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be taken up in the first week of the
next session.

Mr. Speaker: That we will see. We
shall now take up the next item.

(ii) SUGER-CANE PricES

Mr. Speaker: This is the last day
of this session. I hope everything will
conclude by Five o'clock, including
even the Half-an-hour Discussion.
Therefore, at the most I can extend
this discussion upto 4.30 and at 430 I
will take up the Half-an-hour Discus-
sion ang conclude it at Five o'clock.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: Mr.
Speaker, Sir, it iz with deep and seri-
ous sense of duty to my constituents,
to the State and to India as a whole,
that I and 49 of my friends from all
sections of this House have given
notice for this discussion.

1t is really regrettable, Mr. Speaker,
that a Ministry which happens to be
presided over by an exceptional a
man of exceptional talent, 8 man of
character and competence in the per-
son of Sardar Swaran Singh, should
be subject to such critical discussion
within so short a time after he has
made a statement in deference to the
wishes of the House.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra (Jammu
and Kashmir): Sir, there is nobody
representing the Food and Agricul-
ture Ministry.

Mr. Speaker: He is coming. I have
sent for him.

The Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of Railways (Shri Shahnawaz
Khan): I am here,

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: I
would request the hon, Deputy Rail-
way Minister to convey my feelings
to him.

The hon. Minister was pleased to
state that there was a uniform demand
for raising the sugarcane prices to
Rs, 2 per maund with 8 per cent
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recovery, and the Minister has added
his own appreciation of the situation
and attributed certain utterances to
Members, which was not the purport
of the demand of this House, that
this demand was particularly from
the Members of Uttar Pradesh and
Bihar. I must say duty bound to my
hon. colleagues from Uttar Pradesh
and Bihar that when they made
this demand of Rs. 2 as the minimum
price of sugancane their intention,
expressed in words and by their
feelings, never was that this should
be restricted only to U.P. and Bihar.
By saying so the hon. Minister would
be doing an injustice to the Members
of both UP. and Bihar and also to
those who wunanimously made the
demand that Rs. 2 should be the mini-
murh price of sugarcane with 9 per
cent recovery.

Mr. Speaker, I must humbly draw
your attention to this fact that the
hon. Minister in the same breath, in
the same statement, said that this
was not a permanent assurance to
the Members that this price of Rs. 2
shall remain for ever as the minimum
price of sugarcane and that it was
likely to be reduced or increased as
the circumstances demanded.

13-20 hrs,

[SuRr THIRUMALA Rao in the Chair]

I think that the tenor of argument
that he has used amounts to a threat
to cane growers and also to those
who represent cane growers here that
they need not rest assure that this
Rs. 2 will be the minimum price on
a permanent basis, I think the Min-
istry should consider this Point op the
background that the very argument
that has been  placed on the
floor of this House revolves on this
factor that sugar policy or the s0-cal-
led sugar policy of the Government of
India has been a tragic failure not
because of any faults in the policy but
because there has not been any sugar
policy as such., There has been a per-
sistent demand that a definite sugar
policy, if I may say so, if necessary
in the form of an Industrial Policy
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Resolution or in the form of an amend-
ment to the Industrial Policy Resolu-
tion is the prime need of the day and
1 feel that even if the solemn assu-
rances given on the floor of this House
by no less a person than the Minister
of Food and Agriculture are not up-
held or in practice are not observed
by the Directorate of Sugar, ihen, I
think there exists a case where the
working of the Directorate of Sugar
and, if necessary, the general working
of the Ministry of Agriculture should
also be subjected to scrutiny by a
high-level committee including the
Members of Parliament presided over
by an independent authority. The
Minister of Food and Agriculture was
pleased to make a statement

Mr, Chairman: I should like that
one of the concerned Ministers should
be present here,

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh: The
Minister of Food and Agriculture is
-E:.Ot here Anyway, with deference

st IgTra firo arfem (oA ):
qaumfa wEEd, AU Sqaeqr F#1 O
gz g fF a9 # Froel & e F 92
femmaz, qes3 &t @rr Aar 3 @
gra fed U A ov zF AwE 9=t
& § | a8 oF wfafew Ta99T g
AFA 77 @y § 0F ara aqr e
qaea &1 &5 Wt fafae, fegdh
fafrezz ar aifaarizd A% agr ™

gifee adf &1

Mr, Chairman; I
very point.
st Frum firo qrfew : Afawe &
Tz Yerifafafedy 2 qadr & afe
¥eq fafaedy ar @ fafae) &1 w8
famz @ #r§ araaw a8 &

have raised this

Mr, Chairman: There is no point of
order,
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Shri Shivaji Rao 8. Deshmukh:
There is no point of order; there is
still a point of courtesy.

Shri Warior (Trichur): Maybe, they
do not know that this discussion has
started so early.

Mr, Chairman: The discussion on
the previous motion came to an end
abruptly. Probably, they may not
have the information, They will be
coming now,

Shri Harj Vishnu Kamath: You may
kindly inform them,

Mr, Chairman: A word has gone to
them,

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh: The
hon, Minister of Food and Agriculture
made a statement on the floor of this
House on 8th September, 1963, In that
statement the hon, Minister has made
a specific promise to this House that
all the suparcane prices that were
fixed for 1962-63 season will be in-
creased by 18 np. and it is surprising
to find that this promise has not been
executed. I will quote the Minister
himself. He says:

“Bearing these aspects in mind,
Government have decided that
a Sugarcane Control  Order
should be promulgated authori-
sing State Government to re-
gulate the utilisation, purchase
and distribution of sugarcane
principally to factories  and,
where considered necessary by
State Governmenis, to power
crushers, The factories in
areas where the competition with
gur and khandsari is intense and
where the minimum price is less
than Rs. 175 per maund or Rs. 4'69
per quintal should be authorised
to pay a price of cane upto that
amount and the price actually
paid should be included in calcu-
lations of ex-factory prices.”

Now, this specific promise by the
Minister of Food and Agriculture has
not been executed by the subsequent
notifications which were issued. When
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the Minister makes a statement that
there will be a flat increase of 18 nP.
it necessarily foilows that all those
factories who were getting sugarcane
in 1962-63 should pay a minimum in-
crease of 18 nP. on the basis of sugar-
cane available to them. I say, there
is at least one factory in the co-ope-
rative sector where there has not been
an increase of even one single np.
There are as many as 13 factories in
the co-operative sector alone where
the promised increase of 18 nP. has
not been allowed.

Further than that, the Minister has
also made a statement that this fixa-
tion in north Bihar and south Bihar
and in eastern U.P. and western UP.
on the basis of minimum sugarcane
price at Rs. 2 and Rs. 1.75 nP. is neces-
sary because there is competition
from gur and khandsari. I think, it
was unanimously argued on behalf of
all sections of this House that gur and
khandsari are not a menace and that
it is something by which the cane
growers get, 1 should say, a reason-
able price immediately without any
middle man. If there should be
any necessity for canz supplies, or
assurances of cane supplies to the
factories, then the emphasis should
not be to eliminate gur manu-
facture but it should be to pay a
reasonable price for cane meant for use
by the sugar factories and there should
be some comparison between the two.
Therefore, when the Minister made
a distinction between region and re-
gion and between north Bihar and
south Bihar, between eastern U.P. and
western U.P. there was a clamour
that this discrimination should go and
the Minister of his own accord thou-
ght that this clamour was restricted
to north Bihar and south Bihar and
eastern U.P. and western UP. and
that is why he again said that he
would consider this and on the 12th
of December he made a statement
making Punjab and UP and Bihar
entitled to a uniform minimum price
of Rs. 2 at 9 per cent recovery. Here,
I wish to say that the only argument
given by the Miwdstry is that in view
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of the particular circumstances there,
this increase is essential. What are the
circumstances? They are worth con-
sidering. He has said:

“After a very careful considera-
tion of these issues, Government

has come to the conclusion that

the extra-ordinary conditions that
prevail in the sugarcane producing
areas of Bihar and Uttar Pradesh
in the current year and repercus-
sions of increase in the neighbour-
ing areas of factories have to be-
given special consideration.”

Now, the extra-ordinary conditions
caliing for special considerations in
U.P. and Bihar, according to the
Minister himself, are restricted to the
demand by U.P. Ministers and the
Bihar Chief Minister of Rs. 2 as a
minimum price, demand by cane-
growers, the threateneg strike by cane-
growers, the movement of satyagraha
that was launched in U.P. and Bihar
and perhaps the demand made on the
floor of this House. Now, in the-
sequence of things, what is more ap-
parent is that to the Ministry of Food
and Agriculture what seems to matter
is satyagraha, threats, strikes, demands
and not the utterances of the hon.
Members of this House. Therefore,
if the utterances of the hon. Members
of this House have any bearing, if
they deserve any serious considera-
tion, if everyone of us who has been
elected by adult suffrage has some
knowledge as to the existence of con-
ditions in his own respective area and
constituency, then the Ministry of
Food and Agriculture, by way of ele-
mentary courtesy to this House, should
definitely give sympathetic considera-
tion to the views advanced on the floor
of this House. When there has been
a uniform demand that without any
discrimination, the mimmum Rs, 2J-
formula should be applied at 9 per cent
recovery, the Ministry makes a dis-
tinction between region and region
and between State and State. The-
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same organisation, I think, deserves to
be very critically observed from this
point of view that at least in the in-
terest of national integration, in the
interest of economic integration, this
discrimination goes a long way and
this discrimation goes not to help the
cane-growers frem any region, in
whose favour this discrimination is
alleged to have been enforced, but it
ultimately goes to private interests,
to middlemen, to profiteers and to
black-marketeers. Therefore, I say
that this Directorate of Sugar which
has been since long presided over by
a non-technical man—I do not know
even the name of the person; I do
not know whether he is a titular head
or he is an effective head—has been
for so many years only a sub-office
of the Indian Sugar Mills Association
and their manipulations and their own
trade interests have always been up-
held by this Directorate of Sugar and
the Ministry of Food and Agriculture
has throughout been the victim of the
manipulations executed by their own
officers. Therefore, I say that there
should be an introspection from the
Food and Agriculture Ministry side on
the working of this Directorate of
Sugar, The reason for my saying this
is this that the history of sugar policy
is one of periodical control and decon-
trol, exfactory prices and distribution
of sugar, regulation of production of
sugar, grant and withdrawal of incen-
tives 1o both cane-growers and manu-
facturers resulting in cycles of short-
ages and ovcer-production, and these
cycles of shortages and over-produc-
tion have been engineered by the
Directorate of Sugar and have been
artificially created by the Directorate
of Sugar, and, therefore, this factor
also reserves to be gone into.

