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17.39 hrs.
HALF-AN-HOUR DISCUSSION

SALE OF IMPORTED SUGAR

SHRI H. N, NANJE GOWDA (Has-
san): I beg to raise a discussion on the
points arising out of the answer given
on the 23rd November, 1981 to Unstar-
red Question No. 177 regarding sale of
imported sugar.

The Minister has replied in the me-
- gative to sub-question (a). In respect
of sub-questions (b) he has said: “The
landed cost of imported sugar, as work-
ed out by the State Trading Corpora-
tion comes to Rs. 5.200/- per metric
tonne.” 1 would like to know what
is the total quantity of sugar import-
ed and what is the total landed cost.

Secondly, in reply to my sub-question
(¢) and (d), the Minister has said that
the imported sugar has not been dis-
poseq off at lower bids and that the
tenderers did not refuse the prices
offered by Government. But in reply
to (e) and (f), he has said that a por-
tlon of imported sugar has been dis-
- posed off in the open market, through
auction by tenders.

I would like to know, how much
quantity has been disposed of through
auction by tenders, and at what price,
taking into account the landed cost of
Rs. 5,200/- Metic tonnes, What is the
profit or loss incurred by Government
by disposing of the sugar through
auction sale?

The Minister has also stated that
bulk of the imported sugar has been
ordered to be released to  various
State Governments and to the
Food Corporation of India for
public distribution, I would like
to know the break-up figures
that is, how much was disposed of
through auction tender, how much was
released t0 the State Governments,
how much was released to the Food
Corporatlon of India, and how much
of imported sugar ig still 1y'ng there.
At what prices was sugar released to
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State Governmeni and the F.C.I, How
are they planning to dispose of the re-
maining imporied sugar? How much
imported sugar is remaining and where
1s it? Is it in the shipyards and ports?

Fourthly, when was the order place
ed for the import of sugar and what
are the countries from which the im-
ports were made? What were the ship-
ments schedules? Were these schedules
adhered to? If not who was responsible
for the delayed arrivals, whether it
was the suppliers or the ST.C.? 1If it
is the suppliers, is the S.T.C claiming
any damage for the detay? If it is the
S.T.C. what action is the Government
proposing to take against those respon-
sible for the delay? Have the delays
in shipment caused any further losseg_
by exchange fluctuations upwards? 1f
so, how much?

Fifthly, the Minister has also stated
that there ig a possibility of exporting
the replaced imported sugar through
1981-82 Levy Sugar to meet India’s ex-
port commitments.” If so, whatisthe
quantity expected to he exported, and
at what price? Whether the Govern-
ment could export the imported sugar
lying at the ports to avoid handling and
transportation charges, if not what are
the reasons?

Sixthly, whether the private indivi-
duals or traders were given licences
either to imonrt or exmari sura=? Tf ~
so, what are their sources? ﬂ,

-

Seventhly, whether there is a move
to nationalise the sugar industry, if not
what are the reasons? !

And lastly, whether the Government
is going to consider a new technology
to cut down costs and improve gqualily
in sugar production and in order to
make the country g serious competitor
in the international market? If not,
what ave the reasons? ‘

THE MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE
AND RURAIL RECONSTRUCTION
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AND IRRIGATION AND CIVIL SUP-
PLIES (RAO BIRENDRA SINGH):
Half an hour will not be enough for
replying to these questions!

SHRI H. N. NANJE GOWDA: I have
asked for points only.

MR. CHAIRMAN: In the reply also,
you will only get just brief and point-
ed answers,

RAQO BIRENDRA SINGH: I can say
that this is the only way an half-an-
hour d'scussion relating to one ques-
tion in the House can be disposed of.

I am sorry, my .iriend Mr. Gowda
could not get the position clarified be-
cause there was another gquestion on
the same subject on the same day,
which was a Starred Question, No. 6, on
the 23rd of November. That question
could not come up. Otherwise, there
would have been no misgivings and rno
confusion. The question referred to hy
my friend is No. 177. which was put on
the 23rd of! November. The replies
that were given by us were precise and
correct as you would see from the cues-
tion itself. The hon. Member wanted
to know whether it was a fact that the
Government had imported 21,465 ton-
hes of sugar valued at RS. one crore
and ten lakhs. My reply was ‘No’ be-
cause both these figures were not cor-
rect. We did not import 21,465 tonnes
of gugar. But in fact, the sugar im-
ported was two lakhs and nearly four-
teen thousand—fifteen thousand—ton-
nes. And certainly. the wvalue for
2,15.000 tonnes is about Rs, 100 crores
and not rupees one crores and tien
lakhs.

