X ad ¥ F© IA-AIE
AET g 1 gEEr oF Y Frw g fF faw
I T FT IARA H F1aT g, I9 I0
fFam at q=wt Fwg fAg aEr g @k
gwg qT faw I @)1 @ IW AR A
T# T IeqTET T AT R AT 7¢
Rt ¢ fr e afus F Y asg ¥
SaF fe aaw av aiwq adf e it
A F7 g fasar g1 oW foger 7
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(%Y Tmcark afam)

qt %1 gfage ISTHT IQT Y g qA
AT qIEY | AAGT TG F G077 § aY 4
gida 4t f5 6 & fq feaew a2 ot
TAT A FT A AR A a1 IR =
FTgl &1 ar & Agf 7 gFqr AfwT IAL
wew & afgas faal # T qdf SO w_w
¥ w7 @t ¥ TATAT 9T G711 AAAT G-
FTT aF gwved g1 wf AfFF A F1 9T
I gt a1 fomsr Tgw gw ax
fear war 1 Afea & st R F AR
|TEFT AAT AT AT JUTE IAT AGAT £,

st g7 §AR fmAY 0 39 I CH
iy Y ot g A AT A oY

it Treart qfaw @ AT aY &G FAAT

FF FY A9q Afaq) & RO FO9 F
T § | 80 F wATA A FI fwT 3uT
I T ¥ | AT AT ATHETET § |

At gdm FRIT PITER : AYET Q-
gt 1 & aggm St ¥ @rw IvIr A
I Y % Arg anfaw sy £

= e qfa e gAR AT 1T
Fgremdgueamar g g 1980 #
AN A wgsgaeqT faey Of IAFT gwA
FIE GEDI 1 TR FT 15 FAT A
faé Saaea frar g 1 g F @i
qIT § | A % «U fawTT FT A4 §,
% fag & 541 o) #7 g7aR AT FUEAT
g f& I a3t avw Q@ ¥ Fw faar &)
e & ar § ot gl ger Afg g
FT T T A et N T FY FHI
far & 1 gaFT afvomy sewt gar &
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€7 §a% 19 A e g1a amay Ay
a%ur HAT wgET g% § 1 OF A EgAT
®! agd JrAWAAT § | €9 Q18 A TA 1Y
0T 12 @Y § aY 4TA A A@IRT AW
&t #ma fam qgore # qudt § I &g-
qra # 9 #Y K19g N 73§ I e
figvmimagaaaft § ak gw @
faw gz & nwrd & f& wra awc
ax faq g ¥ TE ggw & &
qIT IAT A FIFIT 41 AW feqar aqr
&R Fgi 9T 0 &7 Ay 7 grwa o
ST 61 ) T A fagprIr 1 W wIA
W gw TFIEar g 2 91 @ § | @Er AT
w7 g1 | faed qre g 80 W@ aA
41 % JeareT g qv, W@ FTX 59-60
q1€ 27 T AT § | AT A AN F @A-
AT 1 & A1 R | TWET AGAT AT @
fs I ®Ta 60 T@ 27 G, AT AT FFF
80 ¥I& &7 X AT W § | TE 39 19 &7
g3 § fr Tmafed) ® @ 7g7 a3 {1
q1g AT M zT A &1 g fEar
ngr | Ta A Q&Y qrA AE § 1 A AN
agiza & guafmar § 1 4 fra) Na &
F0 1 FAM gAY g A HArg Al
wifgy | afe g <7 awer #1 R @@
g1 arfge | g &7 & Ak gAta #1 )
wrad & o7 # A5, A9, WA, q@
sMdgrar g g § e
T &1 IJqIET FW E | AN &1 FERA

FT A F AT WIW G

g2 § 981 qa famar § a1 w2w
N7y faw qaT ) @A HEAT 4
a1 g Jrar § 1 aoer) fael v feaAl
&1 9t aFrar @ar §, 7g e ¥ A faw
T § 1 97 g7 Fga ¢ fr qrae ffag
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ar #1 7 & Y Fare Af dar
frg s d #qa @ 1A g IqY e
qxmAY & It § 1 TF FIFT O gAT §
f 15 fam § afas el &1 aw@Er @
iy Y faa-arfas w.fee @ T g'oee
21| R WA H g o ag ag
frar wrar 1 & ;g § B woit Y usw
aTETdl #Y AE®t & A f5 agwga #
Qread FT | T@Y T LR FOA¥
FFNTE, TG I G AWM | ULTFIA

