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14.08 hrs.

FINANCE BILL, 1983

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Now we go
on to the next item. Mr. Pranab Mukher-
jec. Just a minute : fiftcen hours have
been allotted for all the three stages of the
Finance Bill, 1983. 1If thc House agrecs, we
may have 11 hours for the general discus-
sion, three hours for clause-by-clause consi-
deration and onc¢ hour for Third Reading. . ..
I think the House agrees.

THE MINISTER OF FINANCE (SHRI
PRANAB MUKIHERIEE) : T beg to
move :

“That the Bill to give effect to the
financial proposals of the Central
Government for the financial year
1983-84, be taken into consideration.”

Sir, the broad features of the main pro-
posals contained in the Bill have been ex-
plained in my Budget specch. The details
of the proposals have been spelt out in the
explanatory Mcmorandum circulated along
with the Budget papers. 1 would, therefore,
not takc the time of the House by traversing
thc same ground.

During the general discussion on the
Budget, hon. Members made valuable sug-
gestions in regard to some of the provisions
in the Bill. 1 have also received a large
number of suggestions from representative
organizations, economists, tax experts and
others. I am indecd grateful to the hon.
Members and all others who have made use-
ful suggestions.

After giving careful consideration to these
suggestions, 1 have decided to modify some
of the proposals contained in the Bill. Ina
democratic society like ours, a full and free
discussion of the Budget by all sections of
the people constitutes a valuable input into
the budget-making process, from which I
have benefitted greatly. While it is obviou-
sly not possible to accede to all demands and
representations, I have tried to ensure that
legitimate concerns of persons, organizations,
trade and industry are taken into account
while eonsidering the Finance Bill. At this
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stage, I shall confine my observations to the
main changes which I propose to the provi-
sions contained in the Bill. I would first
begin with the proposals in the sphere of
direct taxes.

The hon. Members will recall that the Bill
provides for the disallowance in the compu-
tation of taxable profits of 20% of the
expenditure incurred on specified items. I
introduced this measure as I believe that all
possible economies must be exercised in
expenditure, so that more resources are
available for investment. After taking into
account the various representations received
on this proposal, 1 propose to exclude expen-
diture on travel by rail, motor-car, ship,
powered-craft or aircraft from the ambit of
the proposed disallowance. This will be of
particular benefit to consultancy firms,
certain professions and industry, where travel
is a significant portion of essential business
expenditure in our vast country. Further,
in order to avoid possible hardship from the
proposed measure in the case of small busi-
nesses, I propose to provide that the dis-
allowance of 207; would be made only in
respect of aggregate expenditure under
specified heads in excess of Rs. 1 lakh.

I have also considered the various repre-
sentations received from the exporting.
community. On various occasions in the
House and outside, I have underlined the
great importance of incrcasing our exports,
in order to bring about viability in the bala-
nce of payments. A number of concessions
have been provided to exporters in the field
of direct cash assistance, duty drawbacks,
differential rate of interest on credit, indus-
trial licensing and import policy. In the
budget for 1983-84, while withdrawing
the tax concession under section 35B of the
Act, which was linked to expenditure, I had
proposed a new tax eoncession, with
reference to incremental export turnover.
After examining the merits of various repre-
sentations, I now propose to liberalise the
provision in the Bill to provide that Indian
exporters would be entitled to a deduction
equal to one per cent of the export turnover
of the relevant year plus a further deduction
in an amount equal to five per cent of the
incremental export turnover over the export
turnover of the immediately preceding -
year.
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The effect of these concessions is estimated
to be Rs. 40 crores.

It has been represented that some comp-
anies have been doing useful work in the field
of rural development and the proposed with-
drawal of rural development allowance
would adversely affect such activity by the
corporate sector. Having regard to the
continued need for the involvement of the
corporate sector in rural development, 1
propose to continue the existing provision
relating to deduction in respect of expendi-
ture directly incurred by companies and
co-operative societies on approved program-
mes of rural devclopment. However, with
a view to ensuring that the tax concession
is allowed only in respcct of rural develop-
ment programmecs of high priority, I propose
to provide that, in granting approval to
programmes of rural development, the
prescribed authority would follow the guide-
lines to be issued in this behalf by the Central
Government.

While the Finance Bill seeks to withdraw
the tax concession under section 35 CCA of
the Income-tax Act in respect of donations
10 voluntary agencies for carrying out
approved programmes of rural development,
donations to on-going programmes would
continue to be exempt if certain conditions
laid down in this behalf are fulfilled. Onc of
the conditions is that the programme invol-
ves work by way of construction of any
building or other structure for use as dis-
pensary, school, etc. and such work has
commenced before 1st March, 1983. This
requirement may result in hardship in cases
where the donation has been made before
Ist March 1983, but the institution does not
commence work of this nature before the
said date. With a view 10 removing hardship
in such cases, I propose to provide that this
condition will not apply in cases where

the donation has been made before 1st March,
1983.

I had mentioned in my Budget Speech that
the Government would shortly establish a
Fund for Rural Development, donations to
which would qualify for tax exemption. It
has since been decided that the Fund would
be called the National Fund for Rural
Development. Donors to the Fund could
indicate their preference for area, locality
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and the rural development programme for
which their donation is to be used, as also
the voluntary agency through which the
programme may be implemented. Their
wishes in this regard will be respected, as far
as possible.

The Bill secks to withdraw the special
deduction allowed in respect of profits and
gains from business of livestock breeding or
poultry or dairy farming. The agricultural
community engaged in thesc activities has
pointed out that withdrawal of this conces-
sion may particularly affect smaller busi-
nesses.  As I find merit in this representa-
tion, I have decided to continue the conces-
sion with reduced relief for those with higher
incomes.

I also propose to make certain modifica-
tions in the provisions in the Bill relating to
taxation of charitable and religious trusts.
The Bill provides for taxation of business
profits derived by all religious or charitable
trusts and institutions. With a view to miti-
gating hardship arising from the taxation of
profits derived by institutions for the
blind, handicapped, orphans, widows, clc.
from the sale of articles made by their in-
mates, I propose to provide that profits
derived by an institution would bc exempted
in cases wherc the work in connection with
the business is mainly carried on by the
bencticiaries of the institution. It will, how-
ever, be necessary for the institution to
maintain separate books of account in respect
of such business.

Under the Bill, business profits would be
chargeable to tax even in cases where the
charitable or religious trust or institution
has been notified by the Central Govern-
ment under Scction 10(23C) of the Income-
Tax Act. These institutions are notified by
the Central Government only if certain tests
laid down in this behalf in the law are
satisfied. It has been pointed out that the
eflect of the provision in the Bill will be
that even certain reputed religious and
philanthropic institutions would be charge-
able to tax in respect of the surplus arising
to them from certain activities incidental to
their day-to-day functioning. In [fact,
apprehension has been expressed that even
the sale proceeds of prasadam received by
reputed temples would become chargeable to
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tax. With a view to avoiding such results in
the case of trusts and institutions of repute,
I propose to withdraw the proposal in the
Bill for the taxation of business profits of
notified trusts and institutions.

It has been pointed that sometimes
institutions set up wholly for public religious
purposes take up publication and sale of
books as a part of their normal activities.
Even though profit-making is not their
objective, some surplus may accrue to them
from the sale of such publications. With a
view to exempting the small surplus in such
cases, 1 propose to provide that profits
derived by trusts and institutions wholly for
public religious purposes would be exempt
from tax incases where profits are derived
by them from the publication and sale of
books. As such religious trusts and insti-
tutions may derive some profits from certain
other activit.es also, it is proposed to
empower the Central Government to notify
such other activities, profits from which
would be exempt from tax. The proposed
exemption would, however, be available only
if separate books of account are maintained
in respect of such business.

The effect of the provisions in the Bill
would bg that persons making donations to
trusts and institutions which derive even a
part of their income from business activities
would not be entitled to tax exemption in
respect of such donations, even though the
business income will be taxed fully. With
a view to avoiding such a result, 1 propose
to provide that such donations would
continue to be exempt from tax if the trust
or institution maintains separate books of
account in respect of its business activities
and donations received by it are not used
for the purpose of its business. The trust
or institution would also be required to give
a certificate to the donee to the effect that
it maintains separate books of account in
respect of its business and that the donations
received will not be used by it, directly or
indirectly, for purposes of its business. I
also proposé to make certain modifications
in the provisions relating to the proposed
investment pattern of trust funds. Under
the Bill, the proposed investment pattern
will not apply in relation to assets constitu-
ting the original corpus of the trust as on
Ist June, 1973. 1 propose to modify this
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provision to provide that assets, including
equity shares, constituting the corpus of the
trust, in contradistinction to the original
corpus, as on Ist June, 1973 would be
exempt from the proposed investment
pattern, provided that such assets were
donated to and not purchased by the trust.

Under the Bill, a trust which has other
sources of income, besides profits and gains
of business, is required to follow the propos-
ed investment pattern, failing which it would
forfeit tax exemption in relation to its
income from other sources. It has been
urged that it would be unfair to impose the
discipline of the proposed investment
pattern in relation to the after-tax profits of
a trust or institution. I see the merit in
this point and accordingly propose to pro-
vide that the proposed investment pattern
will not apply in relation to the business
profits of a trust or institution and they
would be free to invest their after-tax profits
in whatever form they please. However,
this relaxation would be allowed only if
the trust or institution maintains separate
books of account in respect of its business.

There are certain other modifications on
the Direct Taxes side which are of relatively
lesser importance, as also certain other
amendments to the Bill which are only of a
drafting nature. I would not like to take
the time of the Hon’ble Mcmbers in explain-
ing these.

In the areas of indirect taxes, T propose to
modify somec of the original Budget pro-
posals mainly for the benefit of small manu-
facturers of specified goods.

Hon. Members may recall that in the
Budget, I had proposed certain modifications
to the general small scale exemption scheme.
While the upper limit of the exemption was
increased from Rs. 15 lakhs to Rs. 25 lakhs,
the limit of full exemption was reduced from
Rs. 7.5 lakhs to Rs. 5 lakhs. Since the
announcement of the Budget, several repre-
sentations have been received against the
reduction of the full exemption limit from
Rs. 7.5 lakhs to Rs. 5 lakhs. Hon. Members
have also expressed concern in this regard
during the discussions on the Budget propo-
sals. In view of this, [ now propose to
increase the full exemption limit to the pre-
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Budget level of Rs. 7.5 lakhs while retaining

the upper limit of exemption at the revised
level of Rs. 25 lakhs. This measure would
benefit a large number of units and would
involve a revenue loss of Rs. 5.5 croresin a
full year.