Therefore, T had to say ‘no.. I do not
know how else I could have replied to
it. Part (b) of the question was:

“whether it is also a fact that the
landed cost of the sugar was about
Rs. 5200 to 53007

In reply, I had stated that the landed
cost was Rs. 5200 on the average. So,
there was no question of our conceal-

ing the fact that there was import of
sugar. The reply to part (a) was in
the negative and that only showed
that the figures quoted by the hon.
member were not correct. This was
not the quantity imported. Similarly,
we had to say ‘no’ to other questions.

The questions put by the hon. mem-
ber are with regard to the contraets
for sugar which was imported this year.
The contracts were finalised on 16th
June, 1981 for 2.15 lakh tons. The
ships arrived between July and Octo-
ber, 1981. There were 18 ships that
brought this sugar. The total quantity
received was 2,13,904 tons—nearly
2,14,000 tons as I  stated earlier. The
landed cost on the average came to
Rs. 5200 per ton, according to STC’s
estimates provided to us. The sugar
was supplied by two firms namely
ACIW and Anglo Chemiecals. I do not
know anything more about these firms.
Perhaps the hon. member already has
some information and  therefore, he
would not be intetested getting more
information about it. Out of this im-
ported sugar, 1,98,000 tons have already
been distributed through our public
distribution systems and about 12000
tons have been sold by open auction.
That brings it to a  total quantity of
2,10,000 tons. There are hardly three
to four thousand tons of sugar left with
us. So, the question of exporting it
does not arise. We were short of sugar
for maintaining our pubiic distribution
system. Therefore we had to use this
imported sugar for distribution tn the
public at the rates which are fixed by
the Government.

SHRI H. N. NANJE GOWDA: At
what rate?

RAO BIRENDRA SINGH: For
part of the period it was Rs. 3.50, it was
later on raised to Rs. 3.65 per kg.

SHRI H. N. NANJE GOWDA: What
about the auction figures?

SHRI RAO BIRENDRA SINGH:
There were three auctions held. The
first auction wag on 11th September,
1981. The total quantity for which bids
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were received was 6,614.5 tons. But
the bids were not accepted for this
quantity because the bids were lower
than Rs. 5115 and they were not
acceptable to the Government. The
second auction was held on 29th Sep-
fember, 1981. Bids were received
against a quantity of 24,467 tons. Bids
were acceped for 12904 tons.

SHRI H. N. NANJE GOWDA: At
what price it was accepted?

RAQO BIRENDRA SINGH: The rates
for the second bid were between
Rs. 5101 and Rs, 5552/-.

The third auction took place on 12
October and the quantity for which
bids were received, was 14,338 tonnes.
But out of this, bids for 3832.5 tonnes
only were accepted. These bids were
ranging between Rs. 5200 and 5552 per
tonne. That is why in the earlier re-
ply to the question put by the hon.
Member I had said that on the basis of
the average price as it was then calcyl-
lated, we should be receiving not less
than Rs. 5200 per tonne, which was our
landed cost. Out of this total quantity
of 16,772 tonnes for which bids were
accepted, the bidders have lifted only
12,245 tonnes, They have not lifted
around 4000 tonnes. That is still lying
with the STC. As is very well known
to hon. Members, some deposit has to
be made by the bidder at the time of
auction. If they do not lift this quan-
tity of sugar, their deposit will be for-

feited. This ig the position with regard
to the bids.