w1 factg &€ 1T gam § 1 AT, FW UG-

FTor T AF A USIARIO JA1 STAGIT
grar wfgd oo (sawrA) st gAAT
faat #t wear agrAr ¢ 1 H3 9q  faafqe
& QU fear @ faral ¥ oAl gER
Fgrr garg | & s fe DAY fai Y
7q Gt ¥ yawr @F T fraral &
fgaY &1 s772 W@ 1| T EAAY 9T ATHFT
fRa #Y AT AT IFAT TLATE ) TAAT
Frarat Y a4 &Y oFf 33X F o+ dar v
AT AIA JIe@z@aaar g f&
_E9 IANT #Y 931371 2 & fav oF  resl-
ez faq 710’ | N fag & . T9g
& 3TF1 1A @Y & foad A ot
& fga & A4t &1 77 @A # fad, gardt
FIFTT AT Y 17 & | qg-q8 I ar
T A K T@E TE FWQ@ F ) AfAA,
Y 1, g A wage @ §, IR
&Y AT A fawr @Y @ gAR @t
faacor araeqr §, TR W gEed fwar
ST Fifgq | wET F A AT QY FE A

» At faa aret @ Afdw graTa & sl
#Y A8 faa queft & 1 &, 99 FAE W@
@t g svaY & @ fF §7 & awg SAE
ST AgY fast ) ow qig ¥ qar =wan fa
TF FHAZT HT qF A7 AT fasit 6
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9% OF @ ai7 ¥ afe 4 N AR A5

FT A | wfaqea gfve & fgarg & <41
q2, TqFY A1 swaEAr F< & gAAr g

fF strow fafadwg 771 § ? amwr @

TaAdzE 9T F1w A &)

afsy sng 1€ a #r§ v sageqr
#7397 F fqq voa § fgady arsy €44
% qft a0F & faaw g a%, sg9 faa-
I 7Y 3IfaA zagear g1 &¥ w19d garg
a FIwl fFg &, Fw gEA A dear
w193 a31€ g, BT AY g@ 5 1qewr 7Y gEe@
agrwew w@E

I i s mg Fagug 5
fa34t savasar gark agi §, 99 fgam
¥ NN fad @t I e o fre A
FAATN fawtyr & it @reh sg wei
F oM aga QA qgAT FTIF T AR
ITET vEA faq a¥ |

st gl AR ware (DA -
Iqrerer Y, 77 &Y 9 faw ¥ ST W@ AR
FOY #1931 A g7 w7 fF ga¥ IT v
AT Fraoy FY w16z A& Ay mar @, afew
fag gfem fear gor §—sledmem ww
Naxw a7 &3 7 faw o fva grar
A IR dw Fry g fearmmar @ %
@wF gt farw s & goreT fag
A T JTAYT § | IF IFIT FT AT 39K
agl w4y 7€ &, w7 Tq7 gg &g ) AT
Y varar wifge @1 fF ga foogd oae I
Fai-ai arust & qfrad w7 A0ES
§ wai grawT F Fvor gggfagdar -
Iq# 7g T W A1 3T i g
F 3 & faq & gw 71 faq ar @ § A<
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(T grw FATT AR

A A€ A’ § 7 FA LN | AT
TW AT steasey gue d9-¥ F e

ang a3 ¥ K ewwar g fe aN A

F T 29¥ F7 T AG A7 Ay ¥
=T qar FIA X fFaTT I A% AT
FHT IAFT 61 AT AT |

THE HATAT ZH (AT & AT HIT A8
grgad g ) % 39 N6 @)
qFETET e 1 41 §, fewiw g, vuT
qI9 T ET@ g g, afz e w1
faurg g1 &Y 3% 60 faAY F s=T, rwaAn
W MY qgT aga g, IWF 60
feat & 727 39 qw @' a7y afawa
ans aym X gfs awg g Swr A
FIAIT AT AT o709 &' 27 1S wfqwa @
QAT | THF JT I TqH AT ®E "@A
aig T sAr g g & awwar g v ag
Wiar fe@a ¥ & fan g #aifs aaax
g NafoaY & A1 aF ©F A7 GAT WY IGA
aff st @ | afe & faar & &1
TH TqI3T |

srpa, uweR ofagwr ot sgf 9w
a1 yueme g feoafe 3760 ad)
F1 9T AT QT AT &1 AT I
ge # g fs & ¢& faw &1 g7 s
¥ fo @er gonr g, AfFA 9% @g a1 @
FI GgI, FAG WY AT T GENT A0
THArg fF Yok Qe ¥ a1 § 1 afe
a1y areqd #  fegaYy & femad § oY
qER AT g, fev fram get wy
€ | M7 81T &IF QT AT BT | IE AF
T 997 &, § F9 N X 51 g7 06 T

JULY 24, 1984

Fund (Amat.) Bill 448

w1 $Ha &1 JvaT ag w@r ) agyer At ¥
wATA A 7 W AE ¥ I qW fewe
fewar fear 9w & Sta & v man ) dfsa
#E W FWF FT AT, FL Y A1 7,
A qTT g H F A9 A fow
Fa% Arq fagsT N g AT, I9F AATET
feat 7 g& F1¢ wgrar 7@ I whag
HraFY o T @ fE & &) A #
@M1 T HI94) ARTATAT F FOT F47 F3
IATT HAT | FAAT AT W AT §S A9
gy 91 Jem & feg £ gD &

g Saar § | 18 gveT & 9w e .