Hon. Members may also recall that as
part of the Budget, the full exemption limit
of Rs. 7.5 lakhs was reduced in the case of
small-scale manufacturers of cosmetics and
toilet preparations to a lower level of Rs. 2.5
lakhs. Keeping in view the representations
received against this reduction, I propose to
increase the full exemption limit of Rs. 2.5
lakhs to Rs. 5 lakhs. This measure would
involve a revenue loss of about Rs. 75

lakhs.

As part of the Budget proposals, T had
proposed to fully cxempt aluminium pipes
used in sprinkler equipment for irrigation.
1t has been represented that this exemption
has resulted in an unequal benefit to alu-
minium pipes made by extrusion process and
welding process. To ensurc that the exemp-
tion announced in (he DBudget does not
result in unequal benefit in the case of pipes
manufactured by adopting different proces-
ses, T now propose to reduce the duty on
aluminium strips used for making such pipes
by welding process to the extent of Rs. 275

per tonne.

Hon. Members would reccall that as a
measure to combat tax avoidance T had pro-
posed to change the basis of duty on paper
and paper board from ad valorem to ad
valorem-cum-specific rates. It has been
represented that the revised rates of duties
in respect of cheaper varieties of straw board
and mill board have resulted in marginally
higher incidence of duty. Accordingly, T
propose to reduce the duty on such mill
board and straw board by Rs. 50 to Rs. 150
per tonne. This would result in a revenue
loss of about Rs. 90 lakhs. The scheme of
concessional rate of duty for small paper
mills using unconventional raw materials is
also being liberalised.

As part of the original Budget proposals,
prepared or preserved foods and food pro-
ducts were exempted from that part of the
excise duty as was relatablc to the cost of
the containers. It has been represented that
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such exemption would only be available
where the finished food products pay central
excise duty. In order to provide relief even
in respect of some specified food products
which arc not required to pay any duty, I
propose to grant exemption of the duty
payable on metal containers used in such
exempted specified food products, namely,
baby food, milk powder and ghee. This
proposal would involve a revenue sacrifice
of Rs. 3 crores annually.

As part of the Budget proposals, pressure
cookers were exempted from the levy of
excise duty. I now propose to exempt
specified parts of pressurc cookers, namely,
cooker body, lid and vent weight from the
levy of excisc duty. Revenue sacrifice in
this proposal is not likely to be significant.

The concessions 1 have just announced in
respect of indirect taxes would result in a
revenue sacrifice of Rs. 10.15 crores.
Notifications giving effect to these conces-
sions are being issued today. Copies will be
laid on the Table of the House in due
course.

14.24 hrs.
[SHRT F.H. MOHSIN in the C/zcir]

I request the hon. Members to lend their
support to the Finance Bill with the modi-
fications T have proposed.

Sir, T beg to move :

“That the Bill to give effect to the
financial proposals of the Central
Government for the financial year
1983-84, be taken into considera-
tion.”

MR .CHATRMAN : Motion moved :

“That the Bill to give effect to the
financial proposals of the Central
Government for the financial year
1983-84, be taken into considera-
tion.”

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE
(Jadavpur) : There is one announcement by
the Finance Minister which is welcome.
Now, we have reached the concluding stage
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of Parliament’s exercise relating to this
year’s financial proposals. But, one must
ask oneself what has been or is the role of
Parliament in considering, approving and
monitoring the financial proposals and
their proper implementation. It is a require-
ment of the Constitution that every year
annual financial statement of income and
expenditure should be laid before both the
Houses of Parliament. The principle behind
this is that there will be no taxation without
representation which means that every taxa-
tion proposal will come before the House
and shall bave the positive acceptance of the
House before they are implemented and
similarly all expenditure which is to be
incurred, except those which are charged on
the Consolidated Fund of India, will have
to have the sanction of the House. There-
fore, the Budget and the consequential
Finance Bill ought to be major documents
in the set up that we have which recquire the
specific sanction of Parliament. But, today
we find that the procedure that has becn
adopted is, one may not like to call it
nothing but a subterfuge, made to bypass
the Parliament, it is diluting the role of
Parliament and its authority and it also
strikes at the basic principles of Parlia-
mentary democracy. The Finance Minister
is being applauded for giving some new
concessions which he calls sacrifice of
Rs. 10.15 crores after having imposed a levy
of Rs. 716 crores. Even minimal concession
in desirable sector one would like. But,
what is the real situation we find ? Major
levies amounting to nearly Rs. 2,000 crores
have been imposed outside "the Parliament’s
pale of scrutiny. Realisation of revenue,
which should have been through the Finance
Bill, has been achieved or is being achieved
through administered prices of which the
Parliament is only informed if it is in session.
This has obvinted the TParliament’s express
approval of those proposals or those levies.
We consider this nothing but an affront to
Parliament. What are those levies T am not
going into that because by this time they are
well known, but the result is that Parlia-
ment’s role with regard to the budgetary
proposals under Finance Bill and the levies
is becoming more and more diluted and in
due course, it seems, the Finance Bill may
become wunnecessary. Even part of this
Rs. 716 crores could have been done by
administered prices.
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the total levy of the year is processed
through Finance Bill, one can understand
the dilution in the importance of the Finance
Bill.  That is why, there is a feeling that the
budgetary proposals and the entire Parlia-
mentary exercise over it is becoming a non-
event, if not a mere ritual. Certainly, it
exposes the Government’s so-called commit-
ment to Parliamentary democracy and its
avowed respect for Parliament,

So far as the Parliament's role as watch-
dog of Government’s expenditure is concern-
ed, what is the position ? The Communica-
tion Minister was saying that we have no
opportunity to discuss the functioning of the
Communications Ministry. Important
social services like education, health, rural
development, irrigation, food, civil supplies,
scicnce and technology we are not able to
discuss on the Floor of thc House. The
process of guillotine we are adopting, but
thereby we are also affecting the credibility
of the Parliamentary” process. Now levy is
outside the budgetary process ; discussion on
important subjects cannot be held. After
all, the Parliament’s role as envisaged by the
Constitution of India is getting reduced day
by day. Therefore, when this is the position,
the common people’s miseries are not
being solved, the budget is losing all its
significance to the people at large and to
them the budget or the Finance Bill are no
longer documents of hope and checr, but
they are documents of despair and extortion.
This is the position we find and that is why
I may call it—the hon. Minister had reacted
strongly last time when replying to the
Budget debate when some hon. Member said
it was a rudderless document—a ‘colourless
parchment’ presented before an almost
leaderless House because we hardly see the
leader, and with pointless objectives.

Sir, what is thc position ? What does the
Budget and what does the Finance Bill which
contains the financial proposals of the
Budget disclose ? Do they disclose the
true state of affairs, the true state
of the country’s economy ? TDoes it
clearly indicate which is the direction that
the country’s economy should take by means
of fiscal policies and fiscal proposals ? Sir,
to fleece the common people of this country
more than they can bear, to provide relief
to the multinationals and monopolies more
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than they merit, to promote liberal importa-
tion more than this country needs and
dumping of foreign consumer goods more
than we can afford—all this has become the
basic economic policy of this Government
which, whether they agree or do not agree,
has to keep the IMF malefactors pleased.

One cannot deny, and now it is established
by the Prime Minister’s speech during the
Non-aligned Summit that the IMF has not
got its Octopusian stronghold and strangle-
hold on our economy like other countries,
and we find its indelible stamp on the
budget proposals. I will come to it later.

Now, what is the hope and prospect for the
common people of this country ? Unemploy-
ment is increasing day by day, chasm bet-
ween the haves and havenots is ever widening,
the purchasing power of the common people
is going down steadily, the teeming millions
are groaning in misery, destitution and
deprivation of the minimum necessities of
life, and to them this budgetary process is
nothing but a dismal exercise for a hopeless
future of the hapless millions.

Sir, after five Five-Year Plans, in December
1982, the total number of job-seckers was
1.98 crores registered with the Employment
Exchanges. 1In 1981 one lakh of technicians
were registered as unemployed. The number
of educated unemploved in June 1982 was
90.4 lakhs., In 1977-78—was should remind
ourselves in what context we are consider-
ing these proposals—the number of pezople
below the poverty line was 30.46 crores
which represented 48.13 per cent of the
population. How is the poverty line drawn ?
The estimates are derived by using the
poverty line of Rs. 65 per capita per month at
1977-78 prices corresponding to daily calorie
requirement of 2400 per person. This is
based on the national Sample Survey.
According to it, more and more people are
going below the poverty line. The all India
figures show that out of the rural population,
20.42 crores were below poverty line in 1972-
73 ; the figure has gone up to 25.28 crores
in 1977-78. And so far as the urban popu-
lation is concerned, it wert up from 4.73
crores to 5.19 crores.

Sir, on a percentage basis in this country,
on the basis of the assessment of the National
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Sample Survey, nearly 50 per cent of our
population has been living below the poverty
line continuously over a long period.

May 1 quote from an official document,
the Sixth Five Year Plan ? It says :

“The majority of the poor live in the
rural areas and belong to the catego-
ries of landless labourers, small and
marginal farmers, rural artisans
including fishermen, backward class
and tribes. These people have either
no assets with very low productivity,
few relevant skills and no regular full
time jobs or very low paid jobs.”

On the basis of this, our Sixth Five Year Plan
has been drawn up. This is the realisation !
We must consider our Budget and the
financial proposals in the context of the
situation prevailing in this country. In 1977-
78, 51.10% of the population was below the
poverty line. In absolute figures, out of a
total rural population of 495.2 million, 251.6
million people live below the poverty line.
How do you describe this achievement ? As
against this, what is the other side of the
picture ? It requires every day reiteration
of the position so that people in authority
must realise it. The assets of multi-nationals
have increased from Rs. 1837 crores in 1978
to Rs. 2160 crores in 1980. 1In two years
these are Rs. 300 crores more and that of
its branches increased from Rs. 1739 crores
to Rs. 1893 crores in two years. The turn-
over of the subsidiaries of these multi-
nationals has increased from Rs. 2498 crores
in 1975 to Rs. 2547 crores in 1978-79.