The total quantity for which bids
were receiveq in all these three auc-
tions was 45,4175 tonnes, But out of
this bids accepted were for 16,772.5
tonnes, And the sugar actually sold
against payment by traders is only
12,245 tonnes. The people who gave
bids were whole-salers, They were
recogniseq traders in the sugar trade.
They were those people who always
purchase sugar from the mills and
carry it to various States for sale in
free market,
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The hon. Member has raised certain
points of policy like nationalisation of
sugar industry, what we are doing to
improve the efficiency of our factories
and to reduce the cost of production.
All these points have been discussed
earlier in the House several times.
We have said that more or less, sugar
industry is as good as a nationalised
one because 50 per cent of our sugar
is produced through cooperative sugar
mills which are owned by the sugar-
cane producers themselves, who get
the benefit of production of crop as
well as processing of sugarcane. There
is always a continuous effort on the
part of the Government to increase the
efficiency of sugar mills,. We emphas-
ise that modernisation is absolutely

essential. But we are also building a

fund now by levying a cess of Rs. 5/
per quintal to help the sick mills by
providing them Joan and other facili-
ties for rehabilitation and modernisa-
tion. I think, this is all that the hon.
Member wanted to know. :

I thank him for giving me an oppor-

© tunity of clarifying all these points,

which were in his mind and I have not
been able to do so in the House ear-
lier.

SHRI RAM SINGH YADAYV: (Al-
war): I congratulate the hom. Minister
for taking the wise step of not creating
a fear psychosis in the minds of the
consumers, especially at the time of
Diwali festival, by importing sugar.
This is the common practice in all the
countries of the world even in the
Sicialist countries, in the maiter ot
foodgrains and essential commodities.
In such cases sometimes Government
has to sustain some loss. But the pri-
mary and important factor is not how
much loss has been incurred, but
whether the commodity was available
to the consumers at a time when they
were in need of it. As a matter of
fac‘c,‘ the import of essential commeodi-
ties in times of need is the correct
approach,

The hon. Minister referred to the
forfeiture of the deposit money of the
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bidders who have not lifted the sugar.
I think it is not only a question ot
forfeiture of deposit; the hon. Minis-
ter has got the power to realise the
difference between the first bid and
the next bid, which js the final bid. If
it is possible and if it is done, I think
we would be saving much money for
the Government exchequer and the
loss which the Government has sus-
tained woulq be obviated.

The hon. Minister pointed out that
the launched price of the imported
sugar Rs. 52,000 per tonne. You have
handed over this commodity to the FCI
from the STC on the basis of replace-
ment. Even in such a transaction, you
have to incur expenses on porthandl-
ing charges, storing charges, transport
charges and interest on the money
which has been invested in purchasing
the commodity. I hope the hon. Minis-
ter will clarify as to how much money
has been spent in these ancillary pro-
cesses and what is the loss caused by
the import of this sugar.

So far as the international market
is concerned, the trend in the sugar
market is not downward. So, even
if the Government wishes to sell it,
off, I do not think it will sustain
any loss. I would like to know from
the hon. Minister as to how much
money is expected from the final bid
for the sugar which has not been lift-
ed by the bidders.

SHRI JANARDHANA POOJARY
(Mangalore): At the outset, I would
like fo congratulate the hon. Minister
and the Government for lifting the ban
an export of sugar. In fact the lift-
ing the ban on export of sugar. In
fact, the Government has done a good
Job by doing it. At the same time,
may I know whether he i3 going to
ban the import of sugar ang whether
anyd steps has been taken in this re-
gard.

_I will now ask some pointed ques-
tions. Has the Government of Maha-
rashtra renewed its plea for dividing

the States into three zones for fixing
they levy price, based on the percen-
tage of sugar recovery and duration ol
the crushing season?

18.00 hrs.

That is one question. Earlier also
I put another question.

Lastly, I have been told by my State
that sugar has not been supplied pro-
rerly to my State. May I know from
the hon. Minister what is the require-
ment of the Karnataka State and what
is the allotment of sugar that has been
made during the past three months?

M w@ Arcme afear (SR )
qadta gwrefa o, gd@ S 7o
sgrg {qar § ag weiw 9§ fea o
#E® FT JIG ATHT 97 IHA
gga F8T g1 ww & F fg4
FUIfs®  gWm  HE\r 295 F
Ia< o faw A&l &y 7 =Fqmr &
gat 2. 159/@ Hifes sy Ay Er
araE fFar 8 fSasr w3 105
FUT WY 21 3§ § wha faey
AT FTATE 4, 88 Fo 43ATR | BAIT
FAE JFE T A F G137 SGFT Wid
5.20%, FTAr i AW gam
R wig w aFmr fE groqewa
Fifwq Fow M T IHFT 9T
5.30% @IAMIE 1 T & FwY
wrga fog a7 a1 fafaed w=frza £
T g fafasid 5°30 ®o T WA
IM 9T g 138 F|IT amr iw
T IR F TiF JIG g WY AT ATAT
fF gardy wasT el & o) frfaae
f IFH AIg= ;T FArAY ) WA
IZAT SATATAT AGTT RY TF7 AL HY
AUl wasT fAer ) AN S AET Y
qaaT A randr f5oag @ wma
q I qragd W@ Ay |

