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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, I beg to move**

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

(SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE 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 through the 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the wholesale dealers have been replaced by 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 at a 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

♦♦Moved with the recommendation of the 
President.
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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 at a 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, la 
order to avoid millions of consumers 
entering in to litigation for keeking refund 
of the excess price paid by them and allowing 
the sugar producers to retain the undue 
collection 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 m aintaining 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 to 
make the Act much more stringent. With 
this object in view, (he 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

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 Act to 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 B1HARI 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.

I 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 seeks to amend 
the Levy Sugar Price Equalisation Fund 
Act, 1976. This Bill does not contain any 
such thing which calls for opposition. Hence 
I extend my support to this Bill. Some 
shortcomings have been experienced iu 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. I, therefore, support this 
Bill, But while supporting it 1 will raise a 
few questions which inevitably 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 on 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 couit 
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 object and purpose, the mill owners have 
g^ne to the courts again and again and they

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 7 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 7 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 
a refund 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 iwo categories. 
One is the wholesalers, may be cooperatives 
also, who buy sugar from the 9ugar 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 to 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 interests of the mill owners. The 
same thing can be said in the case of sugar 
producers also. At the very beginiog 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 regulale 
the sugar industry whereby all the above 
categories 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.
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OE fls?s ps tT )s s f R  >fas >gp t5 

t o t c  s r ^ r  frrir  i s*w>t w r  | ,

3m  % jt?  ^  w l  t^it s *t% Jf ?*r

s w r p t  ?

In (1) of the Statemenl 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 isy 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 liable to pay 
by way of interest only such amount, if 
any, as has accrued by way of interest 
in respect of such period....."

S*T% *r ^  *T!RT t  — 
^  fr>j % afffT tft w r I  ? 5ft sri^ft 

'Tire *T 5RTT t  <ft faRFTT <J#*T f̂ UTT
V CPfsP 7 ^ t=tt l >ss€?s gps
*r * t q*  tt« tt fa* ra  feri $ far
*>£ vr 3tt#t ?t«ir ?ft qtfrcr aft
it*TT, 3 * m  ft»TT, frti w

^  r̂*n <ft 5'Z^w <t 5T̂ r >̂t«tt 
^rr—JT̂  vfi wn I  ? ^  3ft tft 

CHfR^ JTM fairr z w  <TT p z tf C

Sptt i «ptj ? t any* f t  *rr ^  f t ,

^ tt i

(d) of the Statement says :
f

“ 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 thr controlled price 
and the higher price charged to the 
Fund unless the court which made the 
interim order so directs."

aft arrest *f %#'-ar T̂tTT I — 
srm 't sttss w-sftr s*r% srrcr <tttt

# #rrr ̂  5ft 5ft 3JTI7T 'TfTT %T § T̂̂ t 
JfTT'T fe?T*R * t  5JT5R«TT fWt ^ T f ^  I

3PR «Ft? t  ^rm  amrr |  a t  ^*r^r

5T5T I  f% 3TTT# sft 5TF51 f«5W |  WT 
t̂kt <m #»rr ? *r̂  ?7T5r

if n? srrT®rr 11 sr> '̂afhf-T f , 
far̂ iR 5«tt ?nrr T*ft |  # Prfî r 
5TTt%  ̂ ŵ̂ tTT sftT % 'TSTRT t?tt
arfiT w^t TffT# % falT 5T^r

2 Jr $

(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...”

3PTC 3TT*T * t?  feft t

?ft far 'fiw? if si in 5T#r ffnr,
^  ^T^r <TW <T^RT (Tirra^ I  I ?^T# 

t̂ F̂ft 5T5T5T *f
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(«ft * m r)

vhrer 3^*? jfft . t  ^

»P T  *f 3PTT I J l f  5T> S i g ^ T

fturr *TCT t  ^  if ^  $,
^?rf^rtT *> re s rc  3rw ,

W^TT t  I

(e) 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 Buch third parties directly 
to the Fund (vide sub-clause (f) of 
clause 3 of the Bill.)

Stfif tft a rm  if SHTRfJ
3T5R ?$[ f  I 5*if

aprr?7?  % 91^ ®f ^ —

“ At present, the amount representing 
excess realisations held by a producer 
with a th ird1 party by virtue of an 
order of court cannot 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.**

rft fV qsnfir

fa n , amr v t i  cm ; ?r arrsr 
?rt »nr fa  ^  f a r  *ri r e f  % >rm arm 

ga fss ?  f>s esi  wsgf d €s;s >sr
awfa *r? faT w  if snrt 5'R r 

=srrf§TT *  f a  tthT % <mr faraft f a  

?*ppr *r;r*TTT w  fa^r i

“ Section 6 of the Act which provides 
for refund of excess realisation to buyers

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 undei 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 manufacture 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."

5*wr *rcrsr* fair f a  a r m  art f a

^  srrfa t ■, 5rnr qrsyrT

f a n  i a r m  Sff w i ?  % ft 3|>

vsf> gssu ps ?  €s>Pass usf)r 
^Tift i an<fat g ?  ^ s r i  ^rf^ ir f a  a r m  

aft q*s*r 3fJTr^s fo u r |  *rfa«r if g^rerr 

5TT1T fJW i « f a  |  f a

>a f>s rff> pspuss ,
£ f a r . a n r  f r ^ iT  % % qragire '

T raT O  f t

Jr tfr su^ t faster an?nw* 1 1  aft

sn&r ^  |  ^ r%  tr^sr ft

>ss€' Cs;
*TT I

' ‘Section II 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."

arrr trqft*r srrfa % f̂ rsr ft 
^f?r *r*?r 11 sfa  ̂i
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if sft sr# t*  ariq% fatten Tt ?

*TRflrTT j  f a  3TTT r r  ^Tcff TT J^T <BT-

tnqr* &saw gfa €wps;s gaaFa w a p sfa

w f  areztiR tft a ? a  T t a’a% psf;

>s# %  awK?a v w w  iw5w5j fa < w3 % s a

3TPT T tf  »T*f«rT TT* I 
/

5pt 5w&?a f0ww lf uw?pVpw ?  %  0

i  kz

«ft tih fimra inwR (fTsftgr): 

p|ssewfls w fag s( >sf>s ?

f?ww zgssf4ss l w f  >fa f0f%a?s f> ? ww 

?*  tt  gq  *f f*nfi q r  ?r?r T t aftT 

g l a s  a a  #a’a Pf>oss p | ’ s l w f  fsps 

1976 *f tt*t jarr. «tt t T f  H vftfer

f r  a rm  $ i a t  1976 *  q r o 't f t  ?rr*( Tt i 

3*t q i r in f t  % at? ^*tt % tt * r r  1 1 *rfaT

if qT JT3TH T> HTTR tf ffTTTTt STFT- 

T R t ^TTjprr i

*  f?5T TV* 5ft»T JRtft I  ? fa?f TNT

. - f t  an* % s rc  tttjtt T t i  *  armr f.

iwWw www f>w p c wc  w a }wWfas?sw 

wwww wf;ww V  V — uwfa ywVw<ww f> w a f  

wau ww >|?fa u 5 ww fw5w ?4wwsww v V f>pw 

w?0p wwd K w w 0fs iVw6ww f f a  J fecd 

iWww ffwwww ww 3  fa<ws , V f> s 

pcwc uww ~a fgs> w a w3  ww<fa , V <fa 

pJww $?w f? w  w fa v( ’ wc a f>uw

3TRflT TT ^TftST ?St? feq STRt | 
TT 3TR|ST TT Ttf SRTTt TT T5T ^  STTeft
a gfa f> wlfa a a a  d ?  gsra

I  I Tf irrf̂ T sftnt ITT T?-?f Slt*ff
% ¥ $ &  if srirft 1 1 3 t?  t t t ? t t  T t i  *f

^HT STT̂ T I  ?ft *RTR far T^TTT ftTT 
Trfajnfc % TTT*T* StffaT fTTTT STIeft | I

5psfus€ pss p s a s  d ‘aap ?gaaa , f>
ITT £ft»T T*zt Wt JT̂ f ^Tli stRft sft 

T T fs f t  ?TT W f  T> ^  I w f a t j  T t f  

STTR T t  5T«rT«Ti 3T H t ^ r f ^ q  fsRTSt 

TTf^sq- *  T3^*T^f TT -JTWFT ^  f t  I f a ^ P T  

T t  T ^T T Jft 5T f t  I T T ^ p  T t  3TTT % T T  

* f  5lt»T T i m r  >T ^5 T  *TT I H f ^ T  *f 

T t f  t f t  fa ? r  5TTTT s r rq  eft srf^r ? rh r  

T T  T T f5 ft T t  ^STTT 5TT* T t

T t f tm r  T t  STTq I

(̂Tft ?IrT # JTf Tf?TT ^TpTT fa sft 
*T"Tr g?TT?T f, ^TT ^  *f, fffTT *f, 
OTTT f>T5T TTfaTf TT TT'fit T€T «TTTTT 
| I STTTR % ?TT 5TR 3TTTTT?T7 % ?T^? 
3pft 5TT ^TPT STft falTT «T*TT | I SR5TT 
Tiff Tt ffTTR I? ĤTT fatft TL ^T TWT 
Ht ^tptt Hff Tf ttt «tt i ar? *ir r̂ra- 
% 3t?5t ^ t  forfa wt t^t ft >rf 11

sft Tm *ar̂  tPsttt (tt^ h >fsr):

3TTT% ?m  *r eft T^T ^rff *  ST5TRT 

«TT I

gfa ww6 facw| ww3ww? H iwwjww5w <fa 
uwwfa ww »Kp ?w ? w w  fa wfw , V

u fu6w 1f u c wc  p iw6Vf w ? 4w w  f> 

f>aff lfa wwof w a ,fw<w fa( wf ufa»fa jcw 

f>?ww4fa ww 5faew3 mwfa fa?w ? lff€  V iwwiwwu 

pwwfp <fa 5f<w fa ofaffff0? f>?c a d J I

fr®?ft *r  >rt g?ft* aimre r̂ feiT «tt i

f lf f>?cw a  f> iwp p [sfa?<w }w d 
f>pwca wa w?w’fa wa 1w wwp V

stttt w r  *  ?r* gq  *f T ft arntf

TTSTT T̂fTT fa w  Ttrrft TT qT ft
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(Tm  7 R R R )