So far as our indigenous monopoly houses
—first 20 monopoly houses are concer-
ned—its assests increased from Rs. 3054
crores in 1972 to Rs. 7571 crores in 1980.
In eight years the incrcase is of more than
3509, of the big monopoly houses. I have
given the figures of people below the poverty
line and figures of uncmployment, against
this is what I call inglorious non-achievement
of this Government which has consistently
been following the policy of robbing the
poor to pay the rich. Let us see what this
Finance Bill seeks to achicve. The addi-
tional revenue that is being raised by this
taxation, even taking into consideration the

sacrifice that has been announced to-day
'
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because they are minimal, T do not think
they will affect the calculation of the net
additional revenue proposed in the Finance
Bill. Cnly 14% is to be realised by dircct
taxes and the rest i.e. 86% is to be realised
by imposition of excise duty and the customs
duty. The effect of indirect taxation,
cvery-body knows. What is the proportion
of increasc i? the direct taxes and indirect
taxes in this country ? 1 am quoting from
the Government publication :

“In terminal year of the First Five
Year Plan direct taxes Rs. 171 crores,
indirect taxes Rs. 313 crores”.

It was Rs. 484 crores less than double.
What has it become in 1982-83 ? Rs. 4334
crores was the estimate of direct tax and the
indirect tax went up to Rs. 13280 crores.
Now it is more than three times of the direct
taxes. Indirect taxes are more than three
times the direct taxes. The result is obvious.
The indirect tax effects the common man
much more ; the base is wider. While tax
on personal income and Corporation Income
since our independence has increased by 23
times, the tax on commodities has increased
44 timcs.

So far as the increase in the incidence of
direct taxes is concerned, it is more than
double or nearly double. Although the
Government’s own admission in the Budget
speech is that the industrial production is
likely to show an annual increase of only
4.5%, this year’s Budget and the Finance
Bill has proposed a 179, rise in cxcise duty
alone. Now, who is to bear this ? The
increased production is not going to bear
it. Therefore, it comes as a heavy burden
on the common people.

Now, I come to indirect taxation. Itis
known to you, Sir, that it enables the
Government to cast the net wider than it is
possible through the direct taxation and to
lighten the burden on the affluent section of
the community. The direct taxation percen-
tage is going down and it is nothing but an
indication of the strength of the upper in-
come groups in influencing the distribution of
Government financing and resisting to pay
for the fruits of the development pro-
grammes. These heavy doses of indirect
taxes including administered prices have been
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levied in order to reduce the budget deficit
and a greater burden has been imposed on
the common people. But the Government
has to keep up its commitment to the IMF
and has been acting according to the direc-
tions of the IMF and to the satisfaction of
the IMF while ensuring at the same time
that private savings and investment do not
suffer !

Sir, 1 come to some of the specific levies
which muy be called welcome measures. [
will call them welcome measures in isolation
so far as the Finance Bill is concerned. A
mmimum tax of 309, on the Corporation
is a very welcome measure although T find
some more relief is being granted. Sir, 20%
of disallowance so lar as travelling allowance
and advertisements arc concerned is also
welcome though some concessions are being
given. Disallowance is a very welcome
measure and I must congratulate the Finance
Minister. 1 appreciateit. The disallowance
and deduction in respect of certain statutory
liabilities until they are actually discharged
is also a good one. It has been misused ;
there is no doubt about it.

Inspite of the concessions given today the
proposal to tax the income of the religious
and charitable trusts, which according to us
s being misused, is also a welcome device.
No doubt, Sir, we shall appreciate the wel-
come features in the Bill. 1 was going to
make a very big point and the Minister has
taken away the good point of mine about
the small scale industries. I thank him for
thc announcement that he has made today.

SHRI SUNIL MAITRA (Calcutta North
East) : He pre-empted you.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : Yes,
he pre-empted me.

So far as certain other levies are concer-
ned, 1 would like to draw the attention of
the hon. Finance Minister as to what is the
effect of the indiscriminate import and what
is the cffect of higher excise duty on some
of the items. 1 would like to mention some
specific 1ssues or specific instances.

Sir, Mavoor Pulp Factory manufacturing
pulps for rayon in Kerala has been closed
- for more than 16 months throwing out of
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cmployment over 4,000 workers who had
directly been employed in the factory. I
am speaking for the 4,000 workers who have
been out of employment. Apart from this,
employment for about 10,000 workers
engaged in cutting bamboos from the forest
and cutting them, loading and unloading
them and transportation operations of the
pulp have been rendered unemployed. So
far as J.K. Synthetic, Kota is concerned,
there is retrenchment of 3,200 workers
where they were producing polyster yarn.
The whole department of this factory has
been shut down. The reason for this closure
is, as it has been put forward, that the
import of fibre and polyster fibre yarn is
cheaper than the Jlocally produced raw
material. This is a matter which T would
request the hon. Minister to sce because
the effect and imposition of cxcise duty
results in a huge unemployment like this.
In a country like ours, we cannot do away
or wish away Birlas and JKs.

People are working there in those facto-
ries but they are closing down and throwing
people out of cmployment. In eclectronics
goods industry like transistors, radios and
TV sets, they also say there is a strong
demand for fiscal protection. Therec is a
great scope for development of the electro-
nic industry in this country. There is a
great scope for giving cmployment to a large
number of people including technicians But
this industry has to be protected from
unhealthy dumping competition from
abroad.

So far as our own public sector industries
are concerned like the Electronics Corpora-
tion of India, Keltron of Kerala and Instru-
mentation Ltd of Kota, they have developed
systems of engineering in use in big under-
takings. These public undertakings should be
given all encouragement and it is absolutely
necessary that in the spheres of their
products, there should not be any importa-
tion allowed so that not only there wiil be
proper encouragement of this industry but it
will also do away with unhealthy competi-
tion. The other aspect is very important
because it is having a direct effect on our
economy. It is the extent and the magni-
tude of smuggling in this country and the
availability of smuggled goods. This has
to be tackled on a war-footing with all
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amount of seriousness. In this connection,
one has seen the better results that have
happened when there was a reduction on
the excise duty on indigenously manufactured
watches which was given in 1976 and it
resulted in larger production of watches in
this country and also reduction in the quan-
tum of smuggling. So far as these aspects
are concerned, I request the Hon. Minister
to give his most serious consideration.

The other point is so far as pulp is concer-
ned, the Birlas are producing that pulp for
rayon yarn and weaving them in their
factories in Ratlam and Gwalior. This
shows that reduction is not sufficient to make
them produce its intermediate raw materials
in their own factories which are closed
down. This is a total waste of assets created
over many years. I am told it has been said
that they have set up a factory in Taiwan
and they will get the raw materials and the
basic materials from Taiwan instcad of
manufacturing them in their factory in
Kerala. It has become morc profitable
because the wages are very low in Taiwan
and they make a profit on this. These are
aspects which have to be very seriously taken
note of.

So far as the tobacco is concerned,
although there is now a little greater aware-
ness to save the tobacco producers in this
country, what is happening ? The tobacco
which was recently cxported to China by
somebody who 1s very well-known, very close
or within your party, Mr. Finance Minister,
that was rejected by China because the
quality that was supplied was not according
to the contract. Now China has sent back
the vessels. There has been dispute going on.
The exporters from this county have agreed
to pay penalty to China’s importers. The
penalty has not becn paid. Disputes are
going on and the resuit is that China has
declared that they will not take an ounce of
tobacco from any Indian exporter in this
country.

Another very important aspect is the
controversy that has been raised and rightly
raised, with regard to the concessions or the
provisions, the special provisions that have
been made relating to taxation on income
from specified assets in the case of non-resi-
dent Indian citizens and foreign nationals.
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We are seeing in newspapers every day the
controversy regarding the acquisition of
shares of Escorts and DCM. If 1 am not
correct, if my information is wrong, I shall
stand corrected by the Hon. Minister. This
is for the first time that concept of a foreig-
ner of Indian origin has been thought of.

Non-resident Indians who are not
Indians—Indians who are resident abroad.
But Indians who have forsaken their Indian
nationality and have become foreign natio-
nals—because at one time they were Indians
and they call themselves Indians or they
have the Indian parentage, they are being
given special favours and the socalled
special incentives. Now the result is that
it is said that one particular individual is
trying to get the benefits. It is being openly
said—I1 request the hon. Minister to clarify
the position—it is being openly said that
even belore the budget proposals came,
funds have been transmitted to this country
to be readily available for the purpose of
acquiring the shares in Indian companies
which apparently are running well. We do
not know the details. But why is this special
favour being given to ex-Indian nationals
who are outside India—to have the benefits
of the special provisions which are contained
in clause 36 of the Finance Bill ? I rcquest
the hon. Minister to clarify this position,

There is another provision which T will
request the hon. Minister to consider. That
is with regard to the cxemption provided so
far as gratuity is concerned. There is a
considcrable request and prayer and sugges-
tion that a greater disallowance should be

permitted.

So far as the sick industries ate concerned,
one would vainly go through the Finance
Minister’s speech or the financial proposals
to see how in any way they support the sick
industries in this country. Government-
managed concerns have become more sick.
Who should be responsible—the workers or

the management ?

Carter  Pooler—the Industry Minister
has recently written to us—I got a
letter and the bombshell came yesterday.
He said—nothing doing, it is not viable, it
has to be wound up. Who is thinking of
the workers ? For whose benefit are these
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proposals—the financial proposals, the
budget proposals ?..(Interruptions) 1 hope
everybody is a good legislator at least. It is
said union troubles, bad unions and all
those things. However there are units
which can be made viable and which can be
made very good national assets like In¢check
and National Rubber. The hon. Minister
seems 10 be oblivious of these. So, what is
going to happen to them ? Is there any study
made ? Then who is responsible for the
sickness—whether it is the workers or the
management ?. .

PROF. N.G. RANGA (Guntur) : That
IS most important.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERIJEE
Without doing a study you say it is impor-
tant. You are the Deputy Leader. Put
some sense in them.

Therefore, who is making this study ?
Without making this study, you have in-
discriminately decided to send them for
winding up and liquidation. You do not
worry about the workers.

PROF. N.G. RANGA : Your non-co-

operation.

SIHRT SOMNATH CHATTERIJEE : You
arc too much in Delhi and too much near
the seat of power. That is the trouble.

PROF. N.G. RANGA : What about your
non-co-operation ?