gardy fafagmil Y wiga #ar o
TR AZ Al AT A 737 gl | T
ST RIS 93T § qg T AT IX



479 Sale of Imported
[ wegateraer wfEar]

IFAT 2 5 ag qur mararfw
Far argrfas A FTogEE 110
FUT WY g7 fogsr =< ag faar
wmr 5 @ oax 1 owwwE S
FIEL TR H IR FW Y gl
2dg ag T FTA T TR A
AfFq AW AT LW WX FgH &
IIT A FAA I E ) TNFIWT ¥ 4E
it feafs &Y

AR 2. 15%M@ Wrfgd za =
. # fag 1 Aws IO F
105 FUS  ®F Fardy wdr g
T FWR 110 FULT &7 F IO H
105 ®O¢ TIT FIAT JaT & ATAT
1IAL AF AT ATAT )

P g

amwf‘aa‘im: I w3
¥ 1 AT N NFH m
T )

ot w Arewer wfewr : QAT 1T
3w 1 gusgmafEam owats
A AT THOT ATH AL H AL |

Fag AeaT g IHEIE gLt
TR HST @GS gr g9 W
2= Fgux Fat aawrg”mr:am’v:
qdr a1 @gt 73 wa & ww
feden Ham &TM&T A fwwan
AT IH IR A 3F IO AT JTO QA
g foafs s@w =g o

gaTR  #gl YA F a3 H oS
feafa & agagdfs ara o &qi
§ merg F@al HAgE) qeAvad
AT SgT & fRg e & =y
ad &) odr feafs W wmEr e
3 @ ¥aa % AR T A8
e fam &% M TFFT FT AT
qAP T, o§r 75 Nfa .
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FFdY 27 3w avard  gwy ¥
FT oA9Ta WY A & HIX frarawy
M ud F W fgq @F W
SUMFITHT FT g9 9T wEFT faa
s, gdr w1 wez iy @, & ag
SAAT Figar g !

ST TWRTEATT wweat ((92at ) ¢
garafg o, AT T fra sy
srara f5a1 1T & 578 g af wgmat
afg sy araa Sy 3 F371 fw ey =
BOTY § @ $T  HIT WG, €% Uifg
RITI W eaT H TEHT HIAFT
wgE gAY W & At wmr - ag
FAFT wgAr & qAX Far agargfs
T aTgT § A F A FH
FFICTOE T JTFB AR A F1I0
¥ ARAR FP AR FO TN
FITOT FATY ?

(@) #ar wEER oAt #
gerforT ag gurae g9 gfs ami-
g Ay &1 ge feemr wow @
A F AT IR g W 9%
FHAT 9TTAT?  qfg gl Y IaH aeFIT
1 fagy 80 Frafs IorAT Ol ?

() Wy wfewt B O
frfza =AY FITX @@ W FA
fegar @« qgar B W fEaw T
AFT TF fFEzd NA T8
az fgrgeamm ®AFAT  AWAT ARAY

4

(a) #Far | F JA@E U
afg w71 ¥ fag Frardl 1 amaTd
qeT AT A9 T GHES
afg gf @ aiFT fwax wmu {AT
AAFIA Ae4 qAHAY @7

gifge #§{ ggamAr ATET §
fraqragaw fw fagie, s wew
qa §9 W S F frEm 30



-

T wia fagza Ffgwra & za 9
F97 I FAT wiFaq Farwg F?
afg gt @ Z9F FIIH FT ]
gfafwar arg? #Hvggasm gafay
T 8 Fifd  10-71 FT  FIT0O
faa § fagiv & QT TS $ 997 IEIIHT
7 grgad Frar T gwed: qgr 9%
ag w7 fear warg fs 30 w0 o7
FF  FRGIAGT TS KT FHAGI
g, gaw war w4t fear soow
feafe =szamw & 39% =T ¥
AT fa=TiT FAT g ?