FTOF AT AR FATg—FEwA O A
aifad, @ ATy wg Arg ) gEfa O @
TR F, FAFT AT I F1E FAT aaﬁj
grar g

sy, St o Ay A gar g, &
AITHY qF TF  TUBF ATITH! FT IFO
AT 9RAT § | OF AL 39 FFaia 37%
o 9g= A¢ | 9% ¥ swig w & #fa @,
Afae i feam’ &7 ) & arafag
ARTATHT £T GaX & I CF SET-AT T
@ TR —ag W AR @ ek FIT

g —

sUqr ag famsg @ qm,
_ AT AT & A1 I AZE A

wH AIGT § 98 FEA q9LT,
AW Al § AT EE G AN

framaY &1 a.4 gTHT FUEE TATHI
A A1 B ¥ A1 wrATA) #1 & X agr
¥GT 4T 9RA § ) Falfs gAR AT
a0 F Fag a4 arfaer 1w @ @A
q @R fag ot A1 qa7 FI@ 1F @A
g ar N &7 fagor & Ard AEIE
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aga &, AF1 & Y ¥ grafaa § sk
AT €1 g ATAT § | W AT AR ATATE
qiga # % fo T€ gevae &t UF dreEfag
oY &1 8, ST faal @1 I7% graew @, 99
¥ & owE |

ARz fag sga § f& I am
AT AT F19 A R, AT W qd
FgearAt fFaggmrr @y A
WA@RAT T@ § F19 A Fa@ar g
dfs atee Ywifafafadt § safed e
Wy g5fux dfxao 45 F@& Fifg Fufor
FLAFT AT @I AR FT @ &)

TF A AT Y 7 gafay § fR
IATRA TR g aT § w4ty fraE
a ggfeaa afl WA 15,6 71w aF
IqE T w1 W A fAwar | A s
SqTEY AT dar FX A AW G A W,
ofqmt [ & fawar §, € @h waw
s & fad €7 @idr war qear §
tafad AAgT AFTFH A 9 FAA F
wear Rar § st fewar &9 g @ foaay
feata £1 Fa@ AT g

& qra qAay gfasr ot ¥ 5§ fF
39 gag NAY 7§ qmré af wafaw @
e g war | Jaar qff A 1§ qo F:
¥ gafaw gw eoT a1 a7 | AfFT g7 49
W agr a9 FT g § gafed Aar o
ATATA FT &7 A1 § I AR AT TUT
HAY AT § | 4F @7 ATy Ay g
& qm @ § oufs ww A g W
Fg3 § fr Y€ w0t 7 q¥ zafag dar
@ & Afpn fred @ argd T g
[at ANz oz qmé | @S Y w1 w@E
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§? A%l waww § fa F@ dafaw &,
AFATFIAT & @ § 1 o 97 94w
ar Arq qard f& €AY aige @) 0f, s
feT ag &« strat ?

TTHEAT YW1 AT § @R A
el | we gFTEFEIT AT 1 AN v §,
] N-ara¥feq afafq areq #3 @ g
a1 0% &ro wTfo & MATH § a7 FFM-
TR AT T W@ @ ¥ ag AT /T g
¢ | afew w7 gieaT & wrE g §
{F 7 AT FAT qAT AT Grer g o
A ey ar) DA gy WA F g
FrET § AT I agA ¥ 100 ®o AT FH
F1AT 1At DA ITAET B X, qrow
T arelt faeet § 1 9w Iufaw & fram
& gy, 39T anfaa g IoNgar & aw
§ aft aAY & aar g agr A T@¥ 6
qAr AgF g0 T IV E | AT FEA f
Re nade &1 fefegaqma fawen aua
g1 8 gm ad J1ad 1% Sl g A
A J a1 gwr g gz famwed
ATTHY § | HA FT ITAIRT S A g
@ § g Arwr w1 §, g Ag § 1 A
a1 g 9y Jg dzv Afay ey gw
o F% & fd adh

18,00 hrs.

AT oY fAw wrde gl # § ar

rE¥e. grat A FwasT quard dAomr &

ot 7€ &, FAF FT AT 10, 10 ATA FT
framl &1 awar qaT . sT T gl
gve fawar § ot Aoy ana&ng} g A

Qetie & a= TF Qo THo AT
GF §
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MR: DEPUTY SPEAKER : Mr. Gang-
war, how many more minutes, do you want
to complete your Speech ? You wanted 10
minutes, and I have given you ten minutes,

-SHRI HARISH KUMAR GANGWAR :

I will just complete my points within a few
minutes.