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE
I will request the hon. Minister to make an
announcement with regard to these sick
industries. What is the policy of this
Government ? Is it the policy of the
Government not to extend the period of
management which was taken over under
the IDR Act and then just because you
cannot manage, you say, ‘Go to hell, you
workers, you go to the streets.” Govern-
ment has no responsibility ? Why do you
call it a government for the people ? I do
not know whether you at all call it so. Do
something for the people, if you call it so.

These are matters which require immediate
attention. But we vainly go through the
Budget proposals. We vainly go through
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the Budget speech or the financial proposals
to see whether they contain any benefit and

respite to these workers who are not at all
at fault.

The other very important aspect on which
we have to make our point very clear is
the great injustice which has been done not
only to my State of West Bengal but to your
State also—Andhra Pradesh and every
State. Prof. Ranga says, ‘Why do you speak
of West Bengal ?” Why should I not speak of
West Bengal 7 Because you are singling out
West Bengal in many cases. Here you are
indiscriminately discriminating against the
State. That is the position.

Sir, the proposals which have been for-
mulated under the new Finance Bill have
been formulated in a manner so as to mini-
mise the States’ share of receipts from taxes
Jevied by the Centre. There is no doubt about
that. He has to admit it.

Sir, between 1978-79 and 1983-84 while the
total receipts from taxes levied by the Centre
-have gone up by 73 per cent the States’
share of the receipts increased by only 50
per cent. While in 1979-80 the States’ share
of the yield from taxes levied by the Centre
was 28.4 per cent in the budget for 1983-84
it is only 25.1 per cent. Had thc States’
share remained at the 1979-80 level the
revenue accruing to the States under this
budget of 1983-84 would have been Rs. 5,893
crores instead of Rs. 5,189 crores—Iloss
of Rs. 700 crores. Who is losing this
money ? These things should be taken note
of. The total tax revenue of the pation in
"1981-82 was Rs. 22,182 crores of which the
States collected Rs. 7,514 crores which
‘represented 33.9 per cent of the total.
" Therefore, the States receipts amounts to
33.9 per cent of the total revenue of the
nation but against this during the same year
" the total revenue expenditure of the nation
“was Rs. 28,000 crores of which States’
" share was 25.4 per cent. Therefore, we had
‘to spend over 55.4 per cent of the total
expenditure of the nation but our income is
only 33.9 per cent. Thus, the expenditure
is always out-pacing the receipts. Now,
how do you try to resolve this distortion in
“the economy ? How can you have balanced
development of this country ? The Prime
Minister is now saying that she wants a
strong Centre and strong States but the
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position is that you want a strong Centre at
the expense of the weak States and for that

matter some of the particular States are kept
perpetually weak.

Sir, these are thec official figures which 1
am quoting. Even then if you say there is
no discrimination it is entirely for you.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Mr. Pranab Mukher-
jee also comes from your State.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERIJEE : We
are unhappy that he had to go to Gujarat.
On a sujtable occasion he may come back
but so long as he treads a wrong path he
has to be roaming here and therc. If he
trcads a good path he will come back.

15 hrs.

.'/ Sir, therefore, the philosophy which is

/ applied by this Government is to create a

~ situation where States will have to approach
the Centre on bended knees. Ministers
from different States have to take pilgrim-
age here to get a little money for develop-
ment. We are happy and thankful to the
Finance Minister that in view of the illness
of our Chief Minister he goes there and
meets him but the other Chief Ministers
have to come. Should this situation be
encouraged 7 It is a suicidal step according
to us to under-mine the financial position
of the States which is bound to have serious
long-term repercussions as it is already
having. Sarkaria Commission had to be
set up, although it may be just to dilute the
strength of the demand or delay the process
which is bound to evolve. At the same time,
the cxpenditurc of the States is increasing.
Income is not keeping pace with it. Itis
bringing in more and more distortion in this
country’s economy.

Why do I say distortion ? So far as the
financial proposals in the budget or the
Finance Bill are concerned, there have been
changes in the Income-Tax Act ; whatever
has been reduced, all the States, not West
Bengal alone, will lose Rs. 28 crores. They
will receive less this amount.

1501 brs.
[SHRI R.S. SPARROW in the Chair].

Then, you have taken recourse to subter-
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fuge. You have imposed surcharge on
incometax to the extent of Rs. 207 crores
knowing that you have no constitutional
responsibility to share it with the States.
You increase the direct taxation to the
extent of Rs. 207 crores, call it surcharge
and avoid sharing it with the States. And
whatever you have to share with the States,
you reduce the quantum. This is the result.
Again, you are imposing additional excise
duty. Minister will say that it will be
distributed among the States, but it involves
difficulties about the quantification of sales
tax etc. Thc rates of additional excise
duties are not keeping pace with the other
duties, but realisation that is possible out of
additional excise duty is not being put
through for distribution. As a result, the
States are suffering more. How can you
have strong States ? By sneeches alone, you
cannot make the States strong.

In so far as injustice to eastern India is
concerned,—Prof. Ranga has left un-
fortunately—there is a scheme called
freight equalisation scheme. Wc have been
asking about it, but not even once an answer
has been given by thz hon. Minister. This
was evolved by Shri Krishnamachari as the
Finance Minister of India. Shri Krishnama-
chari was not ashamed to help South India
or Tamil Nadu. He has done good for
South India, and we are thankful to him.

SHRI C.T. DHANDAPANI (Pollachi) :
He had not completed all that he wanted.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERIJEE : Had
he completed that, we would have been still
happier. We want every State of this
country to progress and develop to the ut-
most ability and capacity. In 1957, the
scheme was cvolved to equalise the freight
of iron ore, steel and coal throughout
India. Under the scheme, these commo-
dities available in West Bengal, and Bihar
would be supplied all over the country on
the basis of cqual freight.

DR. KRUPASINDHU BHOI (Sambal-
pur) : Orissa also.

SHRI SOMNATH-CHATTERIJEE : Yes,
Orissa also.

As a result, these three important raw
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materials are available throughout the
length and breadth of the country at the
same rate. We do not grudge it at all. It
is a very desirable policy. But what about
the other raw materials like cotton, chemi-
cals, salts and similar other raw materials
which are required everywhere. Why have
the people of those States where these are
not manufactured to pay differential freight
rate ? I do not grudge their getting coal
and steel at the same price as available in
Asansol, Burnpur or Dhanbad, but I have
to pay morefor cotton, as compared to the
price at Maharashtra, if I have to bring it
to Patna, Bihar, Calcutta or the State of
Orissa. This is because, the usual freight
charges will have to be paid. You will be
surprised to know this. I tried to find out
how much subsidy Railways have to be given
for keeping this freight equalisation scheme
working.

No figures are available. Railway Board
is unable to give the figures. Even on inquiry
from the Parliament Library, they say they
are unable to give the figures because they
have not got the figures. Now, what is to
be done ? I am not saying you take off the
freight equalisation scheme so far as steel
and coal i1s concerned. I say make it avail-
able so far as the other materials are conce-
rned. We do not mind. Iam happy the
Planning Minister is here, but I do not know
whether he will be allowed to say anything.
In 1975-76 the Planning Commission set up
a Committee under the Chairmanship of Mr.
Marathe, the then Secretary of the Ministry
of Industrial Development. Qur information
is that in 1977 a report_had been submitted by
Mr. Marathe, but the Government said that
they were considering the Report. We under-
stand that the recommendation of the
Marathe Committee is that freight equalisa-
tion should be withdrawn even for coal and
Iron and steel. But because this recommen-
dation does not support a particular lobby
or a particular section of the people in
authority, that is not seeing the light of the
day and no action is being taken. So, because
this is vital for the country, we make a
demand that either all key industry raw
materials must be sold in different parts of
the country taking into account the full
freight or all such commodities and the raw
materials should be sold at uniform prices all
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over the country after according them the
advantage of freight equalisation. Sir, if
the latter policy is to be adopted, freight
equalisation should cover not just the com-
modities currently included, but also petro-
leum, fertiliser, soda and, salt and light and
heavy chemicals, cotton, jute, sugar, paper,
pulp and industrial gas. Sir, this is our very
strong demand and we request the Hon.
Minister to consider it very seriously and lct
us know what is the position with regard to
this freight cqualisation.

Sir, I have to mention about somec of the
other aspects. Sir, it is unfortunate that
there are serious charges of corruption in
various public sector undertakings, specially
in the banking sector,

MR. CHAIRMAN : You have already
written about this.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERIJEE : Yes,
I have written.

MR. CHAIRMAN : So, while mention-
ing you will have to bt very careful.

SHRI SOMNATH CHATTERJEE : Let
there be no consternation. T would not men-
tion any name. Sir, I am here for too long
to get into the trap. T gave the notice, but I
have gota reply from the Sccretariat. I
would not get into the trap. But at the same
time I have to give full particulars. Before
speaking T hardly had time to do that because
I gave notice today. But, Sir, I am entitled
to give the names of the Nationalised Banks
—the Syndicate Bank, the Punjab and Sind
Bank. Sir lurid details are coming out in
the journals and magazines having large
public circulation. There has been a search
of the residence of the Chairman/Managing
Director of one Bank. The Central Bureau
of Tnvestigation has lodged an FIR against the
highest officer of a Nationalised Bank and
he has not been suspended. TIs there any
departmental proceeding against him ? There
are serious charges of undated lctters of credit
being issued without namcs being given.
Sir, it has come out in the newspapers. We
gave notices of call attention ; we gave
other notices here for discussion on the
serious charges which have been made about
the sinking of two vessels and about the
fraudulent attempts being madc to rcalise
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moves from the Indian Insurance companies,
public sector insurance companies, general
insurance companics—they are all nationali-
sed. So, we would like to know what is
happening there. Is any proper inquiry being
held ? What action has the Government
taken against the persons concerncd ? I have
got the particulars where an employee was
dismissed, because he was charged with mis-
appropriation of a princely sum of Rs. 7.50.
He was dismissed for misappropriation,
allegedly, of Rs. 7.50. He was dismissed for
a charge involving Rs. 7.50. But there is a
charge involving Rs. 14 lakhs of misappro-
priation, and disproportionate assets to the
extent of lakhs of rupees. It is not my ver-
sion, it is not the employees’ version. Tt is
the CBI's version. T have got the photo-
copy of the FIRs. 1 shall send it to the hon.

Minister, unless he has been told alrcady
about L.

