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SHRI PILOO MODY: It may be 
headed by anybody. 

MR. SPEAKER: I will examine this 
question and I wilJ consult yOU over. 
it. 

Shl'i Jyotirmoy Bosu. 

12.53 hIs. 

STATEMENT BY MEMBER RE. 
ANSWERS TO S.Q. NO. 631. DATED 
10-4-74 ON BRITANNIA BISCUIT 

CO. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU (Dia-
mond Hal'bou-): Mr. Speaker, Sir, Shri 
C. Subramaniam while replying to my 
S.Q. No. 631 on lOth of April, 1974 
stated:-

"It is true that this Company has 
produced far beyond the licensed 
capacity in the Madras unit. Their 
licensed capacity is 1,200 tonnes for 
"ne shift. Even if we take account 
that they are entitled to go ill for 
th':ee shifts, they can produce round 
about 3,000 and odd tonnes." 

This is grossly incorrect. The Indus-
trial license No. L/27(5)(I)/65-Ll(l) 
dated 15th January, 1965 with its 
Registration CertifiCate authorises the 
factory for a maximum production of 
1,200 tonnes per annum. The:e is no 
question of single shift involved in it. 
It is an authority for a· total produc-
tion of 1.200 tonnes per annum. 

In the same question in another 
supplementary, the.Minister has given 
another incorrect information "Jhlch 
will be ':evealed from the loiobwln/i 

"Shrl Jyotirmoy Bosu: t dsked 
when the 'Govt. came to know that 
they were producing in excess of 
the installed and licensed capacity 
to which there has been no reply. 
What action did they tue 0/1 the 
day they 'l'eceived this information 

that this company is maRufllcturing 
in excess of the licensed capacity?" 

"Shri C. Subramaniam: I am 
sor;y, I cannot give the. exact date. 
It was about a year or two ago tbat 
this came to our notice when they 
made an application for the J,urpose 
of regularising this excess produc-
tion". 

The truth in the matter is as far 
back as Novembe:, 1970 a joint repre-
sentation was sent by four Ir,dian 
Biscuit Manufacturers to Smt. Indira 
Gandhi, the .f'Irime Minister pOinti!ig 
out this gross over-production by 
Britannia Biscuit Company Ltd., a 
foreign monopoly, giving all facts and 
figure.;. On the same day similar 
representations were sent by the same 
four Indian Manufacturers to the 
Minister of Industrial Development, 
l,he Minister of Compi\ny Affairs, 
Chairman, MRTPC, Sec:clary, Indus-
tries Ministry and the Senior Indus-
I'rial Advisor, DGTD. 

Again in September, 1972, a repre-
sentation was sent by an Indian Bis-
cuit manufacturer to Shri C. Sub:ama-
niam, the present Industries Mini,ter 
atld also once afterwards in Novem-
ber, 1972 to the Minister giving all 
facts and figures about Britannia's 
illegal expansion. 

This is not a case of making an 
jnco~rect statement, but a glaring 
Instance when the Minister had chosen 
to deliberately mislead the House in a 
planned manner by telling so many 
things most of whiCh' were incorrect. 

I am holding the document under 
ref"rence and shall produce the fame 
before the House when they require. 
I am also told that in the Secretariat 
of Shri Subramaniam there Are people 
who are anxious to further the cau~e 
Qf the Britannia Biscuit Co. 

I may fuo:ther point out that this is 
not the first time that the Hon 'ble 
Minister Shri Subramaniam h maklna 
Incorrect statements. It you 'will 
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kindly 80 ihrough ta. : 5i/JI. ,Report 
(Ill Lok Sabha 1966-67) of P.A.C. you 
will find many instances. 

I request that the Minister should 
stdle the correct position and indicate 
tht' action taken against the ~ompan}. 

MR. SPEAKER: Please adhere to 
your l><tatement. Don't add to those 
thmgs. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Only 
subtractions; no additions, Sir. 

MR. SPEAKER: SHRI C. Subra-
mamam. 

13.00.hrs. 

THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRIAL 
DEVELOPMENT AND SCH:NCE AND 
TECHNOLOGY (SHRI C. SUBRA-
MANIAM): Sir, the Hon'ble Member 
has referr"d to answers given by me 
in reply to supplementary q\jestions 
connected with Starred 'Qllestion No. 
li3l regarding the activities of Messrs. 
Britannia Bi~cuit Cbmpany. The twe. 
points to which the Hon'ble Member 
ha. ['eferred relate to-

" (1) The licensed capacity of 
Messers. Brilall'tia Biscuit 
Company; and 

(2) The point .of time at whi~h the 
unauthorised expansion of 
capacity of the Company came 
to the notice of Government. 

As far as the first point is concern-
ed, I haJ occasion to say clearly that 
Messers. Britannia Db',.! It Company' 
had produced far beyond the licensed 
capacity of their Madras un~t. Tlle 
emphasis in my reply was c1;;arly' o'n 
the fllct of ~xcessive pro<luction in 
relaiion to tbe capacity ,for which 
Messrs. Britannia Biscuit Company 
was licensed. 1'he application was 
for 100-125 tonnes Per montll" on 
single shift basis. Tllere is nomen-
tion whether it' is single sllift or not. 
The license does not mention e!the'r 

. one shitt or two shifts or thi-ee shifts. 
The license was issued for 1200 tonnes 

per annum. had stated that "even 
if we ·take into account that they 
were enti \led to go in for three shifts, 
they can produce round' about· 3000 
and odd tonnes. Their present level 
of prod1,lction is round about 9000 
tonnes." 