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : All right,
you please complete your speech within two
minutes,

O GHIT WerArT : A GRA A5
gt ¥ § a @ X frY @@ wAY &0
qvI-gEd € 1 Iq 9T FVe) w1 FE I
FT aF1AT &, AT F1 A | frwr W
AT @TIE | g f9q wIgR a1 ¢ H
arg fasra a1 § 793 faars a1 Fa-
gt Q¥ vt AR

fag g@ar g ag A FrAT AN F
fay ot 2 23X &, 9 99 §W ¥ wAR
g1 21 Fak e 200 feaew A oF daT
# #3fadY ¢ @Y ag va# 300 fegea we-
T arar § 1 fawar 200 fageq w1 2ar @
R 100 fagewr &1 Twmar {1 & zw
graq & fgdrad 1 @ faq@ 9T FTH
ate-qgara g1 I9 ¥ ag T qeq 90
T g TO% ¥ ag faw wifas qar
FA@TIR | ,

@ ad, oA & 8§ o
Frar ¢, IAFY fAAT F@r 1 A GaT
SIS ATAT § WEA F[ IqHT qG §ET
aUA qE G FAT § | AT & {5 F9
A F@r § IS Par § @ S
qqdz | AT Sfae 100 faaze = ar|ar
£, 95 fza Gt #Y gear #T &N ar
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3% A7 faar sgwy, § fygza S@s AT
feprr st | ag war wear § fe 10 fagesr
q¥g dlq 347198 AT & 99 Fgf @
s ? ag fRam & qidr ® FEd
FT F g1 20 fages &) qrer g av
15,16 fagzs drsn st ma &1 51 100,
150 faazq agar, gual ws(f o= adadv
WX 9aF 9g¥ I9FT Awma faqe) | e
7§ faseiy | @ v & feara a1 qer
LIRGE '

feaia #1 oot faad # &3, ag I

mha@'émm,w-qﬁﬁiztﬂ
Ay A AW AT @), IAF @ qar
frad & arel aawT Fam @ A 0 W
1Y FY qETAOIT Fg F@ AT ? AU I AY
TR JRET IaFT fraty $T 3 ax ay
F1 37 fearat arqm #TE faod Ay
ar yrara F gan 7 frafa W gar
I &g ) & fE Y A 7 @ ok ot
AfF fodt ammd & N1 Y K1 Wt A
At [ A1 I & fag ot ar are &
FHY 4f | A% 18 W a1 frafe A @
1 9T HiFE & AFIR Arwr fraia
7 § A\ TaTa SATET 1 T A sng=y
TaAde FY arE fe@rg q&Y ¢ o

%7 T g § % wgi ag wrfEe
A § I qIq AT Frafer faa
FT GqE FTA ) AR § Sq121 T 7

@Y & at ag TR agt w3 fem

agT FRAAT T AT IJAFT AT ATAE &
ferar s )

I GFRAAT F1 AqAATEANA
FATE A 3@ 5 ¥ wveqg & A0 9T
AT | AT HY TELT § @ 10 ArE@ ATE
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¥ ¥ oy § o gt qx | A ghwa &
a9 74 & T am 9 w@ JdEE,
7Y AT famet F duai & as #37 §
{Tr T avat 3, F 3w

T FY THo HXo YT GFI FT
wifa® 20 919 FIX IIT ALW AEFR &

& MA1 A IqF q17 Iga GEY H} WOHT

Fax st i, gferw & arw, gar @
Tq 97 @¥ fwar @, g% g 9 arE
6T A & fagre st @y, gu
WMRGEAH qeq 1 T AT AT FAT
wigd &1 o faw oo gwar Awaarg-
7T FX, aY agt a9 &N s o
i aige agf §1 AT 97 Aw FaH
an @ #T 419 g7 qEA THAT qE ATTHY
feari€ 2m1 | gEfaw sagr wvur ag & f&
@A go 7a Afqw st @F aw §
VRN SART FrAm(Ed g G
a1g &= dfag, dqE FT AT |