For instance, in 1951-52, the mini-
mum price of sugarcane was Rs. 1.75.
Even today, in 1963, the hon. Minister
has given the threat that this minimum
price of Rs. 2 or Rs. 1.75 is not a per-
manent thing. Then, the only inescap-
able conclusion that we can arrive at
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is this that the policies of the Food
and Africulture Ministry are ad hoc,
there are no permanent solutions,
there is no permanent thinking, and
their policies, to say the least, are
situation-oriented. The hon. Minister
was pleased to say on the floor of the
House that it was not bad to be situ-
ation-oriented. I wish to know from
the hon. Minister whether it is good
to be situation-oriented when the si-
tuation is created by interested par-
ties. Is it good to be situation-orien-
ted when the situation created is go-
ing to kill the cane-growers? Is it
good to be situation-oriented when
the situation created is ugainst natio-
nal interest?

The Ministry applied a uniform ten
per cent cut when there was a slight
excess in production. Is it the policy
of the Food and Agriculture Ministry
that if the sugar production increases
even by one bag, a cut of one bag
should be applied? Is it policy that if
the production increases by 10 per
cent, immediately a 10 per cent. cut
should be applied? Is it the policy of
the Food and Agriculture Ministry
that the cane-growers should suffer a
uniform and recurrent logg every
year?

I feel that the Ministry should con-
centrate their efforts on the distribu-
fion pattern of sugar. I know that
the interests of the consumers are up-
permost, but the inlerest of the con-
sumers cannot be guarded by killing
the cane-growers, because ultimaiely
if the cane-growers do not get the
incentives, or even leaving apart
incentives, if they do not get even
their input in cane cultivation, then
there will not be cane for being sup-
plied to the sugar factories. If we
are very keen to get cane supplies to
the factories, let ug not discriminate
between one State and another, bet-
ween one region and another, between
one factory and another,

The hon. Minister has said that be-
cause of gur and khandsari competi-
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tion, this discrimination is essential.
But to what lengih this discrimination
is allowed deserves to be gone into.

In Andhra Pradesh, there is a place
calleg Anakapalle which is supposed
to be the biggest or the second
biggest gur 'market in India. Sugar
factory there has to pay Rs. 1'75 per
maund of sugarcane as the minimum
price. But six miles away from that
place, there is another factory which
has to pay Rs. 2 &s the minimum
price. So, if we are leq into discri-
minationg of this sort, then there is
no end where we are going to stop,
and the best way to avoid thig is to
avoid the discrimimation itself.

When the Ministry has come to the
firm conclusion that the sugar price-
linking formula is economic and it is
in the best interest of the cane-growers
as well as the sugar industry as a
whole, then no step should bhe taken
which giveg a go-by to the sugar link-
ing formula.

When this uniform demand for
Rs. 2 as the minimum price for cane
was made, was it from the biue that
this demand was made? Was it so un-
realistic that the Ministry thought it
impossible to accede to it? When we
discussed this watter here on the last
occasion, the tencr 5f my argument
was that a sugar factory in India was
making a profit on an average of
Rs, 40 lakhs per year. Today, I stand
corrected and I would say that though
the profit remains Rs 40 lakhs per
year, the investment is not Rs. 2
crores but it is only Rs. 40 lakhs So,
here is an industry where the invest-
ment js Rs. 40 lakhs, and where there
is also a return of Rs. 40 lakhs per
annum. I think that the Food and
Apgriculture Minister should step in and
see thal no factory is allowed to make
such a huge profit, and at least a part
of the profits is diverted to the cane-
growers. If you see the balance-sheet
of the Belapur Sugar Mills, you will
find that they have declared a profit of
Rs. 43 lakhs on an investment of
Hs. 40 lakhs.
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When I am gaying this, I am also
sure that the economics of sugar pro-
duction is such that the cost of pro-
duction in UP and Maharastra, Madras
and Andhra Pradesh does not appre-
ciably differ. It may differ to a slight
extent only. But when there is no
uniform cane supply, whep there is no
uniform capacity for cane-crushing,
then all efforts should be directed to
the growth of an assured cane supply
rather than to an increase in the capa-
city. I fee] that if the profit margin
of the sugar industry is to be reduced,
then the only way to do so would be
by declaring a minimum sugarcane
price. If we have to do this, then as
a first step, I would suggest that the
demand for Rs. 2 as the minimum
price for 9 per cent recovery, which
is most reasonable, ghould be imme-
diately acceded to, not because this
demand is purely baged on the discri-
minatory announcement which the
hon, Minister has made, not because
this demand is nol unreaslistic, but be-
cause this figure of Rs, 2 can fit in in
the cost structure of sugar, as
declared by the hon. Minister,

We find also that every statement
that is made on the floor of the House
discriminates between region and re-
gion. For instance, when the mini-
mum sugarcane price in UP and Bihar
was Rs. 1.75, the cost of sugar was
about Rs. 118. Then, the cost of sugar
in Maharashtra opn an waverage Wwas
Rs. 113. That means to say that there
was u slab of Rs. 5. Then, the m'ni-
mum price was raised {o Rs. 2. And
the cost of sugar in UP rose from Rs.
118 to Rs. 125 or Rs. 127, and there
was then a slab of Rs. 12 or 13 bet-
ween the cost of sugar produced by
the southern factories znd that pro-
duced by the northern factories. Is it
the thinking of the Agriculture Minis-
try that the consumer of UP and Bihar
ig so rich that he can afford to pay
Rs. 127 per quintal of sugar at ex-fac-
tory rates, and *he conswmer of
Madras, Maharashtra and Andhra
Pradesh is so poor that he has to pay
only Rs, 113 per quintal?
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Another argument in thig regard is
that whatever may be the Food and
Agriculture Ministry's policy in regard
to the fixation of the cost of sugar,
their policieg in regard to the fixation
of the cost of sugarcane must be far-
mer-oriented. As long as they are not
farmer-oriented, wug long as the Direc-
torate of Sugar  sits in the lap of
private sugar industry and forceg the
Ministry of Food and Agriculture to
allow = huge diversion of resources
and profits to private sugar industry
or to the coffers of the big lords of
the sugar industry, 1 feel that the in-
tervention of this House is called for,
and i{ ig because of this that this no-
tice for this discussion has been given
to the Food and Agriculture Minister.

Further, let us think over the discri-
minations which have been enforced
by the Ministry. In one breath, the
Ministry says that the price-linking
formula is there but in the next
breath, the price-linking formula is
given the go-by, because whereas in
a particular region, Rs. 175 ig an-
nounced as the price of sugarcane for
9 per cent recovery, in znother region,
we find that Rs. 2 is announced as the
minimum price for 9 per cent recovery.

This discrimination goes further
whep we take into meccount the so-
called traffic or transport concessions
which the Ministry hag announced.
For instance, the co-operative sugar
factories ip Maharashtra purchase
sugarcane ex-field giving the sugar-
cane-growers ex-field prices, and they
bring the cane to the factory at fac-
tory cost, and at the factory gate the
cane is weighed and payments are
made, The persons concerned with
the Directorate of Sugar argue that
the sale is made at the factory, wand,
therefore, the factory cannot get the
transport cost which it incurs, apd
they say this simply because the cane
is already in the factory compound.
Stmply because payment is made at
the factory premises or at the factory
office, the contract for sale does not
start at the factory, but it begins at
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the field from where the cane is
brought. Weighing of cane and pay-
ment for cane are only details of the
contract for sale, This is a simple pro-
position which the people concerned
with the Directorate of Sugar are not
in a position to appreciate, and even
if they are in a position to appreciate
it, they are not in a position to enforce
this, because they think that this
will be conirary to the interests of
the private cane-growers.

With your permission, I would like
to quote to you a cutting from The
Times of India (Bombay Edition),
dated the 18th December, 1963. It
says:

Cane CrOP IN 20 VILLAGES TAKEN OVER
BY Govr, SEQUEL TO MILL'S REFUSAL TO
PAY EX-FIELD PRICES

Shrirampur, December 17,

The sugarcane crop in 20 villages in
Kopargaon taluka hag been taken over
by the Government of Maharashtra
under the Defence of India Rules. The
action followed the refusal of the
Changadev Sugar Mills—to which the
cane is usually supplied—to pay ex-
field delivery prices to the growers.