I  j ‘̂ R*TT3%?R” I *R TR  

3R% ^i«r if % i «r  T t^ f ^ T n r  5 ^  

?HTT 5R 5TC? S3 sftnf & fa f fR  *frt *TR 

f*T?T ff^fTT I ? R * R  % fHT W  I

s tf fa q  arm  % f ^ r  *r ^  *r *  a r o r  

|  f a  f iw f  * r

I f ^ T  ^*T ?T  «FT ?T><nT ^  jft*TT

>f# f>?cf j-i  ? i i  ?  ?a»ss l

«ft g H r a ifc* f tw  «Tife^ (^tTTOfa): 

^nrnifiT a r m  itst w  t ?

s Tj r  j f t n  fw r , s*r% fat* ft a r r w  

3rr>rr^ jf' i

q ?  ^  1966 if 5TPTT *ptt 3R  

5* if  a ii to T  fa»n «rr 1 1 aptf a t*  

s w r  *r f*ra t |  1 1  ^  * r * r ' t  

ejhr ir f , fc^ft w ?  if f  a rk  ^

s ^ r f ^ r  % arr^TT < r  1 1  w  ^  

% ar^n 3r5r»r t t h t  if * r  a r f a r  ara^r 

f l  *R*rT 1 1  f*ft <R f % a ry r e  tfT ar?R 

ar^nr *jt *rr% f  i s*r ^rr?r ^W t ^jftpT'T 

if ’*tttV **rt 3TTf 11 f ^ w R  % a rs r  40 

srfauR nV^t * r  ^ t i v t  w  gan a jk  f a w  

if 6 srfaura * t  v* ft a n f  f  i %?r v> *W r 

*pt 3 t r r  « m  a fk  ar«r# * r  >fr 60

? ira  & f 3r 3*rrcr g ^ rrca  ^  w h t ^ t  

5r$r 1 1 l*r ir 1 1 0 2  ? rm  z *  * t  ^ f t  * t  

=5fkfr * r  rcra; 1 1 # f a *  t  flTf>rT % arirrf 

^7yrr ^ 'j» r r  f a  fa^rpr * t  Xift ?n r fa s tf  

w r f ^  1 a r r r  f f a  if’ft sfY ^  ^rarm fo r t  |  

f a  arra a fk  ^ r a s f  if h r t  3 ? rrc*  * t  

m 3  f^ r  *r * *  16 srfa farcer |  a rk  

*T̂ TTT®5’ *f ^  % * *  15 W J  »P^ *T ? R  
w  P p rr *ijtt 1 1 ^r? fa»rR  ^  ? m  ? ir

f«ra^ |  ?ft ir*% fa r r f  t i t  ft?ft 1 1 ^

gs>( ?| fa ? ’ a a  ess 1 &ga w ? f f e s  lfagsgss p 

‘ 60 pWk u ;5as e  Wsrs ?
a s % r  ?  f ) a s  V t 5 ^  w w a f  ~ 7 1 w s  

f>afc ?s fpwuw »wfflwwf € s sRs>s , l o %  

%  ?uss?5w ?ps fauss ,  sfa g saa 

?  wulss t1 g(oad fs|s r

>r?ss?s ;| | s ?sa»s lfa ?

gs.sf?s t i f#  ic' €N<gsso|a< i i

iww grss t 1

w  5<r^ ^  j t f t  arnrrjr ¥V sricft

,  >a ?|ff%s>sf ps?5a ur0s i i   

lu;f0 t 1 ?  >ssss? laa wus f 4

f a  % 5T*r ^  3rr% ^rf^<T

f>fcw ulls *%w\ ?s€( ?<s?s )fa f>?c0f . a 

f<ss ?sf?w ̂  1 s»sd fl|u ?6  flsr  

Pr^sr feq 3t r  =^r| n r t ^ ,  

ls laa »c?l0s< >s?w?f>»s Pa 1 

d ? ’ ss%  lf flssa uus ess 1

pssm af>?s >safa pz»W u4l7?mc5s €lfala< P>ss 

?  upwww f ’  lf 5wvs liww a  V )wc ffc

% fa ir  tjt % =r*r ^fkflr ^at»r ^  ? r ^ -

^ r f ^ j  1 5»r^ ^ r  f%vT * r  t o  P p tt |  ^

!ff d uw»w ?Vw »s€ ufa

grfvtt if nq 3ft?: ^-ariir % arn? 1 
^ r  sr^ rr s t i t t  ?r»r s rro  f t

ww?sw f*r<=ft I »k wra uw f? ? w c  if :̂sft
baft a a  ? s s a s s  gf> x ?soof ?  t1

u?|ss d 51?  lf iiXn fu?s? , ?af>?s 

? ls  f  1 %  5?r5duwmw d 

lf 1|sssl4u ?Wa ?ss ?s?>s P 1

f|fa f>€f ? s ul»s fos>s , ?s%aff ?sap( 

a f a c  f < s a  5 w c w  ,  ^ ^  . f a f  1 5 p s d  

?c efa ̂ 1 acw 1s?0f t1 f  »6 a 3fa F >sslsu

uw, Www f> 5www 30K> fa V f>ff’s0 

? t  f a ¥  st̂ r  #  fWT 3tt ? rw r | (
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sn^ *f sY rm  ^ r f f ir  i * t  a t

l f f > 4 g | s  r f l l s > a  ?  p f < s  > s > & l  J t f p s  

m ?  et f  fa? f f ^ e r R  if tr?r ^  Irsrt ^ t f t  

O 5  aw p f ;  f a < f a  V  > > f >  j f g f a  s f a  i 5  w w f 0  

f a < f a  ?  l  > e s  f p s  g p s u s  f a g f a g s  ?  ,  < f s

T R IT  =P*T f t  3TT̂  t  I $*T% * a f  #

fa*m1r frt faeRT ?nr fasRT *rf 
* f t  f*T«r Tim  $ i * rf* rfr arreitsR  i  

iffTTiB? 3^t nsrm if T f̂t tft t̂?ft TT 
^Tft t c t  i ir;*t % s u r  s t a  f a a *  

d ~L4f04 1wf fgss a  a ~w?w d ffjc 6 >W 
f® ftm, *f eft st* ft ftm i H *rf atferr 
g fr fa  $*tt *nr ftm ^iffir fa*m 
fatfR tft ft a f a  *t m
TrfW f*T% far f*T ^ f?=Ttr ^0-JT-fB ft TfT 
I  I«T^ sfcSPT **T f t*  *  fiRTR ?T ^■sfr^cTT

gfagsa pa afgrf fa<fa 1 1  m  fps usa»w zA 
csnfa»T ^  a t  frffR T  % fftT if a i^ rs  *ft^ 

t  w  fsra * r  m w r  spTcrr g  far %*t 5rr?*r 

t o t I  a iq  3tVt farmer! * t  arfa*  $  wfas? 

»FT % 5PT fo* an*  I 5T57T % APT if 

aPR t WR fl*TI<<r *FTcTr |  I

17.00 has.

(MR. DBPUTY-SPE\KER : in the
Chair.)

v ft r im  s a r a  ( * m m )  : 

t t t« < w  *Tft?-T, jt¥ i t  it  frcT w  

* T m  £ ,  %faR *Tf meTflW I  far fa*R 

>lsg ?sf F ? lsf*us glf0afa ps <sssZ
®t r  ^ f t  fern  i *rfa <Tf% <K f a ^ r r  

f e r r  jr t  f t m  eft s t o  cffr *pt JrmfVer 

ft% t  - Tf^rr »th-i  f»TTr

sfh: eftaro OT^ft^en, eftif v t  tft 

??fa >fas fsa?s * ??|ss us?<ss ess l 
w $  ^ t v r r  » m ?  Terr f t  srft |  i

?f?^r f t r^ r - tr r f^ t  ztt n * rw m z  *n*i'i 

¥t frm w ft^ % t i? ft srĵ t if 
#7ft«r? frtT 3TT5t £ 1 «rfe t̂sft fnfff %
*
armirijer ?t% t̂ «pm5T wrar arrar, f̂ rfr
rr it ^ ft f»r#.̂ ft i ,  f5R^ r̂frtr $?r %

Trt?f ertnf ^t <t*fr ¥t arnmaRrr 5ft ¥t 
^Rt | eft 3r?rerr % ffer ^ fterr i 
3 *  nsm  ^etrref;'!, J n r f n  ^  s'nftaerrsrf

% ffc f f  ¥ t  r lV Z  * t f  JTft ? ? R r ,

f»R >tt wt?Rr ?fmt frr ffer ?^r wrt t, 
at fnrrsr if tYi t̂ t̂trr̂ t ¥ t erTf |  affr

5RRTT vflT̂ r 5f7T̂  3IT T| t  I T̂% ft f̂tt

?r^r%  #  <TTfr % s k  f * r f ®

îTOTft ft 1 sra ^fs^rt arfsrf: srrer

5Ft 3TT^»ft I

aft erqr fHfsr ?tt h 

f?r 5T̂ T |, amfTT f̂ fTT a A 30 ipft?
^r-7r W’fR T  1 1 ar*=rr5TT f .  fr . aft? 