frow ata ara & & 7 FT @1 E,
AR WIESAGIYT AN FATAT AEHIA FT ST
&% § ag HaG SqIRT A1, qAY AT AF
#1997 SqRT U ¥ AT FT 47 §,
R w3w & Fa47 A § A CF SR F
fore &w whr w7 @ & To Mo TAFHE ¥
Wi w7k FA ¢ AMFT WA aF AR
fore arglmy Y frerr 1 & @i @@
AW agt & feal ST @ §1 gafa
& iy weag wMAT F7aT § B o e
T3 arfewqa 1 gEqume &, 919 FAAIR
e § ot ama ¥ § awE §,
AH FIT fper &1 Tra-ara Ag) wwar,
faegs stz &, o gt F @
I F @Y gU gAET ¥ WEHRGR &
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T & Y faw geaEr Afag ) A
9 A1 ¥ NOaT g5 W@, 99 qaAF
§ 8w §, @2 Maade & AT TR qT
&, g sy @rwar dfae T @t ag agr
aF & g Rraafed g GHIT 51 @F
T eI dfr R Rk F 1 @agd 7
it 14T faal wifes 33 go £ 99w 9w
azd F1 AT @A 913 F NFr 77 Hifge
T T 9T 4 et avm f& s
g'tafaat &1 gada #7 & | qrox ZET
R an N uadifs oF aam &=
Y4t faa mifawt & grg A4y 1 7 fasx
7T ¥ G a4 ¥, faqT =@y 9,
fror 23 ¥, @a AR @ mrrUsg & 77 feafa
ot 1 38 77w ax difag A F7 §
&7 AT FIT A §EA WA ATy A,
T aREfag T ATy at FrE aF A )

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Hon,
Members, the time allotted for this Bill is
already over ; it was two hours. 1 will,
therefore, call the Minister to reply, Shri-
Kabuli and Shri Ramavatar Shastri went to
speak, though Members from their party have
already spoken. [ will allow them to speak

for a few minutes each in the Third réading.

We will sit late for some time and pass
this Bill today, because the whole of
tomorrow has ‘been alloted for discussion Bh

the White Paper on Punjab. 198
ndw
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SHR1 BHAGWAT JHA AZAD.: Mr.

Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 1 am grat?ful o the

hon, Members for the sympalhy é the

have shown for the cane grower s.
and the industry as a whole

with them their anxiety and anmusi} oF ’t e

9 15
arrears that are not being palfl o€ “' e usr'l‘l

3 IVO'I



455 Levy Sugar price Equal.

(Bhagwat Jha Azad)

growers. It isnot a lip sympathy, lip-deep
only, but I feel sincerely concerned as the
hon. Members do, As a Miaister, 1 have
always expressed very strongly for the pay-
ment of arrears, and I have always taken
this up with the State Governments when-
ever I had occasions to meet them; 1 have
been writing to them also whenever the
occasion arose.

Now, there have been two kinds of
criticisms, one relating to the present amend-
ing Bill and other covering the entire canvas
of sugar policy in the country, I would first
like to say on the amending Bill, on which
the hon. Members have almost unanimously
agreed and supported the amendment,

The point is very simple. Whenever we
fixed the price of levy sugar, the mill owners
went to the court, and the courts in their
wisdom allowed them to charge higher prices
and we could not do anything. And after
thos petitions were dismissed, they said that
since it was not specifically provided that
they had to return the excess charged in the
price but the additional excise duty on that,
they would not return that,

Some of the hon, Members have said :
“You have experts. You draft the Bill.”
Mr. Ram Vilas Paswan is not here, He
said : *“You deliberately leave the loophole,”
That is not the question The officers draft
the Bill, with our consent. The Cabinet
approves it. It is ultimately the Houses
which pass the Bill, and it becomes an Act.
,So, it is not they, but we who are responsible,
For example we have the occasion here to
scrutinize the entire thing, You pass it ;
and in the course of administering it, we
find the loopholes, Therefore, we come
here.

About the amending Bill as such, the
Members are agreed ' that what I have
provided in the Bill now is that whatever
arrears are due from these producers who
charged from the consumers firstly, more
than.-what we fixed as the levy price, and
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recondly as additional excise duty due to
higher price should be deposited in the Fund,
They have agreed with it, and we have done
it, The loopholes which were there in the
Bill hrve been plugged. | hope hon,
Members have seen it. . 1 hope they do not
want me to repeat it. About interest also,
those people must pay it. -

Shri Girdhari Lal Vyas and others have
asked : *‘Why have you said that if they
pay within 60 days, the interest will be
124% and if they pay after 60 days it will be
15% 7 Itisnotto my liking : 1 must
iell you frankly. Even to-day, I argued with
my officers and asked : *“‘Why not 15% from
the start ?* These things arise when people
go to the court. It is said : You don't give
a reasonable time. So, they have not paid
because the court case was there, Now
that the court has dismissed their petition,
they must get a reasonable time. I do not
know whether all the these laws and the
question of reasonable time are there for
all, or for some people, but the fact remains
that 1 had to provide for willy-nilly, these
60 days, because of this difficulty of reason-
able time to be given to those fellows, who
did charge the higher price,. and did not
deposit it. So, I had to do it, That is 'my only
explanation in this- case,

There is another important point - on
this : how will the consumer who has been
charged more, benefit ? It is very difficult, I
must admit as hon, Members have said, to
benefit the individual consumers by returning
the money that was charged from them when
they purchased it. But there is another way :
if somebody is so clever, good and nice that
he has a record with him, we can give an
advertisement. He can come with the
receipt, and we will pay him, But that is
not possible, 1 tell you,

What we do is that we fix the levy
price for the country, the uniform levy price.
There are 16 zones in the country, In a
majority of the zones, the levy price is higher
than the average levy price. What we do s
that we benefit the consumer by subsidizing
this levy price, which is higher than the
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average, That is the only way, in which we
can do it.