State Government employees arrived
here yesterday ang issued notices to
the growers in the Puntamba area
about the taking over of the crop,

Under instructions from the Gov-
ernment, 35,000 tons of cane in the
fields will be supplied by the growers
to the Belapur Sugar Company at
Harigaon, instead of the Changadev
Mills, Puntamba,

The growers in the Puntamba area
had started an agitation a fortnight
ago demanding that the Changadev
Mills should pay them ex-fleld prices

The demand was refused by the
management. A deputation of the
growers met the Chief Minister, Mr.
V. P. Naik, and the Minister for Agri-
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culture, Mr. P. K. Sawant and sought
their intervention,

The State Government's suggestion
1o the management of the Changadev
Mills that it~xshould pay ex-field prices
to the growers is alsp said to have
gone unheeded,

The State Government, therefore,
applied the Defence of India Act to
the cane-growing regions in Shriram-
pur, Rahuri and Kopargaon and took
over the cane crop in the Puntamba
area.

The Belapur Sugar Mills, to which
the cane from Puntambg is to be
diverted, will pay ex-field price to
the growerg who receive ap additional
Rs, 5 lakhs on account of the new
price formula,

As the cane from the Puntamba
area has been diverted to the Belapur
Sugar Mills, the Changadev Mills will
close its crushing season two months
earlier than schedule,

The growers in the Maharashtra
Sugar Mills, Tilaknagar, the Godavari
Bugar Mills, Laxmiwadi, and Sakhar-
wadi areas have also demanded that
the three sugar millg should be com-
pelled to pay them ex-field delivery
prices.

The three factories receive 125,000
tons of cane from growers every year"”.

Here is an instance where for the
first time the DIRg are being used by
Government to enforce cultivator's
right to part with their rop at the ex-
factory price. In the background of
all this, I wish to draw the hon.
Minister's attention to this fact that
this reasonable demand for minimum
cane price announced by the Minister
to be made the ex-field price is not
appreciated or accepted by the Minis-
try on the ground that transport con-
cessions have been announced by them.
Where is the fun ip announcing trans-
port concessions and denying the de-
mand o growers for the ex-field price
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and saying that i shall be ex-factory
price?

Further, the excise rebate announced
from time to time, which js 30-50-30
per cent and which is worked out by
the Director of Sugar works very
drastically against the co-operative
sector. There was a specific promise
'made by the Minister on the floor of
the House that those factorieg which
start production earlier on a specified
date would positively get a rebate on
excise duty. This was reiterated by
Shri A, M, Thomas jn Bombay when
he was invited by the State Federation
to a dinner. At the dinner, pleased
with the reception, he reiterated the
promise that all the factories which
started ecrushing earlier would get an
excise concession which wag announced
on the floor of the House. Now in the
notification which has been issued,
there is no such announcement.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra: Give him
another dinner.

Shri Shivaji Rae S, Deshmukh: In
Delhi—very good,

What I am driving at is that solemn
promises given on the floor of the
House by the Ministr, from time to
time are not kept. On the contrary,
the Director of Sugar works in & way
that the high-ups in t.e Ministry are
not in a position to conirol his activi-
ties, A drastic remedy is called for
instead of the 25 nP. or marginal in-

crease which has been the  subject
matter of this discussion,
There is another point. Even on

the basis of present licensing capacity,
it is impossible to achieve 33 lakh
tons. The only possible way to achieve
it would be to announce a minimum
price of Rs. 2 for § per cent recovery,
to wannounce u ) flaf excise duty
rebate, as was done earlier on
the basis of average production, and to
announce that wus an incentive mills
would be free to sell 25 per cent of
their increased production in the open
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market. These steps have proved
successful in the past. The Director
of Sugar refuses to take any of these
steps, If these steps are not taken,
it comes to this that the Ministry
agrees that the sugar mill industry or
particularly the private sugar mill in-
terests should be suported at the cost
of the interests of the cane growers, not
only at the cost of the growers' in-
terest, but at the cost of the interest
of the consumers whose interests they
pretend to protect.

That is why I say that if the con-
sumers' interests are to be safeguarded,
if the cultivators’ interests are to be
safeguarded, if the industry as a whole
is to get incentive, the reasonable ap-
proach should be to fix Rs. 2 as mini-
mum price for cane with 9 per cent.
recovery Wwithout any discrimination.

1 have expressed the view that the
present discrimination will be uncon-
stitutional and illegal. I humbly re-
quest the Ministry to consult the Law
Ministry and Attorney-General on this
issue, Let him get the opinion of our
legal luminaries on this issue and place
it on the Table. Let us know whe-
ther they also do not regard it as ille-
gal and discriminatory. In an industry
where every step which the Ministry
takes is subject to critical scrutiny by
all interests concerned, in a field
where every step taken by the Minis-
try is challenged before the competent
court—if the competent courts do not
act as an adequate forum,—those deci-
sions are challenged by satyagrahas,
strikes and popular demands—the
Ministry has to be careful in seeing
that neither the interests of the con-
sumers, nor the interests of the cane
growers nor even thc interests of
the industry suffer. Therefore, I again
appeal to the hon. Minister to consider
this reasonable demand.

With regard to licensing, the pre-
sent capacity is 28 lakhs tons. With
this the Ministry expect to produce
3:3 million tons,
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The Minister of Food and Agricul-
ture (Shri Swaran Singh): The licens-
ed capacity is much more; it is 286
lakh tons. He is using strong langu-
age, which should be buttressed by
good facts at any rate. He should be
sure of his facts.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh, I
thought T said 28 lakh tons. I stand
corrected.

They say that 5 lakh tons is the re-
maining capacity under the Third
Plan, For this, there have been appli-
cations to the extent of 20 lakh tons
and out of these, applications for 5 or
6 lakh tons are from the co-operative
sector—the remaining are from the
private sector. Under the plea of ex-
pansion of existing units, under the
plea of making the so-called unecono-
mic units into economic ones, under
the plea that it is likely to reduce the
cost of manufacture—nene of which
is true—the Ministry seems to labour
under the impression that the only
alternative is to absorb these 5 lakh
tons in the private sector.

Shri Swaran Singh: I would very
strongly repudiate any such sugges-
tion. I do not know whereform he has
got all this information, because no
licensing has been announced. I have
told the hon. Member that, that is not
my intention. Still if he persists in
making such statements, it is my duty
to point them out,

Mr. Chairman: The hon. Member
should conclude now.
Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:

Vehement denials would have meaning
if promises made were kept. Where
what has been promised is denied,
where what has been stated is subse-
quently corrected, where what has
been stated is not followed, I think
mere vehement denials will not go a
long way. This is the definite appre-
hension of the co-operative sector
which has got 1|4th of the licensed
capacity, which is responsible for about
20—30 per cent of the production, that
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it will suffer unless it is allotted the
proposed capacity. Therefore, the
Minister should state that out of the
5 lakh tons, only after licences have
been given to the co-operative sector
whether for expansion or for establish-
ment of new units, wil] there be any

licences considered for the private
sector,
Mr. Chairman. Order, order. The

hon. Member must conclude now....
Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh:
Therefore, I say....

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. He
does not listen to me, When I am
on my legs, he does not even give in.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh. I
was finishing my last sentence.

Mr, Chairman: He must definitely
conclude in a minute.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:
Therefore, I reiterate for the considera-
tion of the Minister that a minimum
of Rs, 2 should be given for cane for
8% recovery, the excise rebate to be
meaningful should be given on the
basis of average production uniformly
and this 20-30-50% formula should be
completely given up and if necessary,
a fixed percentage—I suggest 25 per
cent—of the increased production
should be allowed to be sold in the
open market,

Regarding raw sugar, where the per-
formance of the co-operative sector has
been par excellent, the Ministry re-
cently called for tenders and insisted
on payment for sugar meant for ex-
port at ex-factory price. To the cane
grower who demands the ex-ficld
price, the Ministry insists on ex-fac-
tory rates, where the industry de-
mands the ex-dock rates for export, the
Director of Sugar gives the ex-factory
price, So I think the overheads on
transport and this uneconomic work-
ing of export is not likely to help the
industry. Tt is not likely to achieve

AGRAHAYANA 30, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 193 61 64

the requirements of foreign exchange
earnings in slipshod manner. The
hon. Minister may leave aside the
strong words as they arise out of a
genuine desire to protect the interest
of the cane grower w:thout affecting
the industry or the consumer,

Shri M. S. Murti (Anakapalle): Mr.
Chairman, I associate myself with
the sentiments expressed by my
friend, Shri Shivaji Rac Deshmukh.
Three statements were made in this
House by the hon. Minister. On the
8th September 1963, a statement
has been made assusing a mni-
mum price of Rs. 168 per
maund, But there has been no in-
crease in many of the factories. It was
said that where there is competition
between khandsari and gur the mini-
mum price will be Rs. 1'75. That was
not adhered to. Later on this price
was increased to Rs. 2 as per the
statement made on 19th November,
1963. Omly 69 out of 200 and odd fac-
tories have given this Rs, 2 per maund.
Again on 12th December, 1963 in this
House the hon. Food and Agriculture
Minister said that because of pressure
from U.P. and Bihar Chief Ministers,
the price of cane has been raised in
those areas to Rs. 2 per maund, If
there is similar pressure from others
also, perhaps they would raise the
price. The Andhra Government has
writien that in all the factories the
price should be Rs, 2 because of com-
petition with khandsari and gur. But
only 6 factories out of 19 have given
this. Not only that. Anakapalle is
not giving this price but Chodavaram
which is only 9 miles away gives Rs. 2.
Sitanagaram has been allowed to pay
whereas Bobbili, four miles away, has
not been allowed. Similarly, Samal-
kot is allowed while Pithapuram only
four miles away is not allowed Ia
there any logic? Is this not discri-
minatory? If only similar pressure is
brought will the Minister agree? I
want a reply. The Ministry has
not implemented its policies. T
wrote to the Food and Agriculture
Minister but they have not been good
enough to reply to me. A memoran-
dum signed by fifty Members has been
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sent for that also we did not get any
acknowledgment,

I do not know whether the Directo-
rate there implements the policies
announced by the Minister here. When
the Minister says that there should be
18 nP increase in price over last
years, they consider the recovery
formula. Whenever they get 1.68 nP
they do not increase it by 18 nP. In
gur khandsari competition areas, they
say that the minimum must be Rs, 1.75
but there also recovery formula is
brought in, but not floor prices. There
should be a thorough enquiry as to
why the policies are not implemented.