What action has been taken ? How do you
expect that people will have faith in this sys-
tem ? It is being said that the banks have
become the biggest source of corruption—1I
am very unhappy to say this, because we are
firm believers in public sector. We want
nationalization of even foreign banking.

About Mr Poojary’s visit, there has been
some confusion and misunderstanding.
Probably some over-exuberance is there. He
is a young man. Butif by that process,
people’s faith in the public sector is restored,
I would welcome it, because we are not
happy that people will not have faith in the
public sector undertakings, especially the ban-
king sector, which is such an important sector.
We have serious complaints also about its
functioning—how they are discriminating in
different spheres. But if this type of complaints
are made, and if no action is being taken, Mr.
Poojary, your visit to find out which emp-
loyee was on his seat will not help, if they
find that the officers occupying air-condi-
tioned chambers arc only working to mis-
appropriate money—then your visits will be
of no help. Probably, you will be in trouble
if you touch them too much.

There is not one word about the black
money in this Budget speech ; no proposal
as to how to tackle black money in this
country. Twant to know from the hon.
Minister : does he recognize, or does he not
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recognize, the existence of a black economy
in this country ? What is the amount,
according to Government’s computation, of
the extent of black money corroding the
economic system in this country ? Not one
word.

We had very strongly opposed the Bearer
Bonds Scheme, because we said—and we feel
—that it was compromising with racketeers,
black-marketecrs and people who are the
scums of society. They were being given
special favour ; they have been given special
favours. Even then, Government could not
persuade them to bring out this cash. To-
day, which economy is ruling this country ?
Is it RBI’s notes, or the banking sector or
the black economy which is running a paral-
lel and more powerful economy in this
country ? They are polluting the whole
system. They are holding the whole country
to ransom. But what steps are being taken ?
Our Finance Minister has forgotten black
money. How he has whitened it, I do not
know. But he need not differentiate between
the two, because even the little white money
which is circulating in this county has
become black by thc process of his healing
touch.

There is the other aspect which we must
bring to the notice of this Housc, and of the
hon. Members. The Minister is presiding
over the Finance Ministry. About the
Liberalised Pension Rules, the Supreme
Court has given its orders. The revision peti-
tion has been thrown out by the Supreme
Court. What is to be done ? Because thcy
are no longer in your employment, you do
not bother. This Liberalised Pension Scheme
has to be applied to all Government emp-
loyees. The 1972 deadline has been made,
but the Supreme Court has not accepted it.
1 would request the Finance Minister to see
that it is implemented as quickly as possible.
Don’t force them to get into a confrontation
with the authorities further.

Another very important aspect is the terms
and conditions of service or the negotiations
that were taking place with regard to the
Central Government employees. The Minis-
ter has taken recourse—]I do not wish to
bec misunderstood—to a ploy, The Pay
Commission,—as you know, you are such
an experienced person,—is like this that
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if you want to avoid an issue, refer it to
a committee ; and this is not like the commi-
ttee, recently, in West Bengal, our Adminis-
trative Reforms Committee that presented
its report within four months. Here, there
was a solemn undertaking and a commit-
ment was given in the meeting of the JCM in
February 1982 that all major issues like
wage parity with public sector employees,
payment of interim relief and other demands
having financial implications would be settl-
ed by 31st of March, 1983. How is it being
complied with ? Tt is complied with by
referring it to a pay committee. How much
time the hon. Minister expects it will take,
how much money will be wasted for this Pay
Commission, I do not know. All the central
organisations, all government employees’
associations have said, they are not going to
get into this trap ; they have rejected this
Fourth Pay Commission’s proposals. T have
got a statement of the Chairmen of the
Confederation of the Central Government
Employees and Workers, Secretary-General
of the Confederation of the Central Govern-
ment Employees and Workers, The President
of the All India Defence Employees Federa-
tion and our comrade ex-MP, Shri Banerjce.
We have got all the statements. They have
said that they are not going to accept it.
All India Railwaymen’s Confederation and
P and T Employees have also said like this.
Therefore, these are issues which T would
request the hon. Minister to spell out very
clearly and the Government’s policy with
regard to them. I would request him to
announce today here and now the govern-
ment thinking on the financial proposals,
fiscal policies, the relationship betwecn
Centre and the States with regard to equali-
sation fund and with regard to some of the
issues that I have already mentioned.

Therefore, if one analyses the proposals
contained in the Finance Bill, one finds that
it is nothing but tinkering with the propo-
sals, taxation proposals and providing a sop
here and a sop there. The fiscal measures
which have been announced in the Finance
Bill clearly fail to arrest the downward trend
of the people’s living conditions and to help in
the process of ushering in of an egalitarian
society, as far as possible, in this capita-
list, landlord-dominated set up. The Finance

“Bill, according to us, is neither bold nor
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imaginative. Of course, boldness is pre-
cluded because of the IMF stranglehold on our
economy. He cannot afford to be bold, but
within its parameter, a little more imagina-
tion might have helped. It is not develop-
ment oriented, but it is designed to main-
tain srarus quo except for the common
people because they have to suffer more and
more.

= geu sFm faary (sAEETE)
ftrearar wgizy, fa= 741 <t § o H1EAq
fasr dw Prar e, sas gvgT F fauo & @er
g3 2 ok gwdq § gafaw Fza7 agar g
f& Q1 awtf &, 73 ¥ gaqE faa 9= s A
gole gaIweq agi aw 057 2, S AeaE
i famr fagwm geaiw faar &, 93% &-
Tgeq 3w &t srfaw feafq & fafeaa &
FaT g & 1| 339 F {0 =418 1 B FT
sre wfEdT fag A St EF TS F IO
AR 598 o1 faow €1« 2, saF 1w 1
aw & Ffy Iearza A7 ArnfF AT
MR AT 2 |

AR & 97 1947-1949 # s
artfas feafq o, A" «rd 97 gag
§AT & | 18 FfT & Aroer & &1 A7 IAIT
& Aras H, feafg &y gadt 3w 2w
qgd 6T agr | faQdr a7 & A vy
FO TANT AT & 9o g 92 F% fa
aur i v 2, wifFa 78 fAf=a aegar g
f st garer 2w fava § g@at dwnfos
QW § | 97T gH 39 WA § agd Ty ¥ |
AT Ag Fgr aar s & fw & maa ¥
gar a8 gAT 2, AfFT AT W TH a7
# qreAfadq & 1 & A faawar@s Fgar
T1gan g {7 e faa ofdfeafaat & o=
TIAT FT FAATAT 98 QT & ITHT @A gQ
e A AAq@ yfa A 1 ZHATT ¥ A
F FTETI ATIHT § THT WG & ATTH
qF FIE THI AG HI qFAT | FAATE
aort oA Fegiaee Imi 1 1T A FIAT )
Frgfaee a0l § @EqR § U T g
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¥ 37t #) wgea faar strar g1 UEE W
ugea el fear Srar) gaR yeeE §
BATY AW § g2 F1 W 7 Ag faan ST,
T &) Aged fgar qrar g | ea1aT &7
IAT &, FA-FIR@IAT A =qaegrT grar g |
THS I §B TH THI T gaisT wieaai
FT GT9 g ST I F1 Ty o FTAT ATZAT & |
zqq feT § agh 9T Igg g @l g AfFwa
faTre qer & faay srrady ¥ A8 wgr f@
75 &1 FIg7 fAAT & S geara A WY
&, 3% AQ130 T AT SY SITC | IH AXE
F gSATA FA-HIL@AT ¥ Ziar &, gA®)
IFATAT ST g 1w qe fader aened
4 g9 faget sfafafa smo @) wet
1 37T & 1R gAFT ¥ Sra F7 Avwr faar
qr 1 I+gA FZT 91— ‘Why are such
things being permitted in India ? They
are taking India to the hell.” ATFaY,
gafay & Fgar amaar g f srer oy feafq
&, Sau feuafa =&Y A8 @ aFdY 91 )

AIEATTE A7 FT gArad T aAfera
GATE &1 § A1 A1fgq 1 78 T samar
I F T1EW g\ fase et ¥ gq
a7 4 fafesrs &7 T ga= guw & sawr
TR g1 g 1 A 9 IAH guIT FY aga
A5 & | Araafas &7 3 yfassral §
FHIR 29 § qIAWT 20 AT HUT &IT F1
5t AT gS 8 | 39 AgTa A fed aga ww
& | TAF! FEAHAT g3 AT A gTHT
gfrmifsa frar sg ) a8 Mg s d
IR FFAT A ATHIAY qg T | T
IR TH AT § B AT 7T g a7 faush
AR H1 AEIFT AR Frafasq #1 {
IaAT I3 FT AYET faaar @ gafag
U fraga g fo 7% weT w2 ok
Fgrar ST ArfgY fray faadt go gad
M g, IaFT gAAT A W F1 fRed fuw
g |

o 3w & & Fg wrEar g fn
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AT AW FGA AT FIT 1 AT AT
feand & 91 ag ag & f& feama & fag o)
19 Ga g § 1 fraral w1 sfaa gew A
faga & SaF) &f9 @t «r awws foad
gieT =1fgq o 3T 98 & | F17 Ga7 T®
aw ¥ g frar sio . &Y faar sfus
WAL AT YR FT AT | TH qTA AT
TEAT g A1 AT ATA AT a¥AT Y& HT
ST | &Y I Q97 g® FT 307 AT FY
F1E =11 qigar | gefaw, g & oF wifar
Gz qa g1 F1fgu N ag W fafeaq frar
1Y f& F-F19 &Y F1q @ J10 1 F 73
WY #ga1 T {5 s Ffu-sraF aram g,
gAFT Yo dgor § g1 fAuifea faar stw
®HA ST 92 Tg1 afeF qgd ¥ gf frwifea
gT Ffge | I@F srgEw frae ot A9
TIAT T, ITHT AT |

g1g &7 9 A F AT 71fgn | §9
arat &1 %4 fFar «f war 31 afsa, gfwan
I Eo Qo Glo &T JoT FH Al AT & |
faden @ faaat @rg srdl o1, I8H FHr 18
& | SAFT FII & [ 3T 7 @18 FT I3
qET 2 | AT FT IUTRH dgd g faami
ATA AT A | A1 FHY AT 8 1 UyT, S
gTe G917 & &7 ATAT g, SART Wl ITTEA
ST g1 AT g | I, WIE & &TH HH
F fear srg at fafead g STIaT qgar |
WG &I &1 aww g fax faeq §,
ITHI IHTA & fag sara g swgww fQar
AT & ) IF IJTALT § AL H AAFT 300
FUS TIY &1 Waer1 fwar qar g 1 afFT,
frgra ®1 s § sraFTw Al fAedr g
AT, TGLHTT A AT qF & F FF qgaAT
Q% 2 1 gadiw (93 faaT ag o1 garr gran
® g WY saie feaT &1 341 99ATR |
wafaqg, & qrAadg & S 39 g3 &
wieaw & fraaT wwar =g {6 stan faw
e F A § W fear war g
3 IgFY a9g ¥ 300 FUS &Y FT °iET

