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stocks have been piling up in the 
following proportion when com-
pared to their average annual pro-
duction at the end of 1966, and, 
therefore, their current produc-
tion has had to be solved down ... 

Uo191 hrs. 

[MIt. DEpUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair] 

I would request the House to excuse 
me for my earlier inaccurate state-
ment. 

8hri D. N. Tiwari (Gopalganj): The 
Finance Minister had corrected it al-
ready in his speech yesterday. 

1%.!0 hrs. 

BUSINESS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

SIxTH REPoRT 

The Mmister of ParliameDiarJ' 
AJfairs and CommllDiAlatioas (Dr. Bam 
Subhag Sln&"h): I beg to move: 

"That this House agrees with ~ 
Sixth Report of the Business Ad-
visory Committee presented to the 
House on the Z6th July 11167". -

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Motion moved: 

"That this House agrees with 
the Sixth Report of the Busineaa 
Advisory Committee presented to 
the House on the 26th July 11167". 

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): In the 
Report, we Wid that some of the item. 
we wanted to be discussed here have 
been included. I am happy that Iii&-
.,ussion on a motion by 8hri M. L. 
Sandhi, myself and others on the 
Gajendragadkar Commission report on 
DA has been included. But what I 
w"uld plead with the ban. _Minister 
through you is that aince the ban. 
Deputy Prime Minister and Finance 
Minister is not meeting the CentI;al 
Govemmeat employees till the 8th 
August 1967, the agitatit)n will . be 
much more and hence the discussion 
here should be held nut week it$elf. 

Secondly, I lim. told-I ~ ... e .read it 
also-that the vety i n~t item of 
a, i~ on ibeHRzIiri ~ 8nd 
tae ~ono o s Inquiry Commission 
Report h8s. ~ . put. off for the nut 
liellsion. I am tOld this haS been done 

for want of time. As far as I know, 
all my friends represented on the 
Business Advisory Committee pleaded 
with the government representative 
that the Unlawful Activities (Preven-
tion) Bill should be pushed off to the 
next session. After all, there are the 
Dm and PD Act to punish people if 
guilty of anything. So I would request 
the Minister of Home Affairs and the 
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs to 
have this postponed to the next session 
and put the other discussion I wanted 
on the agenda in its place. If we do 
not discuss tills matter now, it will be 
delayed for three months. By that 
time, many a mischief might be done. 
So I plead for reconsideration of this 
decision. Nothing is going to be lost 
by pushing out the Unlawful Activi-
ties (Prevention) Bill to the next oes-
aion; heavens are 1Iot going to fall. la 
place of that, five hours mould be 
given to the discussion of the Monopo-
lies Commission Report and the Hazari 
Report (Interruption). It may be 
more, I do not object, but it should be 
discussed and it should not be pushed 
out_ 

Dr. Ram Sabhag Siqb: As the 
House knows, Government have ne 
objection to hlNe a discussion of the 
Hazari and Monopolies Commission 
Reports. But it was the BAC on which 
all the leaders of various groups are 
represented which took this decisfuR 
to push out that dilIcussion to the next 
session . 

Shri Vuadena Nair (Peermade): 
But we requested him to ask the Home 
1Ifinister. 

Dr. RuB SlIbhac SiDell: I was also 
there. It w8a not pushed out at oW" 
inIItlUlce; you decided that it should be 
pushed out. 

Regarding ~ t ~. AcUviUes 
(Prevention) Bm, we ~ notprepar!!d 
to have it put oft to the next session. 

Regm-ding the DA report, we have 
aareed to have a dilIewJaion tlI!s sea-
sipn." It ,is ~ ~ ~~ ot 
t¥ .oUslnesa Adviaary Comm,iUee te 
aiIot time. I am ~ ~ n.,t jtll 
coming up ~. ~ ~ .~  dilI-
cussion on c:eiIin&: on individual ups-
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[Dr. Ram Subhag Singh]. 
diture has been scheduled for the 4th 
August. Anyway, we will leave it to 
the BAC which is presided over by 
the Speaker to allocate time for it. 

~ rn ""'" ~ ~~  : 
it ~ ~ fiI; me<: ~ It'fi >;f'" lfil 
~ ~  ~ I tt'Ii ~ rnro ~ m 
it~ it ~~ ~~ t i 

t ~~~ ~it~~

~ ~itit ;r ~ 'IT fiI; ~ ~ 
l~i l~ I 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Half an hour 
more is within the discretion of the 
Chair. 
Shri Kanwar LaJ Gupta: It was for 
two hours. 

.n ... ~ t:';-.1"1f it~  ; it tt i~

~m ~ ~ I  W ~ it; ~ 1I1'1<fTlr 
~ ... r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~l  f.!;if 

'l1t ~ I ~ 'fit it if;f tr" f<t Qi" lila .. <: 
~ ~~~ I it~~~ i  

i m ~~it ~~~  

~~o i~ ? 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: It has been 
referred to the Home Ministry; we are 
awaiting a reply. 
Shri Vasudevaa Nair: As regards 

postponing the discussion of the Un-
lawful Activities (Prevention) Bill, we 
would like to know whether the Home 
MinisttT was approached as we re-
quested to find out if he was very 
particular that tIlls Bill should be 
passed in this session itself. What is 
the harm in having two or three 
·months interval 1IG far as that Bill is 
concerned? 
Shri S. M. Buerjee: Unlawful dis-
cussion i. being held, and la'l'l'ful di&-
cussion is being withheld. 
Dr. Bam Subhag Sblgh: That we are 
not prepared to put oft. 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The question 
Is: 
"That this House agrees with the 
Sixth Report of the Business Advisory 
Committee presented· to the House on 
the 26th July, 1967." 

The . motion . Will adopted. 

l!.26 11m. 

FINANCE (No.2) BILL, 1967-cO'lltd. 

Clause Z- (lncome-ta3:) 

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Now we take 
up clause by clause consideration o' 
the Finance Bill. Clause 2. 

Shri N. DaDdeker (Jamnagar): I beg 
to move: 

Page 2, linea 33 and 34,-

omit "(made before the sixth dllT 
ot June, 1966)" (18) 

Pace 3, line 1,-

omit "before the sixth day of June. 
1966" (19) 

Page 3, line 15,-

omit "before the slxtli day of June, 
1966" (20) 

Page 5, line 31,-

atte-r Umanutaclure" inaert 
"production" (21) 

" . 
These amendments can be grouped 
under two categories. Amendments 18, 
19 and 20 are concerned with amend-
ing clause 2(4) to secure the coptinu-
ance. of the  tax benefits arising out ot 
exports now being limited only to 
exports upto the 5th of June, 1966. In 
the Notes on Clauses it has been stated 
that tax benefit in relation to exports 
is being discontinued because of de-
valuation. Presun'lably, the argument 
i. that the devaluation benefit, which 
is very considerably, takes care of the 
required incentives and therefore it is 
no longer necessary to have the con-
tinuanceot these tax benefits beyond 
5th June, 1986. With great respect I 
beg to dissent from that proposition; 
and the amendments I have tabled are-
to delete the limitation that these tax 
benefits will be only in respect of ex-
ports made up to 5th June, 1966. 

ldy reasons for suggesting the con-
tinuance of those' tax benefits in rela-
tion to exports are briefly these. 
These tax bene:flts were introdui:ecf 
in 1962-63, the one covered by sub-
clause 4(a) (i) was introduced in 
1982 when the present Finance-