The cost of production of cane is
not taken into consideration. In Maha-
rashtra, the cane grows for 18 months.
What will be the cost of watering,
bamboos, labour at the agricultural
wage rates? In Andhra also, bamboos
and other things are used. Consider-
ing all this, a very low price has been
fixed. The rebate to be given in res-
pect of cane tran-noried from fields
‘of a certain distance to the factory
has been reduced. These things must
be set right so that the production
cou'd reach the 33 lakh ton figure
from all these 28.6 tonneg capacity
factories. Factorics must be allowed to
pay Rs. 2 uniformly irrespective of
the recovery formula, They say by
this formula the growers will get in-
creased prices, But in effect the prices
have been reduced as the floor price
has been fixed at a lower rate than
for factories in U.P, and Bihar. Mr.
Deshmukh referred to the Defence of
India Rules under that people are
punished for producing more and for
being more efficient. Can it be so any-
where else in the world? They are not
rewarding efficient people, which is
something peculiar. Proper incentives
should be given and production will
only then go up as expected by this
Ministry.

Factories in the northern region are
given a higher price than in the sou-
thern region. The rate should be uni-
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form for all, I refer to sugar price, In
Punjab, U.P, and Bihar the price per
bag is Rs. 125—128 while for the sou-
thern region it is Rs. 115—117. I do
not know why it is 5o in spite of the
promise given by the ex-Minister, Shri
S. K Patil in Bombay that this has
been mopped off. They say the Tariff
Commission rates have been followed
in fixing these prices. They gave this
verdict in 1959 and conditions have
changed much since then, It is ridicu-
lous to apply the same rate after four
years. Sugar prices in the southern
region factories were not allowed to
get the rebate advantage, There is a
difference of 5 nP there. That should
be allowed to the southern factories
also so that there may be incentive to
produce more.

14 hrs,

Mr. Chairman: Shri Ram Sevak
Yadav. 1 would request hon. Members
not to take ton long a time for their
speeches. There are a large number of
Members who want to speak, But I
think everybody can be accommodated
if there is not much repetition,

=t TwdEE @Ew: gamfT qEET,
T wEE & 92 femae, qeed Ay
T F qea A7 F frrefaer ® St vqor
#F w7 8 e ¥ oIw A @6 oOe
AT AT § | WA wERT 7 I Ay
3 T FE—nF At 77 # | q&@f 997
w20 ¥, STEf T AT qA 3T 599 T Q
9 &, 72 qe7 21 w0y faar Jmar )

g% AAAM wyeg: 39 F fau
AT geed &1 agrs T Afge |

s} Ux d9% A IW F fAg
qurf | @h SaEr a9rd AW &7 AA
qNgar &, W gEdy A9 Y A et
g g F7 1 # 7 39 fam ot 7y
qo IETAN 4T, ATFT IT AT ABE TE
g | W ag a1 FF o W 9T o 1@
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g, 3§ arlrg } 737, forw fe ag horr

g% a1 fow fer @ Y o =t
st v Fag : ag gen wrdfeen

g®¥e A faar v

! AR dTEA : agd gRT |
447 wgew 4 A W% 77 femr 3w
faq & 97 & AFTIR § AT TT AN
aars 3 3

z7 frafsy & oF a0 @7 w®
qft ¥ oAz A, FOET AT A
"EEH, 74 .47 8 P SArdr &7 sara
FZEC M AT AT FT IeIrgy A
FEAT, AT {F TF T T AL A |
i ra & wa< H19r faF S
TN AF AT, AT AZ AT AETE
go o 1 9vA AT A 92T @ g9
wqEta% ¥ famoy o orar =@ifzr, ag 72 8
% wAT-3ars #1 a2 favarr 21 0F arad
F qrae ¥ 37 %1 A4 fgen, 39 6
amd-gd faem =T 38 TAwr o
frsem, fgr @ Agod S &1 ==
% | WL AAY AGAT 37 A FT AR
gt &y, at = ag feadr sfvemn
w@ fF I &1 IOET T JE, I9
st #1 qifey F&F g1 aFr &

39 qiq0r F 4 9T A 2T A
ag FAaT Ay 7w & fF 2 w7 wa 7
W 399 W q97 & o frar ard,
fFr  @w z=fre & w9 sy fF ag
qTE /T AT AT, TH HY GreOT Ma
arg ® guit 1 g7 aorr F oo ghmn
7z wa w2 (& gy e o AFar & W
IH A AAT T AT H TH F T 9
AT Iq FT TR OT 9F qFAT £ 0
g {5t 7w G Ao fAIm A 0F
form a@ SEA Az T Fr § B ag QY
77 A AT A€ Aww A §, 99 3
it T T4, I47 T2 97 F 4Z A
ar® Ty &4 Tifze fE ower aw
1880 (Ai) LSD—4.
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oY T FT AW Q TOT A A Y A8
A, qF A7 WA & A | W qg
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F (W AT A KL IW WA 0F g
fagra s oM Ty AT | 9T R TR R
I & AT FA 2, T HOIT FY aF
A 2 78 [FT =d T AT g
A 73 A A OF aF 97 fanr v @
f s mF #2718 agmr Semm, q
STAT &1 &TH HTA AT A7 ST | Al
§ 7z 74T TS0 9T § T F o Ay
a3  F1 At AT E, AT T F §7 A4
& o fAan 9y fagea ot ZAT srear
R A o7 & 2wl § o fras
L oF feear #a far -z foear
TH W ¥ 99 A 77 a—A ag ag 4
o foma g7 7 AT fadt oY, 3
& = w7 AT fawar a1 1w A
& IIH F A qFT AG G a,
AT aA T FTCETE w1 A 5 A
&t A A gAY A £ @
FA qrEl, I, # AN Fa
TR ALY ZAT |

™ § faq & #gar vaar g
fe qe¥e-ve & w09 T9 20 ¥ w5 #y
T I Z1 877 749, EY 879 |/, qar 3
T 7 /T 378 §99 7T | =97 W
Tl A 4T A 7 AT @ fag )

14.05 hrs

[Mr. DePUTY-SPEARER in the Chair]

AfFar IW OF A FH N FTar fw
q849-43 ¥ A FT TW AME
TGS TR AT TR FT &7 009 firegr
T | FreaEd #1 a6 A 9% T
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[t 7w Fax #zT|

DmasfaFE Tz Fimag
& fom A A 77 2w qgmr arfadt
rmard 1 ag & Iw W= F10TF FC G
g s W, & ooy & owfr qrd-
WTEAZH FT FEAA SrAr fae fEef
gaR F1 F fou Ag &< aEt of Ay
Frowr 3 Y7 aga wy fawdt oFf 4 A
uT 1 57 FTE-NTTIEH { T FIGT JAMH
w1 Y & M7 39 (A &g ad o A
T FHFA g |

w far ¥ fdew g ¢ e
fea T w7 ST WY ) €98 A9
™ ¥ fog e @ 1 ¥ A fiwa
Y dfer e o T dEW
w11 I F7 T 3R w9 AW ¥ wfuw
TE | WA FT T OF feay oy, A X
gF o fogr=r aarg ) & N ARy
W @R ¥ ag Az w%w fs
fait &7 g 991 ¥ e fraifa
@& §99 a7 fagmr o ST Srfgn
fF fome & &9 w9 & aw, WTa-
|F "I I 9T qATH T FT G AA
fraifa fef o | Y T & F1C
g ¥ = A9 F qw faifa w@
qaq 93 oFF T" g {F SrwTst
¥ g N ey gt 07 ogF O W
far 37 &1 ¥ T AnA-ad F £
T ¥ 7 7 T Wd | W a3 faaEa
= foar g, @Y ag gwenn fafwa
w7 ¥ g @ whd1 & 1 ¢ F7 fram
Wt Y &Y fael ¥ &9 9@, WA
TET A A | '

wgi a¥ fFad g fagra #
S ¢, 5/ ¥ a1 ghw fFara #7 RE
g 1 3@ ¥ feam £ w@ET @ g9
Frer @t A g faQ F fagrm a at
= fas-mfesi a1 & wEer 9w
%1 ¢, Wifs fag ag @AW A
JEET  g—wEE & 6uR
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WEET € ¥ ¥ FT AfET aF G
T B39 W TE A AT AT
&% & f5 srwmt 7 fopady
Ty gt &, frw avg &1 = o
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IoREFal ¥ fgg § A @1 F7 daw
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% faaraT, qeed #1 9at AgEw X
ST FT TRA T F AT F G
T 91 I9H I 99T, 99T g
AT fiw wfowe o &7 9 aw
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#t gz 1 A fFar ar o gg @
w1 a1 f& 39 gz &1 aw e #7
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wd W e #3 faw o g, fw omt
qg FTX 1 AT A9 T {6 B A
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nia §, 9 T A L 1 AT a7\ 7T
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W | ¥H 97g § G980 9 0F T A
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? gl gudET &1 W, FE € T A
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HT I T39I AER 97 S Al T
TEATYZ A W { | a4 HAC AT Qv
THF AT | AT ¥ awg F7 27 FET o
FfF gy @A), gfe, seard
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|T AT T2 TAT & | FOHT A TAT AR