3F7 'T̂ ft if ifr 1 1 ?rrft Trfar »̂nT»r 100 
VTt? ^qit ir vfr ^ r r r  n f t  |  sft ft: ar?r 

?̂t arit 1 3ftr ftr̂  »trt

^nrr ^rmr q t  f i im r  *r*rret tf? r  1 1 

^r^ffr 3reft <rr ^ftf f t m  ® th  ?rft f?<4r 

a R r  1 *rfe ^ r%  f«n^ t t  mTf^rart 

snmr f^T arrerr, f*r?re\

fsr*r eiTf srf^ q̂ rr ^  ^  

Hmt»r 3 vft 5r,f̂ 5r ftnrr

amr eft f t  ffer *rc «t 11x3
ar* erf? ^ r f s  frff ft Tnrr g?r fa w  
TT fir f^TT TT-TT ̂ rfftr aft* f»Trft

ft^t mffir I r̂fspfT fipeft 
jmur-srsr m  am fmt f s  fipft ?t 

lift ?rfr, arr̂  wt% ^ R f t̂ irf ĥ tt T̂ er 

m  Ht f®  fsr’iR  f  1 m ^ t a t

’ft f*r t |  I, wlftr tt̂  at f® fifr ^f 

?r^rf <tt oTTmfra 11  trf? ̂ t̂ t % if
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(«fr f ls ra r a  ?tff)

Fww 5|€ afa afu uw eaffRaf d f>)w >ssafj[ww 
V( fa f g  |a|a d f%€ ?wfafww fa bs 

ufa»sa d f>€ uss.r fa l uus lf 
7E uss> zh esaafa wa gsf> ?  >sc3wafs 
1 1  f o r  a r m  tf tfm  ?tf t o  tf?.t 

uuaa lf |r|s 102 uss> uaf Buaafa rss 
afa >s’sulw5| d ffafsu af afa uu gbs<s f1 
dfsaf wafd bs<>sg .a isss fafglff ls >f# 
?aafa of|grs ?saf ,( fa afafls affa )sr fw 
w6wa a ‘  gs?af , 3$#  p[la >r ?sau 
wwafs pspca t1 aff; >r f%faf |a wwpa f  
afa %s b|ss; ls *afa aa ‘ s  fpc gs||ss l 
?|fa af'gaf gfsf%?fa aa fa af#ssaf , fw 
)Vafa ww u1af afuafw fa 5Vw a?a tt psua
3 «tt 3 fk  aft r̂ r̂ * t t t?  ir f*m% * ra t  g r r  

% ?nff % tfw  ir * t-? rf  *q*r t t  srftf

fT tft TT 3 R R  I  I TRW t f k  TW if 

^ ttf t  TT 5tTT ^?TtfT I ,  ar4«T STITTT ^T tfr 

I  I ftfTT ftf^  tffa -tfN  if j t T  T f

| ,  s tf tfa q  ft s tfT t ?Ttft tt 3 tR  ttt

^TftfT jj I irfTtf 3<TT«T«r tfft? tf, tf? 'tfTtf 

5tT  I  fT ?«TRt 1M5T tftfatft % TR^T f t ,

jprrct *q?r % t r »t f t ,  s t^ r r  

tftftr t  TR«r f r  g»R  Tr ? t f k  ir a r^ r  

StfnTR fttfT ^  a rk  ?tf TR®T ? tfR  &T % 

70 t t Ts  sftu srtfifatf f r  t|  f  a fk  *rttft 

% fa  q  TTTt arfsTT *r»r r e  T f 1 1  

a fk  StfTt arfaT T̂*T ?tfT «T? T?T f  3 fk  

fara^f fa?r t f r f a r  |  tf? <rnu?r tot T f t

S#T tfTTRtftf, ft&T <STU?T tf5T 

T f 1 1  3*%  fe w ra  tH  TnrtfTft tf f t  fttft 

f  i ? tf jw tsfut t> arrTTt TtTtfr tfrffir i

artft tftfftf ?r*r tftftf 3m tt t|  | , 
tf? J r s s t  ?Trr 11  %fT=r ^ r r r  3tpt 3 r? tt

TT w r  3RTT TTrTT f  if t a r m t  ^ U T

^ r f f q  i fT  sm s  5*1^ tY t t> ^ tu  ®rft %i

afu esufa ?Wwa ww wfa ,® V 5uwW 
tffe =TtT T tT u t^rsr t ? t  srrq ?ft n^rT tf 

faafs l gafls Pbsw wa >f# waf %a’a afff 
V%s f  V 3f.fs ?af Ê wwau ww[ww f  <fa 
^̂  w w #  ?af )s; jVww5w fa 5fafr gls aua 
f V Vw5 wea j1V?ww V  u 3w jfwwwww ? wlfa 
uaf >fas %ssaf fRbs f  u

3HTT < ttf t  ^?TKtf T t TOTtfT f  3>k 

fTtfTtft T t *[fU ift ttfT f  3 lk  <TtfTT

srfireru anq ®tT ir TT*t fT tf f t, if f

?r̂  if ¥TT WTUfŴ  ? tftf TftfUT f  
fspTTt fX TT̂  % faq WTTIT Tt tfwt*Ttf 
TTtfT ^Tffq I %U?T ? f ?fttff TTtf̂  %
f?rq f t  t f t f m  tf f t  t w t  ^ r f p i  i ?>iR t 

5*TUT*rr ir arnr T t fatftfi ^rm  ftf^tfT 

f  u fr  a r ^ r  fttfT 1 1  #  t f ^ t  sft ir T ftfr 

fT ^ t t f t  TT 5rt ^T=TT $ a fk  ?r?T if 5ft 

5*7 tj TT T f I ,  ^U5T T»frtTtf ^Ttf TT 

tPTT f  ftftfif S j f t ’R  TtftTR 5TT 5TT̂  f  I 

5*1 *ft tT W W  TT?t f  I ?ft «T? tf?  tf?«T  

w t  ^?r T ft f  ? 3tf% <ft^ TIT T R tftfa  f ,

tftfsr ir tf f t  aritfr i tf^fr n r  n f r  ? s tf  % 

firq  T f  t |  | ,  ?tf'rf5iq ft anrtft ?Ttf tf f t  

tftfTttf TTtfT f  I

s to  n?u i ?  fn ?  ( b u t t )  : O T iom  

tffR tf , ft w  wtft nttft tftfR  Tttftf tf?rmtf 

ftf#UT, 1984 TT tftf«Ttf TTtfT f  a fk  t f ^ t  

f t  % srftf 3TPTTT JTTtT TTtfT f  \ tfTtftfttf 

TTtffjRTtf TltftfTtf 5Tt ^  T^T fT M «TT 

tftftfr f  tft fu rtfm u  s tf ir  tfwttftf TTtfT f  » 

T t T irf t tftfitft

^ r f fq  i ft n ^ r  tfT tftffftfr f  M u r  t o  

% a r j tfR  tftfrir 3TT̂  f  a fk  tftftf T t JPTftf
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% ffgffrc fft Prat t̂ttt 11 ft

f ^ T T  % ff^ffff jj f a  < r* t fafff *PF 

ffTf^t w f f a  f f t f t  faff 

ffsf>.f s s s  f>ff|f ?  ffaass gf>s , 
9*rr% fffffta  « f>  0 7 r r  ft ^  ffT strr fft*T 

faff $ fa ff q r  f f fa t ? r  faffpflf' t i  

)fffs % % s tt pfaf ffsRsp ffff<ss , ffa 
ffffpa iww? ffwff paafffff f>ffffa V  V df>ff 
« f t t  3 ? n ? «  fffflr fffaff T^ffr 1 1  faffr*  

3r? amr >r̂ r faff ft qr
ffaff0 fa 5wa i(  ̂ faff ffp fffffflga
)jpfa d jwffsja )ww pfa wlfffa F ?  p 
ffffpa Tfff fa ff ffwffs |  faffft SffT ftfffff 

lfsfa , f>ffd f>ff|ff pss s<a €a%s’fa uWfa 
tt gfff>€ >d7s ffa?ss ’ii  >’€ ? &  
gsffap gs* psf> f>fflfff pa ffu €?%lffa p 

i ipi  5f^ ^  >swpa f*r faff ft ?  ffa 
fs%sff espss ippus f>ff ffs> f>ffff ffu >s€d 
Lwwes')wa)sls }a p7?ffs i i  ffp >fa7' >s€d 
ffa>ff'€s€ff d ffrfff .s ffPf>ff !wefr 
fffflf €s a

ps>#l pa aff ffluff &WfC ffs?s efa 3u 

fgsp »lf t 1 l’sfa fffffs? %ff ls lo?ffsff 
ffs trr ’ftfft faff t ,  ffff% ffTft % ffrc 

? a s  gs?wsss €fa >sPf>ffs galsa l fass cffa 
fflf>ff fa if?ff> , f> 5ff ffpu ff fffla 
%W d fff>f .a eLsff l

5ft H lf *ft 3TTTO tTffo q"to s?fff *

f a  f a ^ r f  ft ffifft * t arrq-Tff f t m  |  

aftr w f t  tft w m r  ^trft 1 1  ft

* f i  f a  f f ^ 5  3*% ff* ft *fft

V u |p f>ffa ffsff% .l ill|p faffs , ffa 
fffafft |  f a  ffmfr*K ^  fffffsn

%t % faq- 3T»TT far̂ sfTf r̂ ffTfflff
arnrrFT ^rrffr t t  ?fr ?ff spptt %

?̂r % ^ ^  i ffrcTfa ff?w
t  f a  ^ 's fh fW f % f^ff Sf F*ff?Tfr ft 

fffffsr* fa?n  ffr T^r ^  i ft ^  ^  f f f n r  

f a  jt?  ?rff ^ f  ff^r f f ^ - % f a *  ffrq tftr 

q r  3r*?iT % ff* ft ff rrn r |  f a  

ff**? q rff, f f tfa  ff*ffff qfT^fhff 3 fk  

qpT ^fer ^ q  ^  fftqfaiflr t V qrzf |

S^T ffffffT ^ r  if sftffff TT5f 1 1 fff #ff
fafft %n\ qt ffrrtff ffffr̂  |  ?