VAISAKHA 4, 1905 ($4KA)
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WTHT T IS(AT TI7§ AT aE ¥ Y Bi-
oI fFamal & FIT awrar & o< ag
Tafnd g1 STy Y I WG F SuTS ¥ IAHT
W faear wifge )

fareqt R AT & g § g @)
1T g fF 1977 & a9 fadlgas FAFA
a1 1981 ¥ 17 fasflgd & awwa o
TZ | IHE AT G FIL7 § | TgAT, Tl g$
SATETET 1 ZH T fwetr 71 garRy gfeeion
ferert srst Y @18 AT F AT 9T
gATAY g% g9 I # 9w g & | fwer, 9
TIAIFE 7 ZIHT 6 Fad $N-93F ¢ |
feat A& & o7 farfera IUIQTIC argq o
W® ¢ | §D 9T 939 UF AT F ®7 A
g |lq SId &1 HIGr faar gqr AT H
sfraT A difaa fafeq ega §1 gz
UIFNA & (¢ 39 dl4 gfqad ag% &)
FACIBIE FE gl A, JfAaT 3T
gifqaz fafes &5a & a1 USIH-TE 7 @
ST1d &1 F |Ig I1a H U ar fEey -
FA Aid H (1T | ST 6 gHIT T T farerr
7 e qiRAAT Al g1 da aF Fadq HA-
FILGIAT AT GLHIT Tq30T 9§ qiEH
& ST 1 HIG Al (a7 1 qFHadT1
gafay, SUIMA F1 gHid 9 & fag
fareqr ¥ qfvada &A1 I€A 1 gH agar
g% enaral &l Wi WHAT AT 1 3T, 1950
A 34-35 FUS ATT&T 4T Al 1A 67-68
FUSH FUA ¢ | g8 FgTnare fF 1977
¥ Iqq 1@ ATATar 4F 1T 1981 H AN
g1 |

g1 34t fgqra & T aH1d qgd) & |7
gad fag ol e g sagear, agdt g8
SIATET 9T AT AFW AMAT 1T | Fga¥ gk
ATITEY G HFH A & FATT GFHT A T
H17 falig 981 7 1977-80 F AT gaq
SRt fRaT 1 1977 9 919 99+ 99 @Y

), @ aFar & FE FO @ifwar Qral,
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afes faqar sax A aFar g Faa ga19
H 3T a4 & e gaar o 2o # feay
3 Agl fwar &

TUTT WA FT 20 TAT THIH 29 37 &
fq o agd a1 JWEE 8 I IHFT
FAFAT G&1 T g1 | AfFHT A9 & €qT
qI g 3I1F & ¥ AZ gl @ 21 fassr
Frfangaiges § | fasien & a1 § 99
g9 #fAAEw § 413 faT @7 #7197 AFT
frar ar, fqad snaI ey ga T qge
gt | ieT H fasraersr aue araT S
F1 80 T 85 gxHe gfeargawa &, Afwa
AT WIT H I8 45 9 S50 IECEN & | 907
# agl smar o sta fastwarer gwa qrax
qioEe ®, i f& wia 9 g1 fafwa g, 5
qYEe FleATZ9AT §, a1 1 g1 H qA1
gfemizgSima aul Agr gan g ?

Fgr war ¢ fa zrafawa § 18 azge
g giar g | 98 u9d 91 ¢ | etafama |
TAA1 @19 AET gIAT | FIF@T w2 gafag-
fadr q1¢ awa gl gl 9% & | wiai &
qgl # TAT AF I AF141735T fAwer am
TEIHIA ¥4 ¢ foaa! sl agr giat, aix
Iq @tg &1 o ciafaws atg 7 mfaa #3
faar siar g S far @@t ara agi & |

Td a3g ¥ fa=E & A1aa & Wwaragl
A8 femrar Srar § ST g AW F1 80
Tdd § | UF egaad 93 250 uFs fafwa
I ITI TIW H AIAT 1G0T & | 98 €9
&« gad) STHIA avr dY= gFwr afe IgFt
24 g2 fawsr faa ) faws) 6, 8 62 &
famdt 8, =gadw *1 arfaai atF gl g
sifehd U&F TYQqd 9% 250 UHF A1 F1
foran o WX A 2T 99 & Y WSS
i@ fafaq o= |ar <¥ 1 @y aw@H
AgT & wHFE ufar A giar @ | JTgT A &
qiAT WY 7Y ag=ar saFt o fafag ofvar

APRII. 27, 1983

Finance Bill, 1983 368

AT & &F A AR @OF FT IATRT IS
faar strar &1 €Y 9¥g ¥ @i #7 TRAE
A1 ST1g fear, 1w fo = @18 1 gEyATe grar
g, 7 3aar fafsg qfear g T W@ ek
GA% &1 IFAT AT gIAT§ 1 ST ATl
FT SHEGY & q1aT FT 3@AT AR
fq=1s &1 134913 G 99 Fad 7§ 10
HIT FT FT T®€LT AG) g | fAqar smaE
qrg 491 g T g, gt 91 @ § 9919
F AIEATFL GF Ia4T gl g4 dF g%
FATE STTAT AR | AL HT AT I717 q97
A AT FT e TG KL TFHT AZL AT
F FALAT FI T(A | FAA AT &K QU
9 & fag & AW T I FAifF I
yFaaITaT §19 ifa & FII FHRATT Y
BIaT § | SR ST 9T §a1d ISaT g al Fgl
ST g i 3a% fag gar g1 g |

Al g ¥ UAo o Fo dqlo,
UTo #TTo Elo o, T FFIFC taAId,
gifsae S9d AT & FIL T qITAT HAPTRT
F gaged Furq g A gfe A=
T 9T gAFT AET FAAAT AN T @I |
& TATIATE § 1T g | 741 § A 93 g@
21T & | A Fgd g fF i\t g afgy
F 9t 1 AU @1 ¥ FI IS F fag
s Gat fear § ag |d WA § a0t S f 7g)
fasr TgT &1 TAT A faw, 3w § AfEwT Gan
ST I FEHT ZRATWT g1, T ARTI FT qaT
1T ST @7 & 31X 98 FgHI g 399 a
AgT g g |

garR faw w=1 Agley agi A &, s
Al & g1 8§ faed F5An =1iga F e
dFT & W@ T AT 2 TG E, ITH A
WS 979aT AT W|r g | {37 sMwa &
A gl (Aaar g1 % q1Ai 1 FUwd
wgt ¥ AT F @dq gIar g, 9gF ot &+

3dl & 1 TS F WeTTAT § A A E
Tq FIFATHT F FTOT AT 9% AL (50
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AT, TFT TG TAT T I TOLTAI F Y
¥ For A AR fnx feafaq gaa g

ars grfgasd wradd &1 4 ghwAl
®1 50, 35, 25 qREz F g 7 AT
g0 e #1 afz @ F7 frar sy at wag
wearA @eq gl d1q 1 fafaeq faamat &
afasmfer § st asgwaiz idr 2, 9
gU&T WY AT ¥ gag &L & ar S1F gl |
5,000 T9IT ST ATT AT 2, I |0 WA &
fere sarsr & gag w33 1 &ra A19 5,000 %
@ 8, 3 ST ITFT 297 G297 31T 2 EHAR
#1 w9z grit | ag auaar 2 f& 2,000 A
q9d g, sofag ag 3@ awm sfawifay #1
qie 24T § faa% afer 39 7= fawar 2
3,000 9T SHFI &q1F 347 T84T & | X
5,000 9% 10 977 @ 4197 4 X I G
FT qar |t faq sromr o sfastd St
IELATE AT § 98 T ATT-H19 g1 gl
AT AR IT 9T qFw a7 gHar) #
fqazT wvar g f& faw a== 3@ gang 9%
TEHIAT & faame &7 |

qifaefr sard sdT a3 gri fawdl,
q@a% aivg § faar @ ox w@nfqafa
g & F15 falry w1gar 98 § | A1F ST
aF sfaF 17 R ag g f& feaan
FIH AT g A Iawr O g gafuq
ST & AT HT 3 |

qEC-UT FAT @iy A1 g &1 g0
GEHT 9V FTH A1 g1 QT g | A TFATA-
He sz sl famig s @ g sie Al
9] FTS FTH A g Igr 2 | 5= a& "ifaz-
Fer s o} @< &g qX Al Rl aa ds
AT TFS TG g AT 20-AT FTAFA
% fag it qar fear qar § 98 AFEg Q0
A8t ghrr afew fewe gir

fefegsque facew, faawor gomet &

VAISAKHA 7, 1905 (SAKA)
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HIT GATR AW & &gl 7 Fg1, FAT 7 FAY,
fwet o fipet o o )t <@ &1 gg wE
dET g mgA A N agg & o Afea
@I F TIw-miA #¥ ) greAife ag ww
ST GLEIN FT §, AMFT FeaT GIFHI
afe gen gfg o sigw v@aT gdrd @b
fafesra w7 & fageor oY #) o gaE,
933 31X FHS FATAT g7 | ey =t a1
a3l geg 9%, it mrad &y ifa &, @
9 = GTIT AT AGT |