Discussion

[« T ¥3F a”A)
& gr W\ ¥ § | TaAAe ®) aar
FTAR ANAfF FgAY waF 7
W J@ #1 It 2fawy 3, 39 F1 qure
fear arr =nfied | & s fF vt v
W oA i F et o R e
qinT oo ST § &3

it Fagras Fag (Mrage) o S
W F7 zAR 2w & fag o ¥ w4
agA oAt & wfs7 awer & g% 2
T 1 q1 §F GHEAT FI TAAA
T ATT  FAT &, @i A0 a7 qAEqT
AT AUAT & 1 qar 7Er A w5 v g,
FOTFRF g mfar w13 1 vw
N oawradr oL

oY gt iR AENA @A T
wIM T

6173

ot Fagraa fag . svarFar A qar
q9TE Fro1 9T &, 39 71 9 A5 gY
AT § | FEFTC F7 a7 fopar &1 ar faa
wifa® #7 & g1 awar &1 gw IArRfEE
rafasn AT IR M B I AATAET )
ot {31 F qFAT WA BT G
& I1eHTEA 7, B =79 919 F1 Aewigd
i AR T § wmar W ¥
Eqrafew Arwfasy =7 qwar & ar 98
3 219 7T 4g A FHY F A9
9T w31 @ Ty 2 fr Ia v Ay
& qgT AGY 9 wFAT &, AT qE AY T
fast & faga & &7 omar mar @, Ay dar
TR AATH 723 & fag smgrmar &
HAT T TF90 T F3 7 77 4T AT FT
AL ATAT §, Fr UF 741 & | AaAAz,
oY IA AT FFATT AAALT &, 9T § WY
T § TH 9% MG 09§ G6A A4 31
|FHAT | T F1 AT AR ¥ H A F
oftr megrT 2 fF gn FIMFIT T
agi Jgr T T gf & wai Ay dfqar
g § A 7z wfuwsd Ay an

DECEMBER 21, 1963

Under Rule198  o17 |

&) @IS A urEeT ¥ W W ¥
FAAT T F §ATH AATGATR

T AT FW AXFT § UA-ARN
(Trovmawnfwz) : WH FAF
¥77 wFI g omar !

wt faggr fag - & 3w |
FTHTA F T § fF F 5w 1}
St & 1 37 v v afrwm faman
SISZTATT BT ATEN ST 97 & F4T7 & 1
s arg faa $ai7 07 31, B2 7T g)
qr AT TLEN, FATE 1 T2 FT A7 ewleT
TJAT &

at fa=re & fagy grgva 7 3N
TR A T A @A &1 IO
& fam @rai ®77 FM0 &1 A9 F
& ¥ faq, ma wx & F53 gANT
w17 gozardt fad @& ST a9 &
faw 1| =9 & faqg sygdq fgg sy &1
AN AT AT FAEF
TE 7 g1 fF a7 T, €I FU AR
T foey 7 & | ST @7 faEaR W
FTRFIAA {RETAT 8 | 37 Fr af o
&1 0T ? FIEAETE A qreAre 7 far ?
a7 % fam g fe qw ad@e
T aE formy A AT I A7 | FETFTC
A 9q7 &7 F7 a1 | faear @R A
Fgr %z fgar fr afy & @ egwifw
AT 9T AT AT 9% AT T A faer
A9 %1 aorg & A 7 Fer v ga Faaar
MET AT | I A FH T | AT Y
ot 71 g2, Goare fr w0 g% aform
az g f5 e A A1 o dIEn
F0 gl g wAm AfF & FrRor
|1 Fr Farare ® w47 gE ) A9 A7
Gzrar wr F foag gw 7 30 Arfa
frdfo 1 ge A v frqz adt aim,
goEgrar F1 At agr gy, fadn #
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# | A FEAFE F1 OF AT F FW
9 %o 93 &1 £ F7 AW firee | W
AT FT W €0 Fo F3AT T UHATIA KT
fagrer F2 71 frmrr #7 2w 3rE wTAr
qA g1 AW | FIGIFIT ATA AFAT
qr zq A7 #1 {5 A F7 A weT Foww
IR F "7 97 39 F1 £ &1 77 frenn
o feFadr F AraTe 97 IX FTATH
fasrm &Y @z I &Y qww @AY
oA 2

# wya 1 uF fAmrer 3 £T w9Ar
WgN T FTAT AEAE | UF T
@ g 7 fAae far an 0 faer are
Y AFT F aro" F A A1 I
39 S 1 frra <l 39 7 19 FT AqTHT
RUAY AT | S AT FE GAT A
f wiraqR § %9 & e ¥ fea
T I a9 FT AT fAEw 47 99
F sqare ¢ A9 F A fad awi ¥

W €| I I8 H 20 AAA K147 {oATl
41 & ar go, AfFA ¢ a1 2 w9 F1 A
" 3N T 99 Y fFa faaard
©UT W1 FH AE § TEARA &1
fa &1 Q0 g A faw ard
faer ar Ffagae #7593 &, w3 dite
FU 5T 1 oz o faad &
T 97 @ AT FWT 3 FT w0
T ww fEEr arAr aifed

Shri Vasudevan Nair (Ambala-
puzha): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I
would like to associate myself with all
the sentiments expressed by the
Hon. Member who has initiated this
discussion. But, Sir, it seems the hon.
Minister is a little perturbed by the
strong language used by him. The
Minister has to put up with it.

Shri Swaran Singh: You need not
have that fear, I am objective enough.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: The point is,
we feel that.. .

Shri Swaran Singh: 1 took the lib-
erty because he is a member of my
party, All that I said is: “If you use
strong language it should be buttressed
by sound facts”,

Shri Vasudevan Nair: Even though
I am in the Opposition, I would have
liked to use a much milder lan-
guage........

Shri Swaran Singh: 1 do not object
if you use strong language.

Shri Vasndevan Nair: ....because we
really want to give a chance to the
new Minister to see how he functions.
But 1 would like to say that from the
short experience that we have, it has
not given us much hope,



&179  Discussion
On this particular question, I want
s say that the Ministry could have
taken this step with grace I am very
glad that the cultivators in eastern
U.P. and northern Bihar have benefiteg
or are going to benefit by this price
of Rs. 2 per maund of sugarcane. But,
Sir, 1 find absolutely no logic, no
reason, no argument, in denying the
same benefit to the cultivators in the
other parts of the country. 1 will
even go further and say that the Gov-
ernment hag decided to burn its fing-
ers by adopting such an irrational
policy, because 1 am sure the Gov-
ernment will not be in a position to
put forward any worthwhile argu-
ment to justify this discrimination.

As some hon, Members have pointed
wut, if the reason ig that there was a
ot of agitation and pressure, that too
pressure from governmental quarters,
i those States, then, Sir, it is not very
difficult to have these things from the
other States also, If, perhaps, the Gov-
ernment thinks that there is not
enough agitation in the other States,
ot course, agitation will be there,
campaigns will be there, If the Gov-
ernment thinks that those other State
‘Governments are, perhaps, for the
time being, sleeping over the matter, of
course, it is possible to wake them up.
So, the Government ought not to have
waited for the people to rise up, for
the cultivators in the other areas to
ret apitated.

The fact is that they are very much
worried over the whole question. 1
happen to represent a constituency in
my State where we have got a large
number of cane growers. During the
last ten to fifteen years, we were told
by the cultivators, it was very diffi-
cult for them to make both ends meet.
You know, Sir. sugarcane cultivation
15 a hazardous cultivation compared
to many other crops. This is a more
difficult cultivation. The crop has to
be on the land for nearly one full
vear or at least ten months and un-
Jess the cultivator takes great care to
took after it, to nourish it to tender it
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he will not get anything back from
the field, Even some of the best cul-
tivators from the State of Madras,
where they cultivate it quite well—
some of the Members of Parliament
are cultivators—were telling me that
on an average per acre the cost of
cultivation is something hetween Rs.
1500 and Rs, 1800. They are some of
the best cultivators—of course, the
yield is also very good. My friend—
he is not here now—Shri Anandan
Nambiar wasg telling me. , .,

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Is he also a
cultivator?

Shri Vasudevan Nair: He is not a
cultivator himself but in the rural
areag of his district, Trichinopoly,
they grow sugarcane very well Of
course, they are able to get something
between 40 tons to 45 tons per acre
and it is a very good yield compared
to the average yield in our country.
But even in spite of this good yield,
what the cultivator ultimately gets,
according to the price fixed at pre-
sent, is at the most Rs, 1800 per acre
if one spends nearly Rs. 1500 to Re
1800 per acre. What js the meaning
in continuing this cullivation if after
investing so much for fertiliser itself
they generally invest nearly Rs. 500
per acre—there is no margin left?
So, Sir, there is a very strong case for
the sugarcane cultivator to get a bet-
ter deal at the hands of the Govern-
ment and at the bands of the mills.