^ffrft (anf) ^  qrsf srirfaiffa 
1 1 ffff qr 5ff ff̂ rr arrftq c-nn*r f̂f- 

f̂f% faq fftffr *?ff fa*% 
fac; ffrffFT ^ q  ff fffffafeff'l f a  ff? 

qffffflf % ?nft | ,  ff*fc 5%?r f  1 ?ff ffT? 
t t  arrfrq f f i* * ^  ff??tr % g '^  % fT?ffrFre 

ffffffT 1 1

ft fffft f f ^ w  Ir ariff^ ^ ' » i i  f a  

ffsVrr f fR t faff ^  anff ff> |^ ? tt | ,  

faffr*t r̂ qffr ffT̂ r ffff^ f ¥t 
ffglf faffffi I , gpf ft ^r qsft ft
fff I , fffft* ff% 5TT̂  SJT̂ WT ft Tft I , 
Iff ffTf % fft* t faff ffffltff % ffR

.ffift ff«F? iff 3?ftff ft arr̂ rr, ff?fft ff̂ t?ff 
? ff^ t v t  f q r  i

5* ff5?> % ffTff ft 5ff faffq^ T̂ 
ffffffff *'TffT jj I

•SHRI M KANDASWAMY (Tiruchen- 
gode) : Mr. Deputy Speaker, sir, oo behalf 
of my party the Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam.
I rise to say a few words on (he Bill which 
seeks to amend. The Levy Sugar Price 
Equalisation Fund Actt 1946. Firstly, it has 
taken 8 years for the Government to plug the

*The original speech was deliverd in
Tamil.
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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 (Control) 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 plueued 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 
decline in sugar production is that the 
sugarcane 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.

**

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. **

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, 
I 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. I 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, I 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. I 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 not decline. Presently the 
sugarmill owners are taking both the sugar- 
caqp 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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sfl snfru fiw  :
% #a;a p s?s( ps?4s >fa d €sW ul~s ?~s 
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*f *rc«fa % fa q  srsr  fa n  jj i ^  aft 

f>| a>s P>fw , uppW g’a fa wfw
Stffair # *Tjj»rr % >rnft aft- ^ T  

fM rR«r *ftt i %*r * r  *r?m«r t t r ?  »rf |  f r  

**[% t* r 3r %eft ’ftfft «pt 

fa l ? s  ps( ufags»s .s<s ls >fa
f*r̂ r | s ark zm HFT5T *r aft ^ rt 
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1f tT'ti ww*u uSu fa<fa , >sas pfa 
awar *ft 3 tR  HiTrT ^"t «t?% *0 ^ ra r % * |pr
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ups )s%  F >sf>. ls;fa kwff Pf l 
<fa >sf s <ssg pfa gps l %  fa»fa 

>s~s ?sfa fcpc ?  gs?sf ps tT'ti 4wwof; 
f;’?wf far( ja6w lf pf<l icc ewu >ss<ss , 

sfsm vrrer' % aft »r̂ rr fa*rR f  ^  *t 
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lff isfp|f , l issp ps P€>s lfa fl|
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HinrcTf jr f a  afiT  s f  f a f e r  T ff a t  w r  

u psss<s ps ?s;s fps* wf wwaw4af u

t  TOflrTT jr 3fT5T 3rTC sr%9T a fk  

f a f R  * t  ^ tfft OthY * t  freer a r^ r  f t  ^ ¥ t

v 3fas >sa »sa>wus ffesf> , pWs >sa J
3pd wu<s 5ps gss<s ?s , fas gs?s
aftr f^T T  ^ r  ^ftsft f*T# f t  *Tft i %^?r 

i
3 rre  s r^ r *r 95 ^ f r s  ^  ^ r  f^?THf % 

uw|ss , ilas ||l? 7̂ f%fc ps 
esu|ss 1 1  ?sfs >fap ufar ?sss<s ps >fa 

fa|s psfa d ?ss>s faWss l >sWfs
f»T  ̂ ^  ^ trft f»raff TT f^Vrpm ^  | q

?erprr «rr %  ?ftr»r HRer ^  ^ t^ t  fir#  

arfaffar f t  *f t̂arrq̂ fis srfcw it  r̂eft 
t ,  f t% 1% -vfte |  arVr aft ^ s r  fterT

I  f»wr5ff 3tVt jrttIt  ̂re r arrwr |  
%ffT5T ^ t t  nT^er % 3Rr ?*r% f^rfter 
ff*rfir 1 1 >r^t aft f w r  %% v t

fT r ^ r n  fe  aft 3r tt  htot sftr 
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¥ t  ^t?ft f*m H?r % fa-q r̂*n«er f t  
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r̂r«T«r »rft?JT, JTf aft PrnT ^  tst 
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'rq, 3TT?r w i Pwr̂ rf % ̂ nn wr 
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efrr *rmt *f ^nr eftr % ^frr r̂rrer % 
»rar f^rnr eft er̂ Tf ft »nr 1 1 «rr 
if # m  vit | %fiPT % WRt-wrf % 
feq ensr i is strq-jf ^t «stw

a  wfd f  V jw[w?w fwc1w <fa , laf?w c \

w t  t k  afTTvr fo r r  w r  |  ? w*rk <tt*t 

vt »̂r-?tw f3tr spt <rf%3rr Tft | f  11 
f  1wla 3?c >fa ?a>ss)waf<u .s % r  , pf 

f?ss >ssr ,( lw6o>ssfa Wfa ?us 
fa<fa f><s<s |a f?sra )s ?s 1 i%eKa 
? ffa .a >sl<fa , >f# p 2?a aa ?psesfs 
f?cw<s a  Wfs es? f<ss >ss<ss f 
firrt Jr̂ t % srfrrTT % f?nr fftf t̂ jnf-̂ PT 
mwff 1 1  >fa €ss?s , P?s )s psfa >bs> fa?ss 
>ss<ss <fa fa%cf pa 5w»s fls?w >ss<ss dfas? 
? N6ff>ss l
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(sft t pt  •Tartar f ire )
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t , f̂t*t ??ft* ?r fa* *t? wr^rr 
fa*r*t % *t*t fairr ft, ĵ* fa*r* fafr̂ t 
*tf*, aftT arrmrc ^  *5 *cft5rr ^ 
f a  * m  * r?  ^?r % *r*% ^ f* t t t  anri^r 

g? *rir ft 1 fa*r* % ?**t g*t**
% *rc T(ft **^t *TT f*5T*t ft ft 

aftr **% *m *r^rr afk **r* vt >ft 
*3TT *5T*t qt*t 1

art3T fcqf* ft f a  ^TT5V 5** t 

5 * t* *  FH% % 5T? *?*r q^T *T*T ft, 3 *  

% *r? fa*r q*r f?tr îr $'aft *ft ftracft, 

**%  * K  f * * t  if *?% ^ t  arr^Pr T T*t

Hsril ft, h STi^fo ? *  3 ^ f t^

% * 5 i Tf*r ft f a  *̂*?t q*r f*#*r, # f a *  

*f q*r *ft f** T^r ft i arift ariq̂  
f*r fa si%w if *?% 95 ^Ttf
w r  **r*r ft, f*i^ ftrfrr *t 26 vtt? 
wrr **nrr ft i ?*t **qrc* ir, sr̂ t 9 
^ft*t f a #  ft, 11 t t t ?  *q*r f a * r* t * r 

*Ti*r ft afk *t * %*H 1983-84 
*TT*T ft, *fF* 1982-83 *T *t *TTUr ft I 

gw*: *^t*t ft #tft*r, **qfwr, ^ M t ,  
^fa*r afk **ft f*#t % *?r arftnt ft i

> | f a  n * ;  p ? a  f > f s s  p a p w p  f > *  d  

*?pt % v t  * t, *?r * t*  g * r  <N^fa ft,

q ? #  =*tT <ft # f a *  af$3ft ttst % a r r t - in t

? t * f  «ft, f r o #  Tt * m f  if < r*^rt 

q*.% .tft. a fk  * t* r*  ^  cfkff <w?fa »fr

f t  a ftr f*fIT  % *t*T* f^T* % fa*T*t

3 f r r  s r^ r v t  f a # t  v t  * ^ ti q j* i^  ¥V

3TT3TT * f t  5ftT?T It f* * t, ^*%  5fT? fTO#
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(«fr f ^ )

jw5w ps % | ss >s# gps pss> ? s  a R s a  ?  

artft f w  1 1 *f m io 
*rra pa ?! % ^ r  » ls a  f>?c f( f tra  

Wfa duc >|a< galw w!cw >|fa 

aR  a R s  ?  f  gss l g‘ p s ? s  ps
*ns?Rr *n snrm i ^r % »rtt fa?rR ?r 

fa*rr,

es dpus > s ? s  pWW os s  f>p| 

fgfRsf Jf i ' i  Pus ps >|f> f> | ( 

#f%5T 3NTV v t  ^  f t r t l  I

for ai^RR ^  q?r *rr fa

*P3?rT % *TT5 r f a  5TRT ZH 3T?R %

1c 0f  , V lfa f>ffc pW( ifa ?’fs 

pfapwc uu|d €ss F gps essRs gPss

i ' < ;  f a  l >sa€'d )ss;s ? s  5’> &

f«di+ «n f a  s r % ^T?r t o  ^ h r  %

f a r  *rr 13m %  J^sf ^ ? r  t o

3 ! w  puw 3 wc p i[wc eww( v w w  pw

>|lc e|( >s|s g€spH p8sa g s s  lf >s;’saf 

«r, f a tR r  ^ f e ^ r ^ l f  % a r m  «ft?i *rr sn ;7 

fw6s p & s €ss g s s  f>cw( {RglfRs €sa 

? ? r  * r  j r r  fa*rr, ^i?fr ¥ t  arnr% *rsr 

v t f  T*rt «rt, f a r  tfr a r m  fa^ T i % 

6»|f l >sa€? aps }a f>?sa Pgs €sa 

^T3T? fa^rr, ir f r  if fa* rR f % 

f>€ ft *?f, uff? ? s  d f>ls pfs aapJ' 

f a r t s r  v p t  1 1 an ffr l ?ft5T s rm  &r * M t  

n m f  »sf ?  f  ewf’w ff w!jff>? es? s 

pas;aa P l g?s ? s  a  g|>s d of»ssd 

s r r w ^ r r  1 1 3t»tt *r?fr fflfir arr- 

gssf ?ala u»s ? s  pf g s ? s  d psrW 

^ > f r  3 ^ 5 * r  $  1 1 ^  ^ r  fawr?r-

f?u:s >fau wwLf'f>sf>fs tt i- i i  uc?sw

a m t  sftfirjff ^  ?r?ft̂ 5T 3fŷ  wrrM 
ffr ?ft < 1̂  sft T*fr ^rt cpr fairr srr 