Now about the criticism of the amond-
ing Bill, which the hon, Members have
made. 1 hope they were speaking about the
present one. While referring to widening
the canvas they have spoken about the
arrears, 1 certainly feel the same way as
Mr. Ram Nagina Mishra and Mr. Pitambar
do. They expressed it stropngly. They
accused me and said : **You have no concern
for the consumber, and for the producer,” 1
must say that my friend Pitamber, my class
fellow is a new Messiah who has come to
this House now, Raising his voice -as a
public speaker does, he has expressed his
concern powerfully, All that I can say is
that | share his concern, as strongly as he
has expressed it and as strongly as Mr.
Nagina Mishra, Mr Panika and others have
done,

I will again, in the light of the debate
in this house, write to the State Governments.
1 cannot announce it within 20 days, which
you asked moto do. But I can certainly
tell my friends who had advised me about
this, that within 8 or 10 days, 1 will write to
the State Governments that the arrears should
be paid to the cane growers.

Mr. Nagina Mishra has spoken -about
North-South samanvay, i.e, that an equili-
brium should be established, so that the
north Indian mills do not go out of produc-
tion. What is that equilibrium ? It is- true

that we should pay as much as possible to -

the cane growers. In this country, the
greatest point is the population explosion
which needs more wheat, more rice, more
sugar, more pulses. more edible oil, land
being the same. We as the Government in
the Ministry of Agriculture, are trying to
push up, through incentives, many kinds of
incentives, all kinds of productions. We
cannot increase hectarge ; but, certainly, we
can increase their input per hectare ; that
is what is possible, Till we are trying our
best.  For example, for oilsceds in Madhya
Pradesh, we are doing it those lands which
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are not irrigated ; for soyabean, we are also
doing it. We are giving now in Bihar and
West Bengal incentives for more rice; we
need more rice, Wheat we have. For
example, edible oil, we are imfporting about
800 to 900 croies. So. in this way, the farmer
has got an option to produce what he thinks
best in the different competitive incentives
given to them. In that, sometimes something

" suffers. But, 50 far as sugar is concerned,

it is not due'to that, We suffered a fall .in
production it i§ true, from 82 lakh tonnes
to about 59-60 lakh tonnes this year because
in the South, there was a drought, an agro-
climative condition, In the North, in the
winter when the cane was maturing, we had
very heavy rain. Therefore, this is not
correct to say Mr. ‘Ram Nogina Mishraji
—that it is due to non—payment that we
had suffered ; non-payment was a phenome-
non in Bihar and Uttar Pradesh, but
compared to North India, Uttar Pradesh and
Bihar, Maharashtra have produced less where

- the payment was given and the arrear was

not there, 1do not forecast a doom like
some members that things will become very
bad in the sugar industry next year. One
of may friends said, you are importing, you
are harming the interest, you are not for the
farmers, at the same time echoing the tone
of trader and hoarders in this country said
doom is coming next year for this sugar
industry, I can assure thiss House and the
country thar there is no Joom in the sugar
industry. The gross carry-over stock is 46
lakh tonnes, Our production will be 59 to
60 lakh tonnes. Our consumption in the
country is 75-78 lakh tonnes. Our commit-
ment for export is 6.5 lakh tonnes ; we may
not do that, but we ‘have already contracted
for something like .3 lakh tonnes. So, we
will have an opening stock of about 20 lakh
tonnes in the new sugar year on first
October,

But there is a question on the import
of three lakh odd tonnes, It is very simple.
I do not want to be the man who :is fore-
warned and yet does not take precaution, As
an abundant precaution, 1 have taken this
3,50 lakh tonnes purchase as import and 1
can tell you that this sugar is not at what
the levy price sugar is. Today, in the
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international market, the price has crashed
Whenever we exporied, we exported at a
discount ; we have to pay more. But, now
the international price has crashed. We want
to take advantage of it. Hon. members
should not have grudge about that that. We
are not harming the intereds; we are just
doing/something about those hoarders of
Bombay and Calcutta. 1 warned them in
Calcutta and in Bomby. They have seen in
papers what statement I have given, I have
reduced their stock ; I have reduced their
time for stocking 10 days. The other
precautions we will take against the hoarders
and traders and those who do it. I have
done it. Let not hon, members in one minute
think that I will have any sympathy for these
antisocial elements, I have never done it as
a member and I will never do it as a
Minister.  Therefore, 1 assure the hon.
members and I share with them the concern
that we have to do it , that is why we have
done it. Therefore, let them not think like
our Shri R,L.P- Verma abont import, there-
fore, commission to the officers. He did not
say so—thank God—to the Minister ; he
did not say that, Possibly he forgof about
that or what, But no such things are there.
Some say about the electionsn Well, for
clection everybody needs some money.