1t is really painful to see that during
the last ten to twelve years the culti-
vator was treated very badly by the
Government and the millowners. We
are told that in 1951-52 the price of
sugarcane used to be Rs. 1.75 per
maund. What was done afterwards? It
was to cut down this price from Rs.
1.75 to Rs, 1.31, and during the last
ten or twelve years there was so much
of fluctuation in the price of sugar-
cane—going up by a few naye paise
or coming down by a few naye paise.
But ultimately we come to this posi-
tion that in 1951-52 the cultivator was
getting Rs. 1'75 per maund and today
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[Shri Vasudevan Nair]

also, even after the recent statement
of the Minister the cultivator in our
parts of the country are going to get
Rs. 1.75 per maund. So he remains
where he was in 1951-52. Can the
Minister advance any valid argument
to convince us that he is really giving
a fair deal to the cultivator?

During the last ten or twelve years,
we all know that the prices have gone
up. Although the cultivator lives in
the countryside, his own needs have
gone up and the cost of cultivation
has gone up very much. I would like
the Government to go into that matter
in detail. 1 would like to know whe-
ther the Tariff Commission had taken
pains to estimate the cost of culti-
vation in the wvarious parts of the
country, If they had made that esti-
mate, a real estimate of the cost of
cultivation, then I am sure they would
have recommended a better deal to
the cultivator. And meanwhile the
price of cane remains at Rs, 1.75, at
the 1851-52 level.

What has happened to the price of
sugar? There again, our sugar barons,
the mill-owners should not have any
grudge of the Government, They are
always looked after—fortunate people
in our country. As in every other sec-
tor, in the field of sugar production
also the Government is kind enough
and takes enough care as far as they
are concerned. If you consider the
1952-53 base as 100 as far as sugar
price is concerned, on November 2,
1963 it has gone up to 214.7. That is,
more than hundred per cent increase
was allowed in the price of sugar;
and the Tariff Commission was so con-
siderate that they themselves recom-
mended that the mill-owners should
get at least 12 per cent profit. Now, in
a country like India, if there is a
Tariff Commission which takes so
much pains as to recommend that the
cane grower should get only what he
used to get in 1951-52 while the mill-
owners should get at least a profit of
12 per cent, then it is something very
strange,
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And then there are the middlemen,
the selling agents and various other
agencies. And these middlemen at
each stage are getting at leaslt 3 to 4
per cent of their own profit, All this
accumulation of profit by the mill-
owner and the middleman has to be
al the expense of the cultivator as
well as the consumer.

About the plight of the consumer I
need not say much. That is our own
experience in this country. Fortu-
nately, for a person like me or my
friend Shri Thomas it is not a problem,
because under medical advice we are
rejecting sugar for some time now,
and because of that our tongue may
be a bit bitter! But we know the
plight of the ordinary man in the
country as a consumer,

So the result is that we have faulty
planning, and the Government, espe-
cially the Food and Agriculture Min-
istry has been bungling in this mat-
ter all these years, We thought that
perhaps after the criticisms that were
levelled against the Food and Agri-
culture Ministry during the last so
many years, Shri Swaran Singh will
take up the matter in all seriousness
and perhaps end this chapter of bung-
ling. But T am sorry to say that he is
only continuing in the foot-path of his
predecessor, 1f Government decides to
go in the same path, T am sure that
this policy will only give rise to large-
scale discontent among the cultivators
and among the consumers in this
country.,

So T would request the Government
to consider this matter seriously and
at least announce that Rs. 2 per maund
will be the cane price throughout the
country, And I would also request
Government to appoint a committee to
study the whole problem to assess
what is the real cost of cultivation of
sugarcane in this country and then
come before this Parliament and the
country with a co-ordinated and
rational policy on the question of price
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of gugar, priec of sugarcane and profits

for the sugar industry.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Shri Deorao

S. Patil.
Shri Yashpal Singh

chance, Sir.

Shri K N. Pande (Hata): One is

here.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Patil,
=Y 2o fire mfew : Imemet Agiay,
T Y aWT F A H @ a9t gy
WHY g oV ageeq fzar mar g, A
=TT IEHR! 997 H WRT I K7 AGE 47
afea wa #% Ty vy FRal & W
gial qu fa=e ft wed a5y
gWTd @A g T

wa & wiwmdz § wmr @ g
¥ &7 & @ aqr #fw o= &
X & wF Ger a1 a9 fGar ar 6k
ag 7 91 {% = @ fag o & g
qATEE F FT 4T @, A qEqrE
agl & 98 & UF 49 H "o few
T &, 9= ag fEar A o3 o
& ot aga @ fa=me & g w §)
I 9T qg T A g1 wfEH W
g # g & g% fa=rc agw
g, war A wear

Ffa 7en Aifg 1 wf waw
¥ fraifea fwar &1 S9Y ag a@ar
¢ 5 o g Tigl ¥ SanEw wY
T § a1 SAFT geg fAwifid s
arfen | zEE ot T fagr mar &
IHH Faran o & fF 2 weal #, farre
T I AW H, T /T R G
qr| UF W ¥ 81 wear (wiamw
WEE 4 HIT gET UM H IEY FW
A1 HEAEE WAT WEEw A gEE!
9T 91 HIT S97 $=2@ #wx fawr
F fafws wolt # 91 92 T F1 FiHA
¥ qETT 97 SHET gL FIA AT w @
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F, "ix TEH g7 AT T F g 0w
fwor & o @ o 9 fafm s
T 41, "I TN 47 u=gy 9y T (F
gaw frarufazy TRz faar g1 zaa
qg &7 {gar mar & & 3T el
H g Wi @=ard 7 T3 FHrE e AT
T gaT & 5 afs g st # o
7g givleafs gr @t v 9 WA
AT S faa F:¥ 0

& 1 & waw gY G 3 oAy
T 31 @ % ww=r At § o 38 997
F 9T 99 W &, 1 ANE FY
WETOA! FIET A UF e faar fE
TF HFL 9T R AT FT W (HeAr
& T @Y 9T oY HY ¢ AT g
@t gugr fafaaw smEE Al fasr
Tgr Y T3 W @EETd 7 Freda
8 o g g R dgT ¥
g1 AU gwmE § % wgr ot oW ofT-
feafa § Sw=r wiw & IET =TiEg
vt 3w ofdiafs & wmam 3@ &
¢ %1 fafaaw smew faltsa s 3
=fgu |

¥ g ¥ 0F AT aEem A
T & % o Mo Wit fagR & at
¥t faoig fer mar @, 99 & fag
HTHTT 9L qGT FALT ETAT 147 47 HT
TH WATT H1 AT A TIGT 4T, TET
qaT F7X A T IIET qT—ATIEF 9T
aF F1% Fodr AT Agl dar g g,
ge a% Q¥ WIW AE &7 &€ §-
mg qiiedt & FEEFTE] A ISMAT 4T,
IUT TN WT f@Er #1 @ qEaAae
¥ ofr wifgw Y "I 79 it § g9}
e 1 & agf wwwar § mEEde
g7 T 7T FT FIE A FA
T FT oFEAT qT Ag ArfeT e
Gor7 § TS AW 21T § AT EX OF T
F1 GF 19 BTEH & o, a4t gE
gow W o@g adFT mOwEnr T
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[ 2o faro mrfes]
fag g faug & aewrar g€ @ a1 ag
HIX w1 A BzE W forg #
qEAT FAT & AT AEN, A8 O T
HaTH ¥ O TR WA W AW
FT GA @I I FT FFAT | T
AT o=t ¥ 9ot 79 F A7¢ ° oETEd
F7 F qE ORATIAT X FIAT A0CEQ |

T are § oY ARreEw fegr o4,
Nt Afew faar war, 389 7 foF @A
gzeal A zemma fad, 9 ¥ godie
1T fage & Ay geeg ot mfew
g W W & g TF wAAW
gzeg %1 qg T 41 5 vx v fafomw
w1y 3 9w A9 foeifa f&gr @
I FT 9 T4 7E) w1 °r fF gg W=
a9 gofle w&X fagm # &1 @1
S gE g A A g1 IR
gAfrwm T 4t fF ser st A o
giar &, ® 5 =2z g, &1 ff fom
oY fa=T g1, agi 7 F71 3N I Ay
79 AT arfgr "7l 37 7 #1¢ fafen-
faim 43Y T3 arfgw ) AmdE g
St &1 g g AW fre ¥ fag &
T & WA 7T A TEGT F &
Nfewfemg ) Fammsong fF fom
A AAR 7AT AT 7 oo W17 fagre
& e § 38 qATE 9T 9! fa= §1
F eqra faur g, 39 a<g ag @l wngh
F Ay ¥ aedr & ey owA

el a% Efw-Ieqras a1 T qaTT
g, wifan w3 ag Hify fraife
£ § 5 "wsor w1 w=@! e 7
AT 1 faar s AfwA o= A
et FIfeEY qar 4 §, a1 I oA
sreEred FEr faam smm g o 9w
THFIwew A fer A g W
feafq ¥ a1 #1& W1 w1 W G=T AE
EVTT | gl A% FEA FELEH &
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Tw &, Ifc, Faqifear iz wer wew
AR & AT 3 Freq g, AfFA T
UF g 3T & W TF of4r frear
g1 ag 9T oFT A W A g R
fagrT =7 qoqte # e W § AR
FET WMEI 9 A9 W g1 Wi
T § A1 R, I8 TF WO a9 g,
dffw Ffedt qeic 7 ¥ A fal
g & fefesfrrma 4 @1
O TR F v ¥ gg ara faark
T &

IR HEAW : AT {IEY F T
"G dATE B maT )