^r^n  |  ark fawr^ ??i?r if *reraT»r 
^  % f?rq ^ r? :  1 1

I

5W% f5Ttr JrsrT-3?TT?^ *> ?TIWT<t 
^ r  <>ik ^ r  fafrnrf w t ' » t^  ^  ^T tr, 
fa^'r tx 3rr^fir % r̂n?r t o r
apT̂ ft ft»fr I

7 ?  Trihr Tt z % if if # fr «ft ?r> 3?r*f «
d wlfs sfr f> %aaa ?  f (  ?  3rr?t pf 

s i^ t r  <mr fa^rr «rr fa  ^  <i^ft f ^ l  f.r 
rr^T T T 'n  ^r»r 'w ift wi*fr ^r 
JTsr^f »r €5rr?r | ,  ^ r - ^ r i ^ f  vr ?r?w 
|  r̂t̂ fV ^THtwrsrlf ^r fr^rn |  ark *!% 

^TTvf fa^r P>T5ft *r ri«5w?:T«r faq 
?5T nff *TfT?TT 1 1  ??r ?7r it ^fr*r

|[T ^  % fatT ^TTT T I^W -

^r«r fairr s t r t  fr  ?r*risrR |  1

5 K  ^  Tl^'HT'PT’JI ^riftDR T f R  |4TT *TT I

^ r  sr %^?r ^  % srjircr *r frsft 

fss>0s d wleffsps?wes d+ )ses is a s  ?  us 
%fa^ f3R?r f?^ % r̂nV
T l«^^T«r % TO '*f ^ I TifffR

f71Ti Nfr 1 1 s*fat % JNS fr t  

ji? T?r g fa  w  3*fR if farsrr
faq ^  ^r ?rw r

t  '

a rR  f ^ r r  f a r fa  jt?  |  f a  ^ r  % 

fa^Rf.spT 26 fTTt? ^<RT ?*FRr |  I arm 

<fy?T * f r s  ^  fTT «r»T5TR »TRT ^ rT ^ ttS Ro

% j r t  fa^T arr r? r £ 1 fa^ it ax f r  * 
Hrr^r j r t r  »r s t r  frfr? % jftfw»r 
?4 ?ft*r JTR ^ t  g?ft»r 
w s s r ^  % frTtr 1 ariR fir^R if i^r wr»r
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t f  f a ^ r  w r r  |  <ft * tt? t 20 TTt?

w r r  fa?;n; tt ^ fafffr f??TT % t^ tt- 

scTrsTt tt %srs faTT g|€ l

%zxt 5RW faffH STTS fr Tt»TTT £ I
^ * t t t t  ir q T -ff rfif  t s h  t t s  fr srafc f t  

»sf t 1 fesusw d 5E f>ssp gaaa gaaa gf?s 
wa pfspss aa iwwwfw( bafwww gsas

ar^sf? if 1 1 ft?ftqi % f a ?  ? f  n r 

^ T t  ?fft*  T f t 11  ^ f r  forffr fr f a m  t t  

aft 26 TTte t t t t t  |  «ftT s s f r  fs 
?kgalaa ws 11 w;au %)ss ,( ?a‘’  flsr<s 
t t  fr TTt aft fr 3rnrf t t s t  f  i % ?ffTT 

Jn rn fk r f a r w  i s t%  f?«n ^  fiprfir fr

gtTT? Tft aft ffTffT |  I STTfr 3HTT 3TTTTt
< rr t  T t t*tttt f fk  t?r T t 3T»rT

^ frrt % m  fr a?TTTt 3ffi>r-PnTT t * h t  

$ a t  ?ff ttttt tt arroTt ff*mr;r tttt  

TtuT i araw r fr x r f t  4 t ?  3fi% u m r 

t  I Iff l$T T> 5S fr % fa q

Sff TTT t f  3TTTTTTTT | .  f a  T^TT-SrTKTt

% ttt art gffT nrra ’ttttt, tttt tt-
wwff ww fa wfw , if~s iwd wwwww d t1w' 
sww4w d ffw3 ww fa wfw , wf w fa V uffd 
?sfs wf fswu $i  fafs u r  wfa , V

>s<r al<u d grsw d p|s>( t—7Y fs 
iTTTrT ffTTTT fr faffTTt T t % stk
fs awf gff?1f<u iaaa  ̂ >sssa f>€ es f> f>s%s 
T t ^ ^ T t  srrsff t t .^ ttt aft '<j»raTT 

< rc t ffrm T t tttt  t  tt  v t  f?«n

>sl€ V >su ffsuw wwfs f>ff6f Tffa iwwww www 
Vfs , <fa iff ww tO fs tY gsffrsw ;ww ww
Pu vs> 1 1  wwwfl f|ss f>ffr aa  ? f a
farff TT TftTf fr Tft, ffm f fr ? sp m  |  d 

^  TT %?TTTlf ^ft folT arrTT |  I

jwfs ww 6a ?u5ww V (  f>ff 5wwu fs

f»sus'wwf>}f d ?sfs i i  11

? w aff  ?€'fs ww faslwca ? a  sw?s u fa

fuss >osfss tt >su ffses'wwf>€u is€fs wfs i i

16 fr 18 Tffrurer g s  ^ t  t |  |  a t  

?a26 s 5su2rs a a  ‘ ag sa

’r r f fq  i fr a in rf ^ '» r r  f a  fr^ t aft s*r u ra  

tT5TH *TT 3rtT ??T »T?U % TTSTT fr 

f W R t  a sm ?1!  TT f a  faT5TT T t ffr^ft 

UT af?u fsga T t flra cjft Ht f>ffca T t

b alb a a a  Pu ? ss a V a a  l [ a% ‘V a  f< s 

fr ^  fjw fr a a  —,sw u5a |  i fa rr

w a fs wfPpw w w  iwcw iwwfs j5wwd fs 

fw w c w  w a farr Ppf0eflw ? a a ? w w  iwwww 

i fs P u  w>lfw faww w w  wfw , f> fs ?  

w a  jwjafs ww g|fss wwd  fssa wfau« ww 

jw3 fwwuww w a gfaw iVwwfw5w w ? 4 V

vft t P^tt (■■ttotst) : g r t -

«TST *t̂ T5*T, fr w  fr?fhffr fa'4TT TT 

flfeT  W<T?r TTfr % fa q  ^TfT fan  i 

mfTUT, fr S*r faiSTT TT 5TRT ?Tff TpTT I 

T tf  aur?T T fruau ?fffr ? f t  ftfr aTT TfT 

, >oWw iwwps>~w w w  »|ff sfawf fs [www ffw' 

fTTT t  I fr ift tft? g ia t T t 3ftT 6TT<T 

f??THT T̂Tf5TT % I

? f a  iufaw d ff[w f   upw 5wwf w a 

UT5T |  f a  -fT ? t  TT fr f®  ^ T T -’TJTT 

iwwwww , V 5jww ? w  $ wc w , f> f>ff 

ffKw w4'fs ww 4i;wL4w wff fafww ,( ?ff w w  

faffH  w a i1u a waf0;w fff4w >lwofa ,  aftr 

ffl|s a a  ffs?w >ss>a tt wffsa a a  w f

wufs ww ?uwc w uuw fsfww , 0 ?$fa4jww w f  

fa;ww , f> i[wwulw jff?ww *  w a w?wf uw 

iffwW fw w  7www ww w[w;w ? fa f|uw wwffa 

i0aw w w  waff<w fw5w;fs , V i7ww fw!d ffaf
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(«ft qfa^T)

^ r t  s f a f m  3 5 m  ^ t  <ft S f t  3WT 

3 m  qTS»t I 3T5T5TT W7VTX % W  if a t  S f

ftWa *ft fa 6 5T% T* Ht *Ftf

»F^T rft aft ait aSTT ^Tft *TT a ik  STaft 

3PTff *T 5ft $ Sft ^  %fas
jrkt % qfâ pft fasft if >l# ^rn: 5rt?r 
if *r^n £ a t  ir a rm s i q r r  «n i s r ^ t  tm -  

>sss ufa ps€s)w fa esf gsf[w ? f a  pa i’aag 
s?q*T f t  »t*tt fsravt <0«n0»i«i f»r 

f>l| »sa l ?f>p a  >ssgfa ps;>|s >»a >f#
9TWT »|fa gfa <Hl{ ?'TT T̂feTT g...