@ @t fqg ot wim fag &
A 52008« Z7 WIHA F FAqQ
axng § 994 wW gEl WRY #,
gzeeE qig ® wiww & uw
@ m§ fedgeye & fay gnad
) IR F W S1A @d g A
ggr | €% aga wet wq §
% g@ LgA FigT ¥ f& g
FAE GOAAT F AR AT H A
g g v F® faz wmiFwma ¥
5200590 AFA A | G54 S WiFT
gar A1 39 ¥ * fag waiw afi 47
| FRaETEq g ug WhifhT saa
fege 7 T& YIT ST FIHIC F
fasa @t wifgs 1 3w ™T 5200
GG TA H AN gEgez § T O af
SN Fw THA IHT Ay AV Al e
HIWT 4 amar a4 fF m@a e
fagmar s @ woaT A
AFUA FE EEUT | IH H FF AT
qZT W RWT | AGA WIGSAT g |
LRI B B SV Choh
g ET g

~h

I EAFT BAIR 9IE
d41 & fa7 ag ga & wAwiA a0

qft &1 wF faaw gt F o

g 8 A1 gNIT & T g qE

fay S

~y
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q77 % far v gw  F $7ar w fqar
& grFEiA @t FE wIWF W
FTGFT &1 WET A owal WEFT
gl 1 HTFIT WIT F9F FoqAA &
@iy ¥ fAg ot ®RF ognE
FATH & fAT  SAFT AT, &Y
GFRAT &1 g ST ¥ FAfeF F
far q&r &\ FAlE & FeT
1421527 & #dS &7 1 fysT agEy
# AFET TR TASHE glaT T g
FITGAT A TWIRT  FARF  {EIN
WG SsET & | T uE ar ;s
g qf wed g1 AT FAlew
FIFTH g | T FG 4 g NidT g
F@AI @ TFFT TIHE F ;T IGART
qEFIT F A1 SE H WIvd G eI
%4t @ | FAleH GROT FT HiTT ALHA
A1 {9 oo F7aT E SEW OTE A Fif Y
21 SRAT 2R T A% A AH I TH THE
FOHET FOET AFT A AT Sa g |

T FT AT qae g1 987 7E grar
qwiEr St ¥ Far 5 §IF1T TR FI I
FN 7 AT U ¥ I B BT FI
ferar & a1 3RIIE &7 @ Q1 oy 937 &
7 g & 1 wwAT # A A gan
ax: wiel fegid agl 3 5 g9 fov
TR &7 | @ gima K E s Fv
gv gH §AAT BIAT ST @ WAT ATy
Fig &1 B Atfcdt ®I oW AT
fis feodl AT & g&w T4 frod &
et ' Fe faat @ 9T 0w gF g4
Fifrs § 5 ATl 1 &0 W& Wiy
IGRTERA W R A FTRA &1 Aquiw
TR W BEAT T T ¥ & fAar
sredy s 7 w8 fEwiA amr & A
® &1 HudwravwAr wEa g fF
fogs et #1 fA5ga o7 T ST
fod &% A 93A wa WS & 1 & S
3§fea gn 7 fog § Sawr adi g
qgd  FWT WITAT, AweTT X W F

Qe
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Tovl wEET qer ag) g8 ot fmdr 5w
AITEL R | T, H AV FE-FE F@N
q9q § AfFT 7aeae, § af@e oF #wiv
TA 91 AEWI A G918 A(@ T A
FIr g gFT o fgrgenia F FTvandl d
T uF  fewrs 1 gady geET S
uge Gt 7gi g€ @t | wiEdr rgAgy T
| Y aRTE A L.

Y THEAR ARET ¢ a5 &
9 qrgasr faaw araifga

o geaAremer sfeqr ;o Far 2w
#ary fag wrqaas

wa oaew f6g 0w oA R
®AIE A FH AE S € wfEe s av
FAGHE | MAGH TA TG Ea =17
A ¥ J =416 A 94 qe9 o7 |/
qH A | GATAGH F 1 AT aAF WA
Fra & fag sivgw ¥ d6fea feo
aifs wre@e Jw@d g |

st g Ao @t ;S
FAl H o EueAT § .. ..