The Professor also nceds it. It is
known that vehicles do not run an water but
on petrol. So this cheap talk does not
carry conviction. The point is whether we
did it. We found the time good for storing
something. 1 would like to say, if the House
permits, we want'to have a buffer stock also.
But that should not be interpreted as harming
the interests of the cane grower. What Shri
Pitambar Sinha said, I know his anxiety.
because he comes from an area in Bihar
where a large number of sugar factories are
there. Being a Communist member he feels
the pinch more, He feels that he is.lhe
only saviour for the only saviour for the
farmer and he is against the mill-owner
because he thinks that he is against the
farmer. He knows me. I am also against
him. But, as individuals they are Profit
oriented individuals. But as an industry, the
consists of the cane grower, mill owners and
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all others, and I have to see that the industry
survives. So, about the price also, as the
hon, Members said, I will strongly speak
to the State Governments. But I would say
that about Samanway, Shri Ram Nagina
should argue with the State Government, |
am a Minister in the Cabinet, | cannot say
for a particular State, Let these two State
Governments kindly think over what the
Bhargava formula is. They should understand
things like giving advanct payments, as
Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu are doing.

It is very difficult to speak about
rationality of the price advised to be paid
by the States, But 1 will take courage and
do it. In" Bihar and Uttar Pradesh they
ensure remunerative price not only to the
farmers but also to the industry and thereby
they think in terms of the consumers. It is
very difficult, at a time to announce a price
and then pay it, You will suffer both ways.
If you accounce.a higher price then people
will say, *Very good, very good.” And when
yon do not pay then it harms you.

1 agree with Shri Ram Nagina Mishra
that we have to think in terms of a rationabe
or Samanway. What is that rationale ?
What is the State advised price ? It is no
good saying, ‘Pay Rs  23/-. We are dojng it
You are saying that the statutory price is
actually related in terms of the consumers,
not the farmers. There you are  giving a”
much higher price then the statotory Price,
Therefore, that is the "only way where we
should think in terms of that.

1 would say the most important
question is about this levy sugar rate and the
open market rate. My friend, Shri Mishra
has asked why we are taking 65 per cent of
the production, For whom are we taking
it 7 If, after all Punjab produces wheal.
Bihar, West Bengal and Tamil. Nadu also
should get it. If you produce more and the
consumers are not able to use it then what
will happen to the produce ? Therefore,
you have to keep in mind a balanced policy
and the price at which the consumer should
get it, to suit his pocket. That is why the
price of sugar is Rs 4/- per one kg in all
Parts of the country, from Nagaland to
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Gujarat and from Kanyakumari to
" Kashmir.

SHRI PITAMBAR SINHA (Bettiab) ;
But it is not available at the lowest levels,

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : 1|
" will come to that, For that Vitaran Pranali
should be there That does not exactly concern
me. Still, 1 will reply. But let us quickly come
this point. Shri Pitambar Sinha said that
levy sugar is not available in the market at
Rs, 4/-. At some places it is not available ;
at some other places it is available, What
do you want me to do ? That is a straight
question. You want the administration to be
tightened up. Some hon. Members told
me, and after going to the Ministry—whether
it may be an ordinary member of the public
or an employee of the Lok Sabha living in
Janak Puri—on the mext day I sent an
inspection squad consisting of a Joint
Secretary and other officers of the Ministry,
The question is that whenever you would ask
_me, 1 will put the sarkari tantar into action.
We will send them, They will enquire into
it. But what I am saying is this, There
can be no surety of a proper availability at
a price unless there is a powerful consumer
protection movement in the country, If you
want me as Minister to make that movement,
I will choose some organisation, pay them
moxe,
the sarkari tantar is having. Therefore, the
reply is not in the Minister's month or pocket,
The reply is that Mr. Pitambar, Mr. Mishra
and others must have a powerful consumer

movement. Bvery time you told me, I have
been quiet  But I have sent my Inspectors.
Ican do that, But apart from that, as &

Member you and I can have a movement. |
8m prepared as a Minister to defend the
Sovereignty of the consumer in which there
18 a powerful movement. You please develop
. Mou have my full support as a Govern-
ment and as a Minister. But I donot concede
that it is not available everywhere. Had it
been S0, where does the off take which is
3’°W'DB every month and year, go ? It does
M0t go to the sea I agree that in some
Places this problem is there.