«ft f r t s i  y n r  n«nri7 : a s  s a a  qa? 

gasa ?aga pfa 5pfsJ ?wff >ua »sf efa l

%a {r||a €flsu| H >r >a h>i  ? > s  
aL£L >Wa kfaf>ga d ~L s kK!cw &f 
3TT >HT ^  I 80 *f ^TT* 3?ta aR  f a r

^*T »iq «T I 3TI<T rft arawTSlft $ I

f  laga H >www?a ?[w<w'
q»fqt 1 1  $  ?fyJTT 5ft % *rnr arrrr *rr

afk 3?ft «  *TT*T T̂ft7T 3TTTT g I

sft rnrm^ qfim : f’rk Jiras ?w  
if fT *f 5*tk arm 11 f*f 1980 *f 
5ft *mCw 3t<t5zt̂ *tt f*mt «ft 3*r*t f*T*t 
ansst g^T ir 1 1  »rf?r * t  15 v r t ?  w  

kani 3<ro fa^T | i gsrkrl aft an»t
? im  I  I * f f 5TC5 «RT fSHT*T VT *WS 
?S% %T A irft 3ft vt T̂T ̂ TfeTT
g f% s^fft ret *nm $st It r̂nr frm 11 
fflWc % «|R if lift stfft *j[w •ftfa arosr 
a?T 3*t qr ft% srsrt =sk si5rrcV ait *nrrer 
f>uw , l €fs&rs ia?•a P>ss $ 1

&  ps>d >r u  fes <a %af0 fs|a epa 
>a?%s »ffs €fau7 ? f  l lsp >a ?5?7 

> o)a >ar€? >a ? V %  >l> >|lw .4~
12 t  fft ai»rit ffra  s i r r  

.a *a»l> K»| >lP|r lf Rpfa , ga?' 
€% pf ?a .aces .a pu)= islsfa ?lfPls , 
f€ ff%gs bf » 4e  6ua a  >l# f% %d 
fe|s ffww2lw d osrss! o f u w | l5 ‘ada) 
>l# f>sw Wfgssu[w lf 3 0 g€'lls e  
glu ps;pc pa2W f% r  »bss
>l# pfa €s es? e#’s a l  ̂«R ns fa?s 
an n v i  i Sf> frw  f a f  17 s  r |  i *rr* 

nt fn ^rurr *Tgt * qr 7{* f  | f̂tsrT 
k€s ,i| l f€&ua %s% >sfa YE r e
?agfa .l P>ss e|( r>s 5—'OE
g|% fa eslss , \ >|>s f€ |a|a d ag‘' 
efg  .s u)aa »us 1 1 f%>fa gw<fa>sw ?  ? 
f. >fa %es> OE g %  z* efa( >f >lu gs>?w 
YE 5w3 pw oa?a &w wfa f  1 jf gl> ~w 
g fff  f  f r  ?nurif«iit v i  TftT » if^  s ? i  f  i 

afag 5|es z* ?La a l  >rsl> f<ss 
vvr 1 gf0lf l’fa >se pwfa ? 1 gf W|fa 
| fa?  >fa 5u?f»s>l f  1 elss flfafa afau >Za' 
>%a . l >s4f;p| f  >a g)fw e  efWalf 
?sffao 1 df>?w f?s uea fsb%s .a >f# gr  
% l ? a? s  1 fw f»s? ? a a l  >fa f  1 
?s>ul d e|s ps( »aP2 0>glf?( 5efg( ?  
af|fa lf f  € ilw»a >s> ? r %s >Zlwel f  f> 
pspua .l u)W€s;g >% f  1 *t£i *1 Rallgg 

k>% 5fa >slu»s 1 1

d >l? l €<l f€€>l f  >a >e>s 

v t  3i>T It 5»^t P m  q ra i 1 ??tb arwats i  

q?r f t  srrar 1 1 a r v r f t  f*r«Tf q r  fa n i^ f  

ati ifa s v r n  T f« r f ,  s f  s t «  Ir * f f  Pt^t 

q i r  i  1 a s  fw  sr?H |  f c  t f r o w  ^ t f s ^



445 Levy Sugar Price Equal. SRAVANA 2, 1906 (SAKA) Fund {Amdt.) Bill 446

eft qftf *rR% % fa* <thtt * f r  fkrr 11 
f5T?r W  Ji F̂ttTrT *t STTcft ??t
ttfmit it  3TRft 11 itt  /̂̂ •T <mr fair t  
f a  1 5 fo r  3rfiRr ^ r  t t i m  g t

arrif eft fa^r-wrf** jT'F*j \ z  t t  

i nk-g* % si* tft 
flsss offuss l ?  fa fpW > a algb 

HT̂ nrf *t *sft F*m ft> ^  t t  
*r5R I s r t  *T;Ti ^ ait
3r*r<ft<T t- *? I wfgf??w&m

«FT ft«PT apf w r x  |3TT f  ■ 3PK, Tl«?fa- 
TTT i t  TT̂ t̂ ^TW «W?rT
^ tar ^ r f | i t  I ........(* W IR )  3TP? ?*T*t

fir^f ^ t  tfw r **rit 1 1  # i  w  fasrfjr 
* r i k r  f^ rr  rft F*m if * atqjft ^  
qr r̂it *frr§ i # r̂jprr ft? f t i t  f»rat ¥t 
^ s r  w r  Jt »it# aftt flRrrif % 
f^if *r k th  t j k  e m f  r t  
fa m f  ^t amr «ptt *^tt  ̂ i *t*tt 
f**rrif * t »r^ f t  <r f̂ ^  *r «ft q*rr ^ rr
w55w V  V iwwiw ppw;w ussw w a J fau 

„5*r 3«t»r * t  s rem  ^  % f?rrr rr r̂ *roft- 

|f a r^  ff?r srrq i f t i t  f*r?r % 5ft 
|  «TR T?Pt % ?ik OTVtariaff
% f̂ rr *1 %it Ti «tpt to *  % fi’tf, ?<rrfr 
s to t t  *t tt*  |  i *?-*£ *rt»t eft 
%it f t it  ^t qr^r? ^  ^  11 ■̂fV'T, 
art n t t e ,  ?fT5R a fk  *rsr^T ?it»r | ,  ^ r ^ t  

% it * ftit =rff f*r?r T ft 1 1  ?* rk  jt| t sit 

ftfTfT JTTF«rr | ,  nt g^ r frirr
srPTr r̂%q i vrf*; % ^tiff f̂t t̂ ^ri tt

> fr it Pr?r srmt |  T̂-5TT3r % srt̂ ff
»a pwfa f»w5s €ssfa v l 5( 5c  ?ss?s »|ss 
?ft 5^  <=rtnt ^ ^ n r r  Pr f ?  % ^ni2T ^ v t  

fr it  f>T5it i q*F nr* *f wr ^rr fq>
5^ R ?IT  fft T t^  w tft f t i f  fiisft «ft I

^  ^  nr«r Jf z r z  f t  a rk  srraft ŝ -tt 
&  i pft^ar?r % f r̂rsr ^ ft ir  

& ,  arPT s q ^ r r  i ?  3TPT5rr g 

f¥ arnr̂ t %f«r r̂ r̂ wr |  ? srrTr 
< r ¥?>5r 11

*rf¥?r 3nq- f̂tf * frt$ ^  sasrwr 
3 tw  qrf f3T«% v  "r̂ r Jr faq r̂ î̂ fr wtii 

fffr cttI% « fi?ron fr 9%, fter- 
T»r ^t s q ^ r  i t ) i»T 3rrqJf sw r  
efa €sa4gs faW€ ,( gfs’g¥ ,?sla ffa ff%s 
arrq̂  fqjT »ft ?jt s i^rr =pt 55m

ti f  i

irs^t % *i*r fl- ^ r^ ^ r  i  f c  

fsr̂ -Tr 3rr^mr<n 5«rr̂  n^r | ,  f f f f R  

us fala f%* esapfa gsll >s# ?  f>us psfa 
€sr<aoo?fa f|?saow ps .a gWela ?sl€ ?sPs 
% »frr Ttniiit t̂t afk 
Wfft T1f!T Pro <i% 1

«ft fKtw f*rr? rrn«rrT (<fl*fnfta) i  

T̂TSq-W aft, 3TT <(■%• 5*T f̂ 5T % Z f m  3)k 
^rroff ^  t?' fit fF  srur v t
ark frnuft fft pise fiwr »ptt | ,  ?f?fr 
ffl<s |ftn  fejjr p r  | —srlsSrwfl 
iftasT 3T3- ®nft tor fanr r̂rar
$ i t  3 * ^  »̂r fT f5TCTT 3TT5TT |

ar̂ rjffr fa** T'Tratt # »fjft^ fer  
3 T t^  ^ r  s t t s w r  1 1 3 « r  s r ^ r r  ^ t  f  r t  ??r*lf 

H ^ t  f ? f t  n f  | ,  s r r q  w  H t f s n ?  1 a rt< r 

sift ^ttstt r̂if̂ tT «rr Ft fir fira% ^  
qjfit-'Sflt <mmt *r qf’^  ^ r^  

w t  irw^r  ̂% *>r*»r ^  ^rft f i  *rr 
7 * i i r  J T f  ^ f t  T ^ t  j x

% fair t̂ ^  ^T fa?T 5TT |  ark
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(«fr ffm  j s r  ansR)

siTisn % *5 ^«t ftat i as 
f> if[wd ilaeisgg> f> '> i0af>sj

aasr asrtt *t i ff a?mar jj fa *r̂ Y aft a 
*tft 5^Pt t-s* ¥t f 1Tt aft' tft i atsY ff 
!sts't far si% M rs tft «t<b wpk 
..a g>.s e&&< >fw >g4 l

sa% ar*rnjr 5a tsa % artr vtf 
*wr s a afV 11 Ppb %*fr *rta*t >R 
aow>sg>s gl’a pa f( f<€Ws> f ( i>.s 
ana^r ctsi sfs faar
fa#s ft at 3a% 60 fcat' % apsr, 3T*rsi 
aft 3Tf«r̂  «?f?r s$a fast e, 3a% 60
fr ft' % 3T?T I S a  TT a - |  SITf sfaw a

ari5r aifni artr sfs r o  «r  arar qfT' 
vrstsr asr at 57PT tft *T 15 srfa*ra ft 
ariqar i ?a% arsrisr ?aff art? vtf mm 
sra = t̂' vft af f i ff aairar }j fa sf 
Hr a i *  f o r  ^  % fnrr f  a r * R