TR At f6g T sSTeaAmA
fugt zwr Frafaega @ TT age
FTET & | g q1 SEAE 7 g & fF e
65, 70 WE T F A9 IAT TW
qgr g wradr | fygw @ gt § 94
T W GIHTT T FW AT &, HIE
NEFwA  TE AGT 3 |

oY gt Arewaw Afear ;. s5% 59
q gl 8, dF7 § U BRET &7 314 43

ECRAGUE T

awnife wgem . S 2% fa
AT AT ST I % § |

oy ¥°F Vg : uw®  Ha gnT
Ftfagl w1 afisT- w3 &1 AqTR A
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=t g Aremer wfEar ; say F8
faawa Adf 31

awafa agea - frare @) foew
At T FY 7O FAg fael, 37 FIE
7% 54 ¥D g @ g, T A J a7,
CL

it g ARme wfeqy ;- Aradw
Wl S, 7§97 &g AT 91 RS-l
fret g o & agi-agt fHaTa wow |
# F9ifE T AT AT VTS FIAT AT
& U8 @at § s oF A faq a7 g
ql frgia w9y g4 FT WA FT
T 7

wE aem fag o fawga wwrgw
fqain  #t fugd &% wegr 7194
feqidy =7 3§ g AT w7 ®AA
fears =1 wfaw F7 5§ )

i & oft frare g, medrsh 1 58 30
w94 wivad & & #wav fegra gar @
wIng TR S SmEr Wi fearA @
T 5 ATET FE |

2 TMEETT o . iy |

m akwE Veg : dfsa Al
vat & fo sfea 40 § 1| 35 5@ q
fagrn &1 fogdr 190 Surar @ warEr
sfae s fewaid § |

5 UREATT WA . fawer a1a |

23 oY, 59 17 AG 21 T T, qT A
FTg? ggAraad ¥R AL

R @E fag . w0 feama Y
qdeAT AGT grar | < far # qawar
ot gt at fea Hg & gl w3 8
ad qu 9T fad wan, fow 7w A
ITNYFIT FY FWT FqEHAT AT giav |
foraaT ot gay = 1 s fa fear,
TH QA 6 TIA & FAT AT & A1
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gag s, fearet i< £ & A1 9¢ @,
FT FHY ATTHT T ATAT 47 7

st gy Arerer wfzar - ag 1
'q% 859 wiq fat fas a=r &

v A fag o s grgs, 9
Hfrr

=t T fag arzx
THIST FY S oY |

g AT

TR A tag . g9 gre o fag T
w1 QU7 W19 feaary #Y gIaT 71 Afa
g arfe wa< 1 SeFwT 7 & aran §
W s A 79 |

St TREAR W o &Y gqer fE
HIT FAT FAAT & {F ag ATIHTIN AT
graFarg ?

R dier f6g : awE Q) qed
faaar g1 a=ar §, ag sataT ¥ SA1&T
s g faaardsft | 598 g7 Ad
TfaT i qua & ? T adfaaa gree
¥ qudi Jrfgd, ag «a3 & fgame 2
T IILqT qIEy ?

qFAA WNfqaqT £ aF 7 73,
G & AT AT I1T F3 )

el S & Fgv 5 aga A &
AT Y TG1, GO g T, #I IgHT
g ¥ A9 wrg § S0 0, ¥ o+
qTT TET & 1

ot THEAR qEAY  qg gGAT
THETE
T A feg : gar Ay, sad

qEAT § @I W fagear fazar
grat. ...

8 THrERT M : fRad 7373
waae & fergeam, [qwr e
FNITE, T 9 qsfrafaat & & | #37 &

gHIR G & 7 ag At AT SH
qRfAAT &7 77 € TG0 orad |

R #@ter fag . gEar a6
gal o qr faq qIdy & av 7 AR,
AHTE HEAT WT FATA FTH & |
7T AgrRT

awwafa aga
nfys1Iqd® g @ & |

S TATAAR A © AU UF
sarg afgy, tw fagza AT 9a
FTA | fFHaar @d grar & A ag a=v
fray " Srdr g, TAY AFIST A9
ST |

R A fag ;. meaTAr aqm,
gger W aqr qAFTE | Jfear St A 7
fgar f& G<HT F1 FAG SYF AT AR
FIT g7 FgT {5 F12T &P Al 97 TR
St & Fam™ I § 7 AU FAT ©
fov a1 %% §, FGT 21 FATT ST AT
wgl 2 ATF 15 AT ET ?