FETW, FARH a9 A1 Joq-cad HT
ATAT TYAT G- AT G JIFT g | X
73T 9T 1,000 €FAT ST g O IFT
FH, NATHT G I G g A AT
F1fed | f5 g3 @t &ar arFt g, faad
g a9z § 7aq faa gwdl §, 3w & -
STFEAT U FAT 8, IqF (¢ g 74y
Tgl &1 ST ? FTAT A AT-Zleq g1 awd
g, saraifasT gge Wt aqt & afFagT aa
ANFT & farg #1157 g wear fawraa
g7 A1fF T TIY T GAT A 5q f&AT
¥ qEt g% § 9g Steal § el I &1 AT
g3 1 IAHT FEAAA [FAT 7 dF |

g arad § Heat s geewH & gy
T WY wgAT ATgar g1 gA favw SmA &7
oiw1 faar afer agh o< & srEwrEmamon
F1 gad & faq ae@ Tar 1 erE a1 gR |
¥aa Q1 feq @ Fgh A g A ag s
gra faat & are fad qrar g1 a8 X av
gwgg ami & Aedr g axq § Afea
67 FUT &1 WIFay, o fa@m § ggq
gay g=1 3w § o< forasy o & gfaar
FY fArrg @it gs &, 99 W & HIEHIw-
gy afe #sIgd T g a1 gfaar & am
q13d #1 ggl feafq Y #3 I qay ?
aS argq A6 FqAfeEwr, do &lo o,
grent AR Aifr Wear dar Wt varfea
FT JET & TIET WG & q¥aq ¥ gfaar
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F T &Y "1 g g | gafag F an-
AT § QW &Y GIAT S &1 qegiwd &
faw snFwarot &1 g3 fear SrAr

T1fgT

TATETATE W FT ATATET FT ASTS HT
ger &exfarg QT § 91 amifeF, anfes,
Tsrdtfas N arfas gfee & ga®r 98-
qUT TITH § TTg Eo Ao F HY T JAHT
atfeqca AT 81 26 HIF &I &F weAl ST
qgi 93 14 & qY gA 399 W) g@ aFay H
frara fopar 1 f gargrang & fag redlo
1 wEau fear drg o IRE T
arvarga o frar g1, @ & 9T fqaET
F3AT TIgAT g % afs qaar &4 @ @
JgF  arasia FATRIGIE H dlo dlo &I
sqaTYT gIAT ATZT |

geTgrate uF grfwd T ufagifas
WITIEI &1 WIS I=AF &I UFGTAY
FYATEET, IF AT TH FT JAH AT QI
ALY A & 4 AT AZIATT & 918
®] ALYTE  IATZEE I GIH-AS F
419 99T & 99 9 FgF § 1 S agh 9%
@l 1 geur § g ars JId g AR g9
A7 F 91 ufggifasw feafq & sas d@q
T 9¥ed AT 9T FAHT E1T dawq faar

arfgg |

& grara faa oA S w1 FeE F9-
Tif3at &Y N7 & gegqre I9T |TIAT § |
1971 & UF FAITA &1 15T ATH G 16
&qq o7 faerar 97 i glew W 28 ®IU
fre g aadg B aEEr ST 16 F)
JBTHT 27 3T 28 & FGTHFT 50 TIAT FT
fear & foad faq F grgarg Farx § |

o afafiFd arrsa ¢ St oerfea
g &Y S ¢ (FuA) & srifey o @A
& afaq aga saier g f98&F FIWr F4-

APRIL 27, 1983
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FIRAT H§ T 3|AIT g | AoTo, THoTo
HIX 9Re ez @H Fei 9T AT g
@AwT A gfag gia # awg ¥ 9
ferrzaiss g1d § 1| g89% X FW & fag
faa garea &1 oz ¥ fAfesg w7 18
FSH ISTH & ATFIAFAT G |

SET AF AT FT gEEE g FA 32
dar@ =xlg Faaifat & § 28 ar@ &
Fi9q fAaar g ¥aa 4 qr@ W I g |
T gaArE ¢ i wo o enfwrd sk o
o Qo (dur) enifieg & Fa=nfeat & fag
AT F17F & &1 sageqr a) JiE Aifg |
SaTgee Feadcied AEAY A1 afgF: ¥
ufy® 9% gl, f5aa fF o7 quegqrad o
AT qZ FT gT FHT A4 I09 |
FATRTATE &I A1-2 & d1-] qaCsmit g
¥ fae w= ST A garar g, gadF fag @
SAT1 guTE AT | @fFT (09 TATIATS
F1 &l g-Fara fdy grar =nfge 1 & s
¥ 0y war g F qra gm a7 fam s
AR gATT v garg a2t gifaq w3

FATRIATE & AT ufeq 7 302y al g3
&1 337 9 AT TR QUT 99H ), ZloTdHo
U0, AT5o o Ao & FIEM A W@
g arfe & 99 WE, STH &I =l
agt & 1 agh a< rafa®w mfeq g 1 agi ax
fram™i & 10 a9 agsr = 9HIq o) 1% o,
IAY & ATeT oA T @iy vt §, f&T 9%
T AT AT AT T FIE IARC Q4T M7
219l 9T SN 979 &7 gad g, ad
IFTT & giayrg agi Iuersy g1 7 faq
gl S § fageq &= ff 9 ®15 IUNT-
gegT AAT afr § o1 Fa0T

TATZIATE | H19 BFA AT F1 a1
FIHT ol & =1 <GV & | IF&T qI Y gar
97 | IA AT | FI3 FI19 G A § |
SIIATE Wed § 9gar g | A gQg §
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fryaaemmaa @ w31 s1g fF3 F:i9
hFe ZATZTATS N A1F |

gaR a3i wEwTE aF ¥ fafas-dve
fraadt & s cfuar & aay srso! fafas
qug 7IA 1Y @ qar gfaar § gaR awE
qX ¢ 1 afwT Mwr aFE & fag ag dvs
ATIEY 1T &M T avas dsir JIav
2 | 937 qX A< A A1 2, ATF qUAT A
FY sgqTqT §, AT g AT 10 I AF-
g FH &I & | - 9L TA7d T FITGAT
quTY FY agd wed gewg 2, oAt ad
g9 GCHT AT T2 GLFIT T TIH &
AR el § =gar g f5 ag F@m
sver & giver s vy fAad agt & |
FY Q-2 faa a% |1

FAgT § EFEET AT @R EFEd F
agi 30 feawaw, 1981 &1 Ffg w7 N
T A T I "IN FY AY fF Agh 9%
HIST-Ur 97 oAfAaT T F(LGTAT TATAT
JATAT | AT &S @Il AV AT F | WIA
FIHIT A FAFT 60 TATT 29 AIST-QA qAT
60 FATT 7 TAfAAT FT ATZET 4T 1982
¥ 2 faar ar, wfFa g8 FTTET A6 IF
T @ g1 & angar g fF 3@ sE@m a1
ot 9T & eTer ST Sy |

T wsal & qrd § qA: wrgaew fas &1
THYT FATF |

st fasatag wiwan (arga) : srFa
awrafa agiga, & faw ae1 &t g geqga
wIgA+q faq &1 quga ¥4 ¥ fqu @sr
gt g | 3 i a0 ew & uF wraAlg
qEEq FT AT AT | F TAT FAT gaT
fF gT-gae 1 aaNfas TEt F aarar
FT% 919 9 781 & | e ag ¥ g aw
d TGEHRY FT 2 AT HFT WT & qar Faan
I & T A1 g5 Wl g, g AR A5HT

VAISAKHA 7, 1905 (SAKA)
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TGN AT & | T ANT AT FIIW F AT v
T § AR AT FIFH 47 AT §, g
AT AT g9 & & gadew § gav
g1 foaAt astee @ <@t & gfar &
ferelt ot &wr & gewdl A @ oavg A g
T8l & 1°°"(F=aaM) *-agi 9 9 grag ¥
AT ST §, ag) I8 W AT 77 & |

o (cmEygE) e

I uuSedr &Y a1 &% & | F Ao
HTIHY g, 38 A1 FI A IH §— AT 2@
dIfg, 215 ara & s &Y faw waar A
TAFT WO 9T 5141 97, I JTqqr A

I feaT |

S FFHT WIHT 91, & F47 §AT1 4
AN ZHSAEY BT a1T w3 § | F wgan g
TN RS FT TAAT FLT § AT gH
qrm &1 Qg gafae aras fear aar @
fe gm0 @31 a1 ax " 34T 1 IS dW
F eI MoIMET AT g3 § AR AR A1
FI FIE AT AG &, FESL AW FFIR
9T 7gf g T gad gafag e
faar & fo ga =i & gar ok gaa fag
gH O Fiferw #T W | (2aamwva)
GHISAT AT FT glem @IT L FT AR
T qgr Jie A forar a7 R gaa Far feafa
F4Y, I8 AF A § | T 7 & AR AT
a® gu qfare fAaem gl #3a, ar o
TMYATT I¢ TGl §, IA I FIG g7 qT
Hd | AT GH 7 AT & TeA F FH
T&l frar, @t gar aw A forg 3@ & It
HY §, 95 TIFHT AT AGY HL gahaT |

wiaHlg faardr st § aga &Y a1q sar
g A AT fpara § R & oy fFamm
g1 WA &1 fFarT Agaq T gd@ WA
GAGIT AT FIZAT § HAT Idg& aga
qrl staeRar. g, fasn qrr faam @rar
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FIfgT 1 IAFT ITF ITTIA FT ATBT W
faerr wifge, o=y wia A% fAew
Tifga =z < 3= AgAT &, IF U
FT gar Ig+) fawar =Fifgq ) T gH
fael & smrer @ €, @ SEF! Fgd 3@
gt & | frarT &) 7-8 5 faadr faady
2 3T gad a8 wqY ¥AT & ara¥ Il A
2 @Far | aFtad agt y IaFr a9 i
IET gt &1 el gfkarm, g @ik
AT F, g47 GF] ¥ GE FLE 1@l
2, zg antaw aut § fearat #1aga 9%-
|19 AT § | 5% AATaT {1 eamad ag
A &1 FT AFA(, FAAT TAY T fA@A A
goig & 3T qH F HITO0, T3 F41 HT I0AT|
feeta &1 gad ag7 g amr ¢ 5 gd
qI3T Y I GaArAr 9gqr § | gafa 7
g &g & & a7 ga dw FIIEFHR FEA
g, A AGF TAFEAT F TFEET JFAT
qIT A frgrt &1 1T FY GAT RAT
9T | 9T fRATT gwETe AT 2, av]w
QUEI 21T & | WEEAT Ay T qIY A
ag arq ®21 A fF q7 3% WT HFT A8,
ATe a7 arfeardt 2, e 78 gfvwa & &
aTg 9§ fFarT 2, @ugrar ag e, aq
aF gH Wzl H =g fFar 9t awEsr 3
&, QAT W GWTA g &1 THAT | TH-
farg & faw A== St & ag Fg41 =13aT
ff faga oY fearat &y aw@sr & fag,
ST GuRrel F fAY AT FEI-F1AT AT
gFa g, T I < fEaa  oaxy A
ATATAFAT ITH! g, IT4 AT Z9 qraarT
F3A7 F1f8T |

gEq3 & FIST (0et & v oY g
IA @2 | T qg AT ATgar ?,' f7a s
gs-gs yefezafacza g sa® gw amm &1
W g 5w fady fa w1eT aXse g
faett &1 TreYawver 7 FT ) zEfAc
g F1ed dFzfen ¥ qar a8 qu ¥ i
g TR ¥ gar FT A Gav §, 78 g