âftTferaf a arrar a* (np t it aar at s$?r 
asft v t q-if ?* i afe *ft fasr jft at arra 

g>sg? l

z>%>2 ws>?:p >f>?s >fs eff ?  
a q  i ffrr s s r a  g f a  s f s  s a  «r s t a )  

v r  *r*4r <Rf a  9^rr 5rnj rfr afar 

*f 4. f r  fa  ff * a  fs?r v i  a a s a  * * a  

d fswaw o’ss P( ?f>> ?sd glg >sa 5 & 
C?ff> ufs( y a a  sa 't >>a> a*  a ^ a r  >ss 
>gpss , f> d g>d f>sag ls gs* 1 1  gf< 
>r s r c a s  ir f>>s>  d f?|ssg>a , >a 
T O R  ;m*t f ,  f a ?  f r ^ r a  |:#t wt' 

f  V psl)w &ag pVc 8fw ?wiww V 5wfa yju 
»wws 1w1j a( u wpfa if0? u2V jw€w ?wla

spr vf^r vt ir̂ TT aft Tft i sf5»ir 5ft % 
ir»n5r if a ^  vft Ir 5# fevc
fs?rsr fssr sftr ff ^ta an sst i %foa 
. af  ufa .s >sl?fa( iT>  d »ad >p( 

ift s*rs s s r  *t v>ft aft" asr 1 ftre 
5Fa% ar«r PmvT aft f® garr, 3H% ar̂ rsT 
Ppat % 5# vtf afrsar aft' ^t 1 5af«n 
srTTvt sr 'ti a?ra  ̂ fa ff v*ft vt$a if 
Tfr 1 a amrvt itBTsrat % v r ’JT ff̂  
^ars sftaT 1 ara?ft s r  vr as f® 3rrq% 
ara% arr an̂ ar fa faa ŝ r itfrsiat a 
sais aftaar f  1 ff aw r f m  aft .

vt stfT sr  arTm Tfkaa frt a 
arf̂ ir, aft »isK vf arnr 1 ^afatr aft sia 
Tfftff vt, tsvt ff* vtf araT aff 
ftar 1 1

«ftara, aft *fT ^Wt jpft ftar ff 
armsrt sft ^  »ai7ar vr r?T«r
^ P T  ^TfaT g I SR J6> ffRTÎ  3*a% 
Tia t^s a^ 1 ^'fa % 5s>s Ta % vfs 
b’rfqtr faarat' vt ^tat Ir a*sf>aa 
aa^qTaft' vr a 5’^  % sk  qv ® ter-ar 

ts  sf ?a>s >fs 5fa 

t -

vt wr ^f ft ga,
aitr ? t? a t % n ra  < r  f r  5 a  1 

*ra arrar |  s f  v f a  s* r?v ,

am r̂a'r |  aa^ ft 5a 11

faanY tfr s. a ga^r sa?« saRa'r
* >fa 5® sft gavr vrsaiaft tft ft ff sff 
3 ^ a  ^T fa i jj 1 s a t f a  f a r *  s r a f 1 

aat % 3;<r HRt srfs?s 1 1 ^  ft far* 
Trs st*?? faf sft wtfr asr sr# aat
ft sr sta'i fsaT®r fRjr sr# ajrsrs
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p|uu fa°( ua>f fa pa>a Va >s>f;a> fis# 
>a>  fs >s|u >gup f;1 la* fs u># >asg|u 
>auu w? > f> >g >gj|au >a wau ufauuf>u 
gfa wa fa( >a>s ferf wa g>fs >s>?s >>' 
lf fa >>s ap  l

tut a r ^ r  f a s  a ^ a  § f a  * ra  a ?  

w w u a  1 a w w  f 0 l a  > f a  a (  g f ~ w  > s s a  5 w w a d  

f a  Z Z  i w c l s  f >  u u  u e w a w w  5 w W  > f f  ,  V $ f a

OT cTTj? T t ?[fft S THT n f t  ^ v ta t |  I 

afa g s a s 8  ? € f f > f b f > u a  V  Safa? 3TTTcs V
a a t  a s r fa a  a fa a " t  a s  t t % a r fa  rc a fo a  

t t  i % faa  a m  ija r  a f t  t t  t |  f  i

IT* at ^t?t Tt Tat Safa? I  fa 
>jmnh -tr ft aiat | aaffa faata t> 
STia TTgf̂ nTrT aft *5t !  I 5, 6 *tt5T a* 
sart a^ sia aft fâ rar 1 wtc anrr
3?t5T a?at a?r t^ at ana qwt uft 
qfor tr ?r fasrat |, Ttf iprft q*ra 
<ft^ % f a t  e a  * n m  TTar q ? a r  |  

prfaf ftTT Ta ?ra <tt asta Tt
a*u tar | ar̂ t fTTaft Ta ftat $ faa-a 
faata ?ft jT«ta ftar 1 1

itt ?ta araata af-m sft * Tft fa 
3 a fT*nr ^tat aft *f*Ttf af *af*nr ??tT 
s?a fr aat i sraat qr£f ^ Ttf are t^ 
«t safaq ?a *ar art aa i %faa.at? arra 
at aft ata t t t| |  safest sraar sft 
aam  Tt ^a fraf $ a? arrrrt' 3r? ??t

?rat 1 1  sa at* at artq # ft  ?t?r »
% aat t| f, 3r?fr *zrr atas f 1 ^  
a ?  J  f >  w a f  w p f a  >  € u  f > f > €  ? s s  a a  

a ,  u  l  d s 5 s 2 6  f € & d  u s s |  > s a € ?  ? > a  u a u s  

?  3 f a  > s #  f € | H  p f > a f  l  € W &  % s  a u s

u u 5? s a  ps>5au u fls wlff gfbffab u( 

>a€ofas w?fsas> d a ,  t1 >a>H ?su gs?su u 

>a >a|s u>su fw  ?fa?a uluw wt >f( >faw 

f€Ww uluw % % 0  >| afa u

TqiftwT T t'w T  ? m a  ?  ift 

tfa? i sr? jrta?TT ?r?ft t'i ?trt %at |, 
^  Tt-artq̂ fe? ?rWa attaca t t  Tft ^t 
?t qq;o ato l|fR % at?ta % ?? jrta- 
<r itft % T?r ?t eft ?? ^tat atft ftat 
i i afaa ^? 3-q^ar % qrcr qf^ft t  
?rftT ?t  ̂?i*ft w  ?mt =?Vr ?rat ? i 
at?) er% ^mt hMV ?i3tr f̂ qj«r  
srrat ? aftr ^a% ??% ir ioo ?tTt th 
Ttaa ?r?ft ^tat OTHt?ar Tt <ft%, ?trw 
Ta ?rat f^rat ? i ^*rr ?afaa ft faara 
% at«t, ? ^ t  ? a ^ r a ? t  s i i r t a a r  % a t ?  i 

a anft at^ft« attar g. u?t «ft̂ t aft at i 
qat aft ^?r ^fft srrat 1 1 artq Tt*t fa

a?a% ? T t r ^ f e ^ i a  fy w a  ^rr?
? i at f t  aft 3rta?t t  it ataf sra? attq 
Tt ft qrff Tt arTtr f i ?? fsr̂ JRtTt 
3nart f  i Tit sttt OTat^t t> atat ?pr 
t| |  a? atrqTt Tia f. ?atTt aff f i aft 
a'r atiat snr? ?sr atfsrit tfait ?a 
atr t t& | fa aft i -

18.00 brs.

sft ?tat fa# s tr^  st«ft a | at 
irr̂ %£- fiat % faT*rTT arTtft a^aaf ir

afft af t' ^  1°. 10 ^
faarat Tt ariat qat f . ataT atnr aft 
Ĥlr fT̂ rar ? at artq̂ t aT??rft ft r̂ita't i

q t^W hr % arajT ^  y r e

T??ft f I
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MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : M r 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.

r f a r  yiTT  nn*TT : q ^  w t  s rs fc r 

js a >fas f>afa €l i ' p €ss
qT?-f*?I ^  i 37T TT H ’t i f  W TI

€uw €€sl€l 52 gs|s €Ws €ofa l f>%| pasa 
3TT TfT I  I *([ f a s  JTT q?T# fit

^  faqrra %ttt ?  fa5n«5 v t f  q w -

^t% *T5ft ^  t  I

ftr<B jft q? srglf ^ ^ tt. *T'% %
fa ir  art Sir* ^  q ?  z *  x z x  %

, V 36c 200 f% 6  €fa €€€
B#~ , 3psls 300 f€€pp ‘a' 
€sp gss>s t1 f>ssr 200 f % ?  , 
afrc 100 fqqs*r q>r 9WWT 1 1 ^  w  
usp€u€ ls f>fs’r pa esa fls< )aa %€la 
is:')s<)s6 1 a  €ou €s)s ps)€ wlf 
€f 1 us ;sfad d €u f>us €lf>€u f>s 
€%s>w, 1

€?a €?al 3  uw ?°ww
>ss<ss gN|fa fsswwsfa wwess $ 1  pa a%a 
sq iq r *iqcrr fc q?r ^ w t  ^  f e r  

>ra )wx€W * v5ww f V iw6w fp >’a 
gfa>[w 5w5ww ,l 5w!wp ?f>s u X f  5 
t o : i in* fftfaq 100 faqz?r «Tsrr fffa?rr 
i ,  —5 [’s5a )g€ufa }a €ss €€ >W

€p |s€ f.f)ww gss€€Z( 5 f>€8gs ?s€p |s€
faqr a rm r  1 1%, qqr 'b tb t 5 ftp io Piafe r̂ 

cjq r̂ <r>?r qqr i q? *tzt % <rr?r q̂ f € 
arrnr ? q? faqnr ft  qr?t €sa afsr-q 

% %fir 5 i 20 fw ?r qr«t 5 at 
15,16 faqZH 5ft#m 3ft? WWW aft 100,
t5E f% us €u€s( ipsffa w?f Bsdlfs
>s# ps€d €?s ?s?a €fa|> f€jr4a 1 fasuwc 

qgf fa% nt I 5*T 5TTf[ ^  ft)€IST fit 5jzr 

1 1

ĵt $T, »F5TI
Jt?*t  ̂sr|f TT?r ?rf̂ rr, ?wJTT%3r ifex qr 
iaad wt ? f  if4Cs'p uW( 33d ulu €r 
f*r5T* if *rfar w : 5r»rr% qi' <ft afh 
ft it  fft q̂ RTT «fh w  »ft ? ar»rc if eft 
3nqq>r arâ rr ^npr forfff t t  t aftr v«ft 
€ss * a  >s%r €ss v fsRjs ua?f 
TO snqnr >ft f3H aitT faqfrT >ft gair I 
3riq f  fq: fhft qrqt ?t qf «ft 1
#fqR ftwt *f r̂t ^Ht qft qnfr ^  
eff 1 paa ?|fa%s d f>€ >fas ul?la ps 

qnff «ft 1 t*i% sir? *ft 3ttt fqq% wx 
u 1 i|€d isa€Hff d iw,rs ila€ww f€€f<s 
qrq |  jftr arntnr 37m  1 1 ?^ft % aiiqqft 

qq̂ R̂ ¥t zm fq^rf qwt |  1

??rnr q? |  fqr q? JiTfirc
% f a  a  %r >r .a'>raf<€ f>uff 
€fa *x  ua 1 i€l€w d g€s€s >ll€ p<s
?f>€ sfa €u €fr€a €?wf €ss»a 1 fR%s€ 
€ua o|€€s il‘ €uf P»l€sw €gss .rcf 

faqT aiT̂ qT I

-&i  ss  €W€8fa€a €| ?.s€?sagsas€ 
€ss€s , ffa €? * d  p d €l% €s
g‘aa 0 gsr €fa gs?s€ d <fa 10 gls<s €s?ww
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% % 3TT* f  3ft? * f f  TT 1 T O  gfaffH *T 