SHRI ./YOTlRMOY BOSU: Is it 
true that the company produced far 
In excess of theit' licensed capacity? 
Their licensed capacity is 1200 tonnes 
for one shift and he had stated that 
'even if we take into account that 
they W'ere en ti tied to go in for three 
shifts they can produce round about 
:i.OOO an odd tonnes.' He said that .. 

MR. SPEAKER: I am not permit-
ting thi s word to go on record. 

SHRI C. SUBRAMANIAM: had 
thus emphasised the fact of excessive 
production and added that we were 
examining the action to b"e taken 
against the Company. 

As [ar as the second point is con-
cerned, I made it quite clear that I 
did not remember the exact date. I 
spoke from memory when I mention-
ed thnt the fact that Messrs. Britannia 
Biscuit Company were manufacturing 
biscuits in excess of their licensed 
capacity came to the notice of the 
Ministry about a year or two ago. 
The hon. Member himseH mentlsned 
t.o me that tbe petitions were present-
ed in September and· November, 1972. 

SHR'I JYOTIRMOY BOSU: In 
November 1970 a joint representation 
was sent to the Minister of Industrial 
Development. It was sent in Novem-
ber, 1970 and not in 1972. 

MR. SPEAKER: Do riot go on com-
menting OIl that when he is speaking. 
I w"Onder how you seek my· PJ;lltection 
when somebody speaks. And why do 
you do it in your own case? Please 
sM down and remain' aeated, ,. 

SHRI C. SUBRAMANIAM: In 
reply to supplementary quest'lon~ I 
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IShri C. Subramaniami 
made it clear in the House that the 
application for regularisation of capa-
city 'made by Messers Britannia 
Biscuit Company had been rt'jected 
and that Government was examining 
the action to be taken in respect of 
the violation of the Industries (Dl"ve-
l0l'tnent & Regulation) Art. 

In the circumstances, would 
respectfully submit to the House that 
there was no attempt to suppress any 
information available to the Ministry 
or, in any manner to mislead the 
House. 

SHRI JYOTIRMOY BOSU: Sir, he 
has again misled the House. Firstly. 
'.he representation was received in 
1970 and not in 1972. I have with ml' 

the Ikence, and I will lay it <11 th~ 

Table of the House, which says :hat 
the licence is for a total of 200 tonlJe.' 
per annum. Here again, the hOll. 

Mp.lister has misled the House."-

MR. SPEAKER: I am not allow-
ing .. Please sit down. This will no! 
go on record. You ace not permitted 
to make such observations. I have not 
permitted you to speak. This will 
not form part of the record. Ple,j~r 

Eit down. 

... II'! ~ (.t.T) : ~mT ~~'f, 
'I1J I:'!IWC m'fi qri, ~ I ~ m:~./f1J 
1 1 5 <r.r :or) ~ ~, ,.,-;r lI'efi ~ 
lTD """~ <flfPfT ~ ;;rr'ff ~ iJ) WI 
~~llfi) 1f~ ~ ~ ~ lfil:it 'fi'T 
"f~m~~)~f'fi'~ 
if :or) 1T~ ~f ~ ;m ~!fi) lI''lft 
~)~ it wnu ~ lfl ifj{f, ~~ ~ ~ (fr 
'tiff ~ ~Rn if!f ~, «-:r 'fi'T 
~~I<{~Rn ~ I 

~ "",": ~ iJ) ll)~ 

t I It ~ qrn 'if:or m ~ I 

,,) '" ~ : 'tift .Rf ~ ~r 
Ut~1115ifiT~~'I'Ifl'~1 1ft 
qr ~ !fir iRTif 1!iT f~f~<'IT "'" 
'iffl ~ ~ I 

MR. SPEAKER: 1. gave a chance to 
both of them to speak. 

,,)ft'(If~~ (~Tf;;rlf~) 
~eT ~, ~q-~ ~ ~i:f t f'fi' llr.!' 
~rif m.: lI'ifl"it If>l:i:f ~ flti nr1f t 
ilf'!)of ~ f;ruhf iiiA' ~ flli 1Rft ~)­
~;f ~~ it~'fi)~ fIRT 'fT 
lfl~? qT~ ifi uu f~ trlff ~R 
tri!i ~ lfr ~ ~ \f\" 'm'I"fi) ~ 'fTf~ I 

~~:~~lIill~~1 

I refer it under 1111. 

~ ~ f"'T (~l!~) : 115 
ifi~(f lIi~ ~q ~~ ~~, 

~1!iT \IfiI'R f~ Ilfl~ ?{)irTIIi) f~ 
~ ~~ Iff l¢~rffl'lTif~) (1') f"lil:: 
~ Imf 'ti) <'IT ~~~, ~ 'fi'rfl::);r; 
"tTl I 
~.., f\!I1wit: ~5lfeT ~~, ~ 

ltilt mr~)1rr lfr ~~ ~f ~T ~ ? 

MR. SPEAKER: I have no objec-
tion, but the procedure cannot be 
changed so ea8ily. 

13.05 hrs. 

MOTION OF NO-CONFIDENCE IN 
THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS 

MR. SPEAKER: I have to inform 
the House that I have received Notice! 
of MoUons of No-C!7,Uldence in the 
Council of Ministers under rule 196 
from:-Shri Jyotirmoy Bosu; Shri 

-----------------------------
+*Not recorded. 