=it e e wfewr . AEy g%
# F9T % 9gavr g |

T AE | wmay g ¥z
gZ OF AT § | HIww gATA @Y
gAY &, AT 1 9T § wifww w3av §
f&F STgt aF HTTTT NEIH F1 FFRE AT
=1fgd, ag gH SATIT & STET JAT ATiEAL
T IHH KL FHI G g a a9g
FIT9T TH JIE w@r war fF oIgwr
F2) FATT FAFT [T AT | TS SAHIH AT
&Y, T IqEF A gaTA quT JTAT
1 T 1 97 &1 AV

HY TRTEAL OEAT 70 g
F AT A G, AU AZN I QR

LT G S 7 S i
zafay 3T § % 29 graw &1 797 9
q, IGF AT G & fad oy
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[x7 #i¢ fag]

RN ATEY, WA Nvad AT
§ g Ew 3T Ffad qare g

*ft VATAS ARAL ©  {E qarer a7
ST T 7

I aeg fag . o19% game #v
Satg ager |7 f3Ar F qwr g 4 gwd
39 TIC RFAT HT TTSFAT F] FIEE
F1 Y GII9 Fq7E, 98 289 TIU g,
foqd =g 9T g R FN FHT
3897 65 99 T FT & | 9EA Tg
285 ®IF 4Y, |

St TRTESIR NEA © FTHETT
F fraa ga7 7 o fHeee g 3
Faar fraq 9T g !

vy @E fog - & swra@mae
g FAF A g ! 97 wrw@m
FTTA F FF g, 99T 9T H5F g
DT FAA-S & FF & 1 gT FI@E T
FET AIH ATSHFAT AAT g7 &, WX
T UF-UF gHA F ), TF oF faq ¥
TAT GIT & 1

s TR WA @ g8 q7 F15
AT G & |

g driem fag o & a1 dar €Y ware
cgFATg | & qq0 waArT HF ¥ w@FA
g MEAFTE 7 FHT I fgams
fafasrs Mma & & | zafeo & oo
FIUITATE | (SWaEm)

awafa wERA : T9 g ¥ q199
H SHTATT 7 RIFAT |

18.21 hrs, r
ARREST AND RELEASE OF MEM- '
BER

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1 have to inform
the House that the Speaker hag re-
ceived the following communication::
dated the 11th December, 1981, from
the Addilional Deputy Commissioner
of Police, New Delhi District, N~
Delhi, today;—

(1 aYy

“I have the honour to inform < %7
that I have found it my duty in tfs *
exercise of my powers that Shrr’
A. Neelalohithadasan Nadar, Mem-
ber of Lok Sabha, who along wiih,,
his 7 other party workers voluntar.¥
ily violated prohibitory orders pro-e:
mulgated under section 144 Cr.
P.C. oa Raj Path, Rafi Marg crov -
sing, at about 2 p.m. Yo arrested
in case FIR No, 623 dated
11-12-1981 under sectio;y 188 IPC,
Police Station, Parliament = Street,
New Delhi. He is being produced
before the area judicial Magis-
trate.”

(ii)

“Kindly refer to this office letier
dateg 11-12-81 informing you that
Shri A. Neelalohithadsan Nadar,
Member of Lok Sabha, was arrest-
ed in case FIR No. 623 dated
11-12-81 under section 188 I.P.C.
Police Station, Parliament Sireet,
New Delhi. He along with his
other party workers was produced
in the Court of Metropolitan Mag-
istrate, New Delhi, at 15.45 hours.
The Court released him along
with othersz after gdminstering a
warning."”

The House stands adjourned to rea-
semble on Monday, the 14th Decem-
ber, 1981, at 11.00 a.m.

18.23 hrs.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned iill
Eleven of the Clock on Monday. De-
cember 14, 1981/Agrahayana 23, 1903
{Saka).
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