& o o qfem: A AT Aw O
Far &, 79 fag ¥ 1 fige O AT
A g

JATEWA WEAW :  ALT, WA WAAN
HEE WOAT WTYW ARt &3

st ¥o faro wifem: & vx fame q
qATE  FET E |

¥ g fEad & 4§ q9An
TR o1, afs auw w7 g F FOw
I9 9T @ A § Fwe wnE
TIEaA & X § FO MR Fgar Argar
| TR AT AGALH A G | TN WA
¥ gusl & ang ar wwanw gur ¥
fe qaifar w7 faed owzg Al
¥ gw A o A famr g gw oA
¥ ggr 9T ==t g, afeq fedt s
#1 §21 7 F oo gaw §1 e
g9 FET 9T g, TH 9T AfAT
TR o FT eoTe TEY fram 9w
¥ g@ A ¥ wvY aw A FRET gFE
g Y wmEe T A 3 AR |
gt famr & ww o @g § fF
wrfat ®dwm w1 dzw TaHe wia-
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argee 4@t &1 ag wro & fewerd
A AT E | FWE AR ACSHA F

art # wdt &% F:1¢ fa=re 7Y fam mar
21 w9 a% 39 ox fawx A fear
ST, A9 IF F6-IeUET AET AT |

st o fag . IMemE wgiEw,
ARAT wdl, wEe an fag, & 9%
s o fr ag feaml & 39 T
41, afFr IER A oRR T—
fagft I=iik 41, 39 F1 /4t fgen
#1 mmmﬁé’fﬁﬁq
qr a9z # fmifear & gk aAd
f& FreawT F am i A weaTT
QW T ¥ W FHR A
w1 79 Wt wrg w30, a7 A7 3w oW
g adta Agt g, o aw fn fae-
aifasi A FAw A fFar Smae
oY OF awel A g@ W@ W G §
AfeT S w9 F oF TEE AE A
79 § oF gua < faar §, @Y 99 At
B ogqu A8 g WA |

FCHMT A g1 A9 T9T A9 WE FT
femr . feA fae-mifes @ ST
T E¢  qgHl AT F 4g wQ
g 5 3 s ¥ giedR =ifew
X £ 1 FTEEHL TART AT AT
AT ¢, |E e WA & A 51 /A
AT &, T ® &4 # wan g, AR FE
7t g2 a% ¥ qarwn g A fwe
ot 99 ¥ gieqe sfaw 12 od, %
FET T GHTE & 7 q\oﬁoa‘?ﬁmﬁ'
g arfaw )

4 I fae-mfas 2z @
2 f& forat #1 dmez o™ T FAET
] AT H v &@ E ) @der
firr @RI foe, weRge faer o
#gas fr=, & fae @t o=t A &
e & §, Afea oF fra-mfas fosady
F fgara & 9 v wwardAT & gEwr
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§ ¥ &YX [T & WL AT 9L w9y
T g1 T S A @R fear
AR | AT A FIOE, U, @S K
frat #1 fager A8 @ M g,
uq fdt ot qime FaifedT % feradd
w1 fagre adf <ar v §, @t foe a2
fagra & o7 grfra A =mp s
anfge |

fRam 1 feawa 1 qagar avg
fopaT %1 g7 & 99 faa 18 & i fa=-
Mfas JA At e, IT F AAFE TAT
N E I w7 AR, Al AW
¥ FT gAY Tz AX F A AT o
wE ZieqE AT 7 AW A T g
R IY FEAFE ) 57 gy B
aen e @

o 9 R e S¥w # O s e
o¥ ®IT AT g AT §, 9w fv  fawent &
o FrAmifar @, @t fF qadaz
T Aeqr g, 13 WG WA T I ¥
Yo &7F A9 * fgama ¥ I wEar &,
A1 w1 w7 TG & R FTRARTC ®Y
IaF gmaar T fear aw o #aw
of@r & wvav g, ot fgrgrm % aw &
soTar AT qar w0 K gm oA
oF gy /7 fraa g 1 & dma g fF
ZATX WET AT 33 ®94 AT [T 8, Afew
gAg &1 WM W AT agr T ¥y
13 79 & fegmma g &w smar g1 A%
for w2¥ & s o & =2fad wmw
WL U # w2 wEw g
fErg o § g we wT
AT FL, AAT AAT HAA AT FT
sz Y AT AT T E, AW AT gl
@ fear o mr

O ER1 A7EC § AT g
2 fr a9 § 7gdr foradt & daz 1
g fear 9 | W A T FTIEETT
97 F7AT 8, INAN AN 77 AIE qF
grt arfgor——vamar & g &1 ey
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T OFT FE I | W WiFAT F9 W
A i g, 7 f'mA & g9 97 M
9 @A 'Y w9 T qET #9330 A
1€ &0y 761 & [ gvan @0f w0 1w
1 AHZ T F | W AFI IrE T
R &7 YT FUf, 47 FTEET wOw
o1 FT 9T HIAT | T TIT, FAGH
gy, gfrafaar md @ @ ged
T g s | faw TH AW W F
gmq feasg a1 & 7 wwr Gar WA
Fren o frar €, swan & fordzfen
g & foor oefafgem & ) 3=
fermiz st =1 J[mvRT fFw &t
mglﬂﬁoﬁromu FHFET BT
=y § foasy =W g ¥ S
§F 99 T%@ F fowmr m@r g,
qF TET qNT FE faamr o g,
oft A gAOT A fr g @, 99 ¥ Ag
sgufa & gud ¥ qar g &, v faw
¥ ¥ g a1 oF foas) aft v
qr & | SEE qaEr T g R s
wreHT & freanr o s e amam,
Faw faei A gooa &1 w1 @eE
qt A @ & o frare sowr
AT AT § | 48 +Er A g
fear wg oF FNAET F O WS
FALHT A1&TE H | Iiv =9 & *gr fw
O Eg HIE OF TF I AET QAT §, W7
w7 991 & 5 a9 waw @ gk g,
a1 gAT §1g w7 afgy | wrdo
o THo WHAT 7 FErfwE guw AT
QATEEHS W T g1, gFE aF H T
T | fImEr 9F e g A
fegrar mar g, feamt & faanr @
T FH g1 a7 fawrar aar @,
9% g19 ¥ ag wewar 31, a1 famw awe
& famm &1 g % gar g1 T @
¥ wpdar g 5 59 § og fFmma &
fegazfea &1 F7 ¥ feqqada a1% =
JITTHA FET WU |
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goer am av & & famra &1 e
F W7 gURAT & 1 |t fgegwna #
FN F I FS &1 WA TH FT WA
fror

w7 § wieargas a1 ad FEar g
o w7 T g fF fwa a1 aw g,
FHYRHT & | AT @RET q Y
foge @a # gg mraT @1 v aww @)
' EY @7 & feww & wwdar ¥
iTeTEaT @A ¢ W17 9 wizerga
F1 EFETT AHT T @ A7 G 0T
FreaFfeaa aadrg | swag ¥
F7FR UT A F 6 g &Y EwT
AT &Y § 1 og W Ffw HEr A
e ¢ fe 5= foame & o o= w10,
T @rATAT WEIT & fEme o6
SR ¥ Y T RicATsaCd dr F
GERT g AT Y | Tg YAEHRET
T fFama & # at & 1 0w T8
q@Ee feeer & afvst =1, fooedt &
a1 7T sfEgT v, faedt & aoAma-
Tl &' g faema & fag @@ @10 s
AT AT FT AT IEET § faedr
faew @ § 7% gu<t aww fawm #
gfearga? &Y ¥ g@R €@ 99
FE AT AT H FATHAEE F@TE )
TH TG W I AR AT @FAT g |
W g ¥ fFam € gl & g T8
HFT &1 @AT & | gATC M1 HET
frm F a2 & frma & g@ &
A §, THAT aXATD B TEHS &, )
afea faw faam & gmes 3 a0 FX
WE N gg AaTes Mwfae @2,
mg fas w1 31 wwow fae
arfe® ® gaw g, =er %1 gaw ¢ &
Y TE FET AW &7 § ST &7,
CU-GAUNG EL IR E s S C
f& saaT @2 W amm wTET §1 AT
arr ¥ o wifesi €1 avh aEy a9
o1 €, g AEY &Y 1@ & | ¥y
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frorra & forerd g 7 ¥ I Q@
g\ o9 feam &1 WX §Wg A
a9 F AR, WA I F q@r @\
@A F AT, AYA I=91 F) ACH ¥ AIAA
F 72, 3T § §A F q1¢ |3 "G 906
[T JUAT & AT F1T W IFT WOQAT T
fs Fvasr 1 fag mfasi & s
¥ fgrt 5 fog, 3681 =9 feam
& foag, gare ddTO T FE |99
s fram & fag 2F & &fea o
fram & AT F $19 F g §, 98
fram g7 8, a8 fram g5
FTH AGH F AT & | FARN AEAT
fazm ot wrdr g, &PEA Wl
wiZf & @b 3R woR 3 fagy A
TAT AT W ¢ T AuAME T4 www
WMAAZAAET T4 3 TFNE AT
iz A g P ¥ a3 43
gL & FITET & F TWET A4 X X
gaife7 19 F @317 1 qA WY AE
wga difay

frag f57 foeaq a3 3T wEer
989

oi% afaat & fomT &1 o a@d
FT Y7

QI AT §HITE AL FT THG AT W06
TAETE A F AFAT & | A wIE Y
qz, WERw ag grdar § 5 e
T W AT F qare w1 g0 qfedw
Faf ‘& g7 Afqr = & faq
5 fF froa grgie g1 ord ms A"
FAT AL AL, FYTATA AT TT
Y¥ FET TAAT H oA F wEer A
g d7 AR 2 fF § 3 ' 1% A A
FOr g A #@ ¥ AR WL
qg T A FCA AT ER WG d A F
gfare 7 $fag |\ § @19 4
foFady faeew & 7 w7 faar s
qfgr " o gmad aiaA §
grerde ¥ A fad am =fgd
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! wrafATe Qi saTeas w5,
™ ® A F garF qr g g A
F§ arT qgA g1 AR & | A T o
giFa adfr & £ g =l 7 A
Ffear & farmr g ax & & =t
ar whegar == Y §, Afew 7% a3
g F a1z 7 AT KT FHY 7T ATTAT,
IAF AT FATT FAT ZT, FTARD AW
e B