§ 3t>t s r m  9 m er 

*rg(t 3f t z  ftrw-'fT % # frm  *r 1 1

jttt srmr ^  #*?tt 1 1
H

5T*5ft IT^o 3TRO $»R  

ffffa* 20 5TT̂  3 tTT ST r̂ ffTVR ff
#  *Rt 3tVt  ^ff% s r s  sfrT «fr«t tff 

£ff̂  *vi jftnt, ft ?ira, *rt *rra 
wr t t  fa*nr ft*TT, <?*r% »rref
#PT ^>I[5T  a  f a f R  TT TfT I ,  gTT 

afa  g ;5 f t  if ff?ff 1.1 k  w  qjr 

*if% 1 1  fa ff  fo r  a m  sff^ r ^ jr^5 ir? - 

S p r  *?*f, **ff ariq- 3t#?t f a  <t* ifr 

jsrf ffif?r ffff 1 1  a ik  s r  *rro T fltft 

<r*t fit a ik  a m  *tt ^  <rf *rr «rf s rm ft 

f a n f ^ n  I Sfffair 5ZT15T 3R®T S f  I  f a  

' 'i t>i ^  oil i  sh % ^

5 m  ff 3Jrr?i tf ts irc tfc*  g»R 

am  s t r  f r f a ^ ,  f f ^ e  ffi^nr i

fTO# i N  f fR  ff $  ffR  HZ TfT g, 

?hi* m f a r f ip ;  tff <j ^r t  ff f tf ta  * r  sft

|  *R5 3HJ5T ffRT, ff«T% <RRT itf
aft? ff^ff *jtt* t *t r  % Se 'T m  »rt 

5* sr^r if yffspT h r  |  a ik  'fa ? f % 

fal? fff fftff SFT f ,  *o  <fto >R !T ^ ^  

^srr |  # fa f f  3TI3T fffr Tff% 

fa<$ <rr?%;ff ffff Pr?rr i eft ^ f f  *r  w t

* R  * ff  % fa f fR f tff *rr t| |  i sfffarr 

f  ew6d jwcuww ?w<ww f  f> >r  iwwd 

If? arrf'Fffir ? f? R R  *ft, arrr ffff?r?R

3TW ff S  a f t r  SfFT eft f f  3 T R R  I ,  

®TPT% 3TCT f e f f f  *T  T f ^ R  f f f f  ^5TffT, 

f o f S T  3TT»r? j ,  3TT7 * T %  ? ff

^  ^  isrmf if Jffififfiy: %

iw?w Vw?Z fff?w ?jcw )sffi6w V ?hw

)wc ffwsw d 5fa)la5c ̂  7f0 ,( ffu

ff 5 f*  | ,  & z  ff^ iifc  ?r * ^ i f f  ^ r%  * irr 

a( isss fafgs€ 3?  ?  ?  Psff 

<s? ff ffd aff>ssw?f<a ’ w  ?uf5 s ps €p 

3 tr  fir®i fffirif ^  i& z  if 1 ?ff 37f ff ^ 
gff ?ffs fffuff fffffsp ?5  P€ j >s|f 

t t  aftT r̂irr *fr%- *i nHr ffer fifatr
? f w  iw[w w a  1wf u5iwc [0lfffm fp iwww 

p’s ff0c ? V  V iw:? 

a  fau ?  3  aff wclfff<w ffec u ? f  

fff5f 6wfNaaff d f c  lf eff V ?  f>fc 

?Vf5f ef ffw?Vw pf( foc w  ?wf?  

fecV ?  Ts( ?lff >l# ua fffwwwj1 lf frfsf 

gfa V p f ff»c ffff iwwd fafgs€ if# uff ff 

if€d ! ww lwf 5u1wc ff<f iwwd ?ffgs€( 

w c  )c iww€ uff afff flff 6ff ,  V

MR. DEPUTY^PEAKER : 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. 1 will allow them to speak 
for a few minutes each in the Third reading.

We will sit late for some time and pass
this Bill today, because the whole 6f
tomorrow has'been alloted for discussion &i
the While Paper on Punjab. ,qfi

uriw
ii toZ

THE MINISTRY OF STATE OF>TI*fe 
MINISTRY OF FOOD AND '0IVK.
SUPPL1S. m bn*

aril brrfl 
.aiari

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : Mr.
Depuly-Speaker, Sir, 1 am grateful to the
hon. Members for the sympathy0 tnflj thjjy
have shown for the cane growers; consumers 

l . f1* 5 'j w,viPJ£Land the industry as a whole . 1 ao share. Jub . 3111̂ 1 B31 TJj
with them their anxiety and anguisn for Uie . . i. .moil ^aaitfrrj arrears that are not being paif ca^e
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growers It is not a lip sympathy, lip-deep 
only, but 1 feel sincerely concerned as the 
hon. Members do. As a Minister, 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 priccs 
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 : MYou 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 itf 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

secondly 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. I 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 Lai Vyas and others have 
asked : “ Why have you said that if they
pay within 60 days, the interest will be 
12^% and if they pay after 60 days it will be 
15% ?” It is not to my liking : I 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 is 
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 wc 
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 strougly. 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 1 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 mo to 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 
(hat 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 oilseeds in Madhya 
Pradesh, we are doing it those lands which

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 importing about 
800 to 900 crores. So. in this way, the farmer 
has got an optioa to produce what he thinks 
best in the different competitive incentives 
given to them. In that, sometimes something 
suffers. But, so far as sugar is concerned, 
it is not due to that. We suffered a fall in 
production it is 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. 1 do 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 lone 
of trader and hoarders in this country said 
doom is coming next year for this sugar 
industry. I can assure this~ House and the 
country that there is no doom 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, I have taken this 
3.50 lakh tonnes purchase as import and I 
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 exrorled, we exported at a 
discount; we have to pay more. But, now 
the international price fyas crashed. We want 
to take advantage of it. Hon. members 
should not have grudge about that that. We 
are not harming the in'ereds; 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 1 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 1 share with them the concern 
that we have to do it t 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-r- thank God— to the Minister ; he 
did not say that. Possibly he forgot about 
that or what. But no such things are there. 
Some say about the elections \  Well, for 
election everybody needs some money.

The Professor also needs it. It is 
known that vehicles do not run on 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 I 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  ̂the 
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

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. 1 
am a Minister in the Cabinet, 1 cannot say 
Tor a particular State. Let these two State 
Governments kindly think over' what the 
Bhargava formula is. They should understand 
things like giving advanc^ 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 wilJ 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.

I 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.

I 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 ? If, after all Punjab produces wheat. 
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 P1TAMBAR SIN HA (Bettiab) :
But it is not available at the lowest levels.

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : I 
will come to that. For that Vitaran PranaJi 
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 ihe public 
or an employee of the Lok Sabha living in 
Janak Puri—on the next 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 
more. But they will have the same fate as . 
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. Every time you told me, I have 
been quiet But I have sent my Inspectors.
I can do that. But apart from that, as a 
Member you and I can have a movement. I 
am prepared as a Minister to defend the 
sovereignty uf the consumer in which there 
is a powerful movement. You please develop 
it- 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 so, where does the off ta'ke which is 
growing every month and year, go ? I t  does 
n°tgo to the sea I agree that in some 
P^ces this problem is there.

About nationalisation, there has been 
®8tionalisation of many industries in the

country Since the First Lok Sabha when I 
come as the youngest in independent India 
in 1952, I 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 
cooperative sector, we should give time to 
the cooperatives and the Government ro 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 hesitate to give a 
licence. I can say it right now. But the 
question is when the Member comes I 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 doe9 not fulfil the 
requirement and then you want a favour. 
I am not for favour, becaus I know 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 »cope for 
expansion of the cooperative movement in 
the fteld of sugarcane in this country. I 
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 following 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. I am recommending 
that to others also in Northern India, 
because that is the only rational approach 
in which wc 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. DEPUTY SPEAKER : The 
question is :

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

The Motion was adopted

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER : Now we
take up clause by clause 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 SPEAKER l The 
question is :

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

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

SHRI BHAGWAT JHA AZAD : 1 beg 
to move :

“That the Bill be passed"

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

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER : He has 
covered 'all the points, 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.

Motion moved :

‘‘That the Bill be passed"

Mr. Abdul Reshid K&juli.
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ter has advocated the cooperative system. 
What do you have to say about it in place 
of nationalisation 7
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w r  fa* fa«ra fkar f  fa 65 srfa?m
ftat t̂ fa  #fR OTataaiaft =rt ar^r tvr
ir ft 57— t̂t w t srfa fa?ft % fgai?

^t maa 35a  ̂aa asar f , a?* artT
>2.a i5 gsf>%> &au»a >sf> f>l? >lf0>?
vt aaa av afh: 3rni- a? av 1 afa aa-
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MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : The ques- 
tioo is :

‘ That the Bill be passed". 

The Motion was adopted.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven 
of ths Clock on Wednesday, July 25, 1984/ 
Sravana 2*1906 (SAKA).