About nationalisation, there has been
Bationalisation of many mdustnes in the
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country. Since the First Lok Sabha when I
come as the youngest in independent India
in 1952 1 have been a blind supporter of
nationalisation, I still. hold that view. But
the question is whether nationalisation in
itself is the panacia or whether in an industry
like sugarcane where the largest number -of
mills are run by the Government and the
tonperative sector, we should give time to
the cooperatives and the Government to run
them-on their own. What Mr, Gangwar
has said about the cooperative mill in his
constituency, I look forward to that. Any
Member whether this said - no talk, 1 mean
what I say—can come with a proposal in the
cooperative sector, If it qualifies under the
techno-economic survey i.e. more cane is
available, I will never besitate to give a
licence. [ cansay it right now, But the
question is when the Member. comes [ will:
not differentiate, Two things must be there,
Let it be in the cooperative sector and there
is enough cane availability, I will give you
the licence. But the question is you
come with a proposal, that does not fulfil the
requirement and then you want a favour.
I am not for favour, becaus I koow that it

‘will be closed and again it will come on my

head. I am not for that. Please develop
that area, I feel that there is a scope for

expansion of the cooperative movement in

the field of sugarcane in this country, |
would support that move more than
nationalisation.

SHRI BALASAHEB VIKHE PATIL
(Kopargaon) : You did not  say anything
about the minimum price to the cane
growers,

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : At
present, the cane price that has been given
by the State Governments is much above the
statutory price. Maharashtra and Tamil
Nadu are followjng a rational formula of
advance payment and then in the end ‘of the
season they follow the Bhargava formula,
I think that basis which you are following,
should be strengthened, 1 am recommending
that to others also in Northern India,
because that is the only rational approach
in which we can decide and remove this this
lacuna in payment,
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With these worlds, 1 am thanking the
hon, Members for the constructive eriticism
they have made, I sympathise and agree
with them about the difficulties 1 assure you
that I will do my best. ’

MR,
question is :

DEPUTY SPEAKER : The

“That the Bill to amend the Levy Sugar
Price Equalisation Fund Act, 1976, be
taken into consideration.”

The Motion was adopted

MR, DEPUTY SPEAKER : 'Now we
take un clause by clausc consideration of the
Bill.

The question is :

“That Clauses 2 to 8 stand part of the
Bill.”

The motion was adopted.
Clauses 2 to 8 were added to the Bill,

MR. DEPUTY
question is :

SPEAKER § The

“That Clause I, the Enacting Formula
and the Title stand part of the Bill.”

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

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD:
to move :

1 beg

“That the Bill be passed”

SHRI ABDUL RASHID KABULI
(Srinagar) : [ have to say something at
this stage, Sir,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER : He has
covered 'all the poiits, As a matter of fact,
I was thinking that the Minister has given
more reply then was required, All right, you
take two minutes. Let me see what new
points you raise.
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Motion moved :
*“That the Bill be passéd"

Mr. Abdul Reshid Kaduli.

Wt g Tt aaet (sAR)
IATTF WA, ATH G q2A A LAl AH
q A i Y AT A LIS HT
a1 | FIA T GFC FT qg Hfaede § &
qF USEHAFT &7 TEAT AYATCAT | FfF=

AT ATg@ F1 FEgAT ¢ Q@A

qFAT | THFT NA=T T g1 IF qEER A
A Ffaedz § I7ar & 919, IF 9T & IT

&1 favaw 95 Aar @ fawe 37 @iei &

FIER FT A Ffaedz @r e, o6 a §
AT AIATE ATET §T Jg Fgal g | &1
At oAl ¥ a7 € A9 AT RO I @
F1aMausa qgam ama AT @ 8
f& faw-wifasm 1 q@ & weEER N
®@E A ferm A soqAd AT &1
TFEA &Y QT ¢ | AAY wgR ¥ ara gl
FIY & T|WIT FWTF TG T A
SHTARA AT AT qIE PG AR G o
Fefeea Jgaifafafadt mdr ard & 1 s
frar oY Aogad QAT § gFF W ST
TAT AT @1 8 1 ag faa-mifast & gro
fear a1 w@r & @ fo IaF1 IurT 4% Ag)
AT AT Q@I (STAn)

MR, DEPUTY SPEAKER : The Minis-
ter has advocated the cooperative system.
What do you have to say about it in place
of nationalisation ? |

Y waga e gEd A A A3 A,

FETIEATE 6 9 fggeard & w2
IO 7@ i frara § famga &K
ool 431 FW A1 feaE §, waw dar
FA a fram § afFT @ s &

I~
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : The Minis-
ter has advocated the cooperative system,
What do you have to say about it in place of
Dationalisasion ?
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MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques-
tion is :

“That the Bill be passed”,

The Motion was adopted.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven
of th: Clock on Wednesday, July 25, 1984|
Sravana 2," 1906 (SAKA).