APRIL 27, 1983
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ST 9X @ W g1 haefeay ¥ Y Gar
gAET FATAT q1fgy, IAN T T AqAT FI
SAgAFT T 3T H gSAA FU [ 2 |
gafer fasy west it 1 K T FE @S
a1} ¥ fauig w0 a3ar FAIfF F o F8-
a3 grefegafareg §, ¥ SAgAST
Faefi § 33Aa & Q@ & AN g9 q@
¥ S TAT A9 §, IAR TIAT FL @
g | ITHITHT 3 Faefeal &1 99 gra ¥
oar arfgn 24T AagAd F AN gFAN
T =fgQ | A5 F1 agHQ ArEIgE
FATHT T hFefear g+ 3 A =fgw
ST GHTR W & A ST 9T -9% @RI, AT &Y
TT FT q7GT HIF FATAF G Feafq
qa1 T 2 &, ArgT¥ fAU 3B T3S
GIFIT Fl FIAT T3 9T |

20-A FEFT oY FHIT weAY S 7
fear @1 7z s #1F=%a 2, 78 vF Fifa-
FIFTTFT 2| TATT AT SHIATA &
arr #T faar sy, Az aw & aeam
T F faq s swifem st soar g S
fres gu = &, srrfaaray § ar gfeaT wid
g, 3% fau oF 7 wrfeq oF F14FT F o
SroAt /a7 A fage  qT & afgww
398 fn ada v srsfeararst g
Tifze ag A8 2, a0 & wfs o gaedf
gt arfgn, ag gaadl s@Iw ¥ T3 av
T & | ST A7 GAEE! GHIT F AE ALY
gAm, dr ag faagmna gdar @
fFaar qar a3 & 394 % fag, an fa-
g3 & faq faar strar & 1 9gt 9T Qg adr
Tel famrd 2 & o< Faa faedY ) g
g3 frmr 3 &1 T avg & #o # Q-
T AR - arT F3F 77 g faar
31 Y § 93t Iaar g i agy &
g F fag Gar faar smar § afET I
fedaTadi gy &1 37 Al & wgi
arfeardY wga & T T Ay g,
FATF IeETH IART A AG fad <@
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glzafac & fag e st @ ag o
Figr & 20-gN FTIwT F S arEr A
agforag & fag @@ @1 9 sATedr g,
Jg&) dXF &1 f3ar T |

gH aga @a & fF gaTd AR WET
FAFT W gz AR afagarg #
X o7 fsa el & gar 937 9gf 1
gAY AXHIIIAT & g qIAT qF @I
e 1gaTR Uiy F gew weAl Fgg ¢ 6 d
AT 7 A1 ) gA OF freqr a1 odr §
f gt @Y 98 @ra faeeht gt & =011 T
ag fwear € 1 g9 agt & fag ady av fwar
2 f agf gar qeT T A A & A
agl fasr w@r &, zafan saa fag ot
fastarar | g 1 GIHT AR T FZAT &
for oz 7 gfeatr nidy ¥ S & 1 78 F19-
QT FHIAA & ? T GAIR TG AT T,
FHTIN WIYT T § 3 A aq WIaardl
g, 99 g9 UF § 3T W AWM FT AT FIE@AT
IET & AT ZA¥ 7T gIS g1 3P G®
gfam AT uF & 2 & afe smad 0
gt @ 1 F faxr a1 a8 9 " @
gwar g afed TR FAHT QAT H7 QAT T
fas ot ag ' & |l T3 @ qFan )

14.56 hrs.

[MR. SPEAKER in the Chair]

sTeer UEIEd, THa TIe TF & 9IaAr
FT FT W@ & fF & gwrdr qar gfew
e qIgAT T &Y ATC | FA IgT KT &
1T AT 93T § fF ST ST IHi agi
I WY § AT A 7 378 a1z faar g
¥ AT TEL WA FT @ g fF 7 TS
FIFT a1 JAT AGT H gFHaT |

AT qeAeT WEIed, WU Fga gt
fagsr garr fefegwe &1 agi & fag us
qigr JiET § f9e 9 50 F03 w99 @9

VAISAKHA 7, 1905 (SAKA)
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g | & weagdw & ondr g | HeAsaw v
qg WGl AT AT wieT F 9
Tt & fag w5t g€ &1 @A F Q@
a1 1A g garR o 3T srraara F fael
& qUTH ST FY 1T T 977 | Ig FIST
STt A 9T g, F1g wigAq fafae & arg
9t g, AR AT FHTTT & 9167 ¥ g,
Jaxr ggi ¥ fAastd ok @FIT F@&
HEINaW GXFIL & q[ A9 | 399 agi &
TAFT AW FT ATA W1 | 39 TATS & HA
FY AT ST STl ¥ Todt FiT |

qEAYRW UF fresT garr usy § | agr
qSH F1 AT Igd @UT & | a1 oMY
ufa® & sfad qzs a19 | oY agi qar
98T gAT ¥ | STZT 7g AT 997 § qgi A4
anT, srrfeatdY <gd § | agt Arq gd w14
& fau ggraar wara &3 1 g8 & dn1l H)
AS-EY a7 & fAu dvx gL F7 aAfas
& atfas Gur &A1 =rfge |

[EAYRW H @I § 9] 9gT SUTaT 4t
AT § | 91 9&T g7 § JTH WY 31F g & |
Fgi &t wrfwfer FrA1EEr A 15 FUT T
AWM A g1 & Aradg fag AN
fqaem T sgar g f 7 wrfsfer @ar-
&Y T 15 FUT TIF &1 AW T A FI

g fawr &, 3@ faar & gro gwy
gfeaar oY, wiXd wrgT adat ¥ gwgrar
ATAT ATZAT | 9 T a7 fawra )
AT I FIAT F1gaT g | & a9 fag
7oAl St &7 gegaTE A7 ATgAn g f gan
FUANT FTTFA AT & 99 A1 ag @ &
YT AT TET F AR GURTAT &1 3R ag
We | g9 ST FTAXRAT & T T TAFT
am ¥ Hifa aEd )

Tdat & fau gard g K gard

AT A 1 w1 R E, 3 a1t ¥ ag gray
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F1E O T Fg, AfFT A Igq AR US4
FT T & FT A/1HT 747 §, 987 & &
TAT AT Tq AT FIAAT & 13 ag A
Aa & fF FiT g Y g A Ag-rE o
aafsat s F41 1 fAmfor FTar | A
W agad ardY ASATF Fa1 7@y § | gArd
gIFI 7 wigt &, fegrt &, gheaat &,
anfearfaat & fawrg & fag s &@aw
I FI WET Fga WT AFE 1 G
TAqr g1 HEAr gam zA faw v Awdq
FIAT § 1 ATHT A7 37 & fA¢ gega13
FETE

i5.59 hrs.
MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT

Failure of Government to ensure that
rcligious places like Golden Temple,
Amritsar etc. are not used in a
manner to aggravate law and
order situation

MR. SPEAKER : I think it is now nearly
4 O’clock. We will take up the adjournment
motion.

Shri B.D. Singh.
16 hrs.

SHRI B.D. SINGH (Phulpur) : Sir, I beg
to move :

““That the House do now adjourn™.

STEqE WElZd, ol TAMANEATT o9+
w1 fHar & gas fau & snaa aeaare
AT § 1 et qwE 7 it feafq sorea gy and
g 98 fgrgeaa & goas aufer & ufeass
FI AT F7 @ 2 aEwR g aw
FAETT HT AU F &Y & T4 oY )
&1 3aTe § | AT AFiET o9 1d ) qrA
g fF A frarg F el g @ &1 07
g4 § foaa fears aga wifera Faw
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g 189 3% 78 W & fF 37 sawrfaal &t
gAR AT FX 9T | 7 a17 g9h | T8I
artat fr #1E safa, faas faams 302 &1
THZ, AT ag I ATT A @E F FATS
FT 21 fF ga widr @ Qfqg | gq qrae J
TTIFR & g1 @ & |

# saTaT gR A AAT ATFAT | HIANT
Ty grufag ot gud i egw & fa=ix
ot ) feafa & @ & w@v ) § faw
=4AT &Y AT Jgar § F fosgarar ®
194 g1 fFue frar g1 a3 sawifaat & g
W Fa 17§ AT o9 Awrfaay F gra ¥ o
F9g 8 1 ag A feafq gat g € 2
FFTATT FT 1T T ITITE ATAA Y T
TET 1 ATTH FEA F W T gRUST FEA
qIeT AT & | 38F g It FIT & FLT
FIAFTET FLAT 9297 AT 37 srqaferal &
fasrTs TFerT AT 937 |

ot 770 fag (rmaa) - ootar fw AR
arer F Fg7 5 o7 fog seqra 9 F9i w¢
g & 77 ur ufggfas wawr wgr a0
qFAT & | T0Y [T A1 /W & wfaew &7
AT F | A HIE WIHAT q1T 78 & | ZAFT
ST FIE ATAAT T8 ITET AZN & | 30 F
wiqey & faq ag aga sy am@ & |

grifaeaw &1 wiwr a1 fafegeaT an
faxg w2z, % @t #fgy, ag #rw qua &
FAT AT WY & ) fgegant 7 fgegeana o foran,
gaeatal ¥ qrfsEant o faur R gurd
feniz aifaeam & fau 1| &7 sewron &
AZT A gAR JEHTT § T ATATT I7A
ISAT @l 1| GLETL I & gra {Tee}
qra fag ST A FQT-FA49 Tg 1T Far
4Y | SRS H B gl TFAT & | LRI 92
4 IR AT R ITH Fg7fH ag gAteT
g & | 78 arad fag 9% 3w & fdy -
few & forg garfaa agf & 1 o=gia o g,