# ofr 1 AAA ®IET R A
g 33 Fur & v w1 37 Pear
wr g oag i At F faafad ¥
ar#roard g oAy o K wwAa g
fs mw oy fage aax famm ag
fr 74T & 77 37 SF% F7 T 477 T2
AR E | HALT A g A AT &
frgr mar & 1 A1 9w A wEET 7
FY ¢, 994 13 3 IF W& | AR
qIATEAIFR AT GE gaqaq
IEH FIARF TF W & | T AL AT
ST F NS A1 FF IF § 59 & wyOst
JIAATAT AT § |

" gATC o Fro AT fagre & wozal
A fafgg 1 gFr mAm oz fegr ar
faadt g 27 970 AT AF F IW
it @it Fr 41 77 F7r 971 v ag T
gL &7 ¥ grr fgg 1+ & I8 I=-
Frir & fag aamar =vgar § fF 93
Wi ¥ &1 €99 99 a9 71 19 g APFA
avgd ¥ f7 ot 37 g1y dw A 4¥
o T FT AE E

&t frareitm So ¥MwE ¢ IEE
TEHIT AT 8 7

oY wraitary @t¥ : ag W1 ARy
aamET F 1 QEYY WIT ENY F ATEA
# wg fr fafer sdw g a4
7 gy 1A w0 T fEegEAE & A
et ¥ T w747 AT WA TT T AR
3 gy 29 fagra &1 w@ER fea
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war a7 fF g ¥ gw 73R T AW
sarEr g wfga o 3o s g fw
oI A1 A Fgor g€ @, A F1€ Wi
sfrawrmar g FAE Fgar i g6
R T AW G FH T@TE T AT AT
wgrar w31 =fgs o gEE wer oA
fa<a At & 1 1 Afe & aoma |
g.fe ot fagrea mrg fanm & @y
qexy ¥ whwre fegr, oo o a@r
fagra 7@z & fa=fes & = &
f® Y 397 W= IAv 92w W fagre
# 3 A w29 aAT AW qar A
g1 W A Fwa O wqw 1w T@w
qar wiwr faw @r ¢ 1 Wy 9 A,
a4 #rf oA AR

IEAYT T fo T vy = oM
w1 & g mar g, 54 frwraa fae g
g a% &=d go do T ATAT &
ar fagre @1 At 3, fF awt o7 oy
W guemdl 39 I ] TG a7 7
31 @AW A AT AT A AT A"
ap ws v g | afew s= 7% 397
wzw §F ofvadt fa=i F1 AwAT &
gt 9% T3 A7 AT 77 Wy owwm g
TS AT F3A F7 IIF T Y2 F HA
g EF W F AT 4 AfFT wd 3
FTW o AT v5 BT AT 2, ATAR
g% & g wfeqar g1 w2 2, w7 wr
AT WIT AT WA 1 AT AT qS
FRaT &9 771 2, T3 AW fAAsT @7
mIRTT Fed §, AFe TwA 2, T 17
& FH Wid 97 7 AT AT AT F 99
sfazar a7 Fif, A7 wEmE 93 97
TFT | =2 IF 9 T AT & iF A%
FroEATE

gAWl 4g1 A1 vy & oAy
" g94f 97 fam7 w9 gmr oo &
Tmar g fx adt A 7@ aw ¥ faf=a
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Aframd g FIFargraar g @t
S WY X A7 41T ZE, (ERT 2FAT FAT
foma Fraf & faw gwv a7 38 2
&3 &1 g Autw fesgrma | fyw
g7 gd g 1 = oW gEET 3@ A
maFY o Faer g7 AT ady Ry g
% ¢ f oF fam dar 97 9w 5w
& 719 At mwga A4 w7t & 0
adY 73 2\ Sraw a1 93 2 3w
e fyrgena H §X TR TEEIT AW
AT | FEEE H AR AT e¥I F § AW
ot N7 UFT A WHT ATAT F@T 97
qgT AT 3 ATE € EATT TFY H AT
qFrar At & 1 '/ ot femd & oo
w1 &I @TE

ot frrraly va o e faw
AT AT o TN F AT STRT 41, I0
LLod

=t wTATG ofE g9 Az X qA
S A FT FFF | AR AW FGIAT
g Afgr FLAFAE | WEW AT agA
T AT TAATATE | AGT A qEUI-UY
¥ co ZATT UFT ¥ AW KT @47 ZidT 4,
AfFa W q ®T@ sy g7 OFT A
TR FTAAN F1 TN | gAY 9T A AW
qara ¥ Aay | gF= H 2 ATE 99
g uFe Afw H aw 1 AT 2 9
A qLyv-y2 W, W A 97 § AE
&5 ZATT UFF F qH &) @dr grar g
s A A wiw qo Yo XX A
afgy | I qg 3% AW s= ZAIY
uFT FHIA F TR A1 @A 214 T agy
TTH 22 ATF &3 g7 0FT q(R 7
T A A Ziy & § TgA e g
fe 57 & & w2w a8 @ 5 izem
A1 OAT wET Tgar & faw A ag mgar
G847 oI 9 FL gk | AfFET 4§
ary & Afew # s Twar g 907w
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7 agT faear ot G A £, FF
wifae oF gz Z1iT 7E aF g9 TH FY
gf w7 gF7F § ar famdr 2o oo
TH FY TGT AT £ | WL AT A TEY
& gEearr EATE fR e Avg A wg
a3 TEr & IW A7 A frewT a9
JA IAA

& wre ®Y =rer & Iy F oY T
s

Q¥ WA AR T q 3w i
e 1ar & o Arfrges fead 9 &
gz Wt A FgAEY

ot s at¥: g8 Wt a7 )
TIETAT T ETAT T0G WL T A& 3
UL A9 J9T & AY a7 WY TA9T 9FAT

g

TG AF FIUAA FT HATH B, TERT
Wit e ey | & Tgrow w1 A §
/7 qe4e-ys ¥ 9t w9 glwar .
NAMA 47T IW FT AT H &%
Tz ZiAT qr afEs a8 59 988953
Ho. o= wur | gAT T7E § wEE
¥ sgt #1 qive-ys ¥ g gfear
HEFA FT 9.2 GI@<  FAT g7 Tl
a7 98%9-%7 ¥ § . qw@w Fr mr,
AT W A7 98ve-4s § Y. & 9w
YT AT FZT AT QRE -2 ¥ ¥ 9T
ZAT 1 AT A7 A To dYo ¥ AT 1 T@
QAR I7 TE B | AT qeye-ys
agt or Wi 3fewr @ dgreEw &
9199 FAT F7AT 47 T 8T 9€59-€%
F ot adr quoo TRz g fagw ¥
¥ Ao fF el #9 qeYe-ys ¥
§.3 9T FNAT 91 F@ &, & TA=
g | 38 fa7 & onw @ FgwmaT WA
g I zg oF dar fagu & o9 av @
Tt THATESF fanT F7T o3
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& zq A FT oA T § fF
FAIL A% A AAY A 08 Awy ¥ ug 0
qearer oy qw feqfs ot o1 FF oo
g A afra Frf Faww Tg A5 w7
/3 4 fF 99 A FET wE W IW
AT FT 4 FF T surE A @@ §IT Ay,
Afgzal w1 surer A suET a0t g g
# T & AT 98 FT =T § 1 AR
A ot oF I qr e & 2 3
7g fF gt 2w § & v WRHT W
TR ¥ &0 F § 1 fyoe av o qgi
T grATgiE Qv o g s
w1 mY Y 7 4 ST /T Frea o
& 7Y 39 B oy A &Y ) W ag
#fipa 7ga AT aF Ao WY A WA
oF T W FEER 6T A AAGHE-
Yr WY ¥ ¥T ) og@O wEw WY
g1 g9 X g 4g 2w g R oF wdan
oY 29 aqr A § T feT ger &
T 9T & 1 FET WMT ¥ FE7, 999
ared & o ot wrg ¥ T FT W
AT & a7 2l &, 2y waar & f oo
g # 71 F9 ¢, afew & o0 gravw
# AT T 297 T0Ear § 5 5 A
I TR ¥ TW WENF AA EE oy
At & fAag W &1 dar wA
7rRg w3 EAM HT WmaE & e Y
ga dror # mar far 1 33 fad srg Y
q7 dq 1 fa=7 &3 F @7 97 F
gm a7 7 wfgd o ag 7iv sfaa
g aifgy 1 & 38 fawir A yaww
F7a1 g, afea arg @ anen dAr wem
g BT 33 0T A AT H A w9 X
9Y BT T FA FT #5271 FAT o Fo
3 fa¥ 5w e @ agr sg &7 ag oy
g g3 fF a9 aqy mEFaF ar s
T faAt ® 9 /7 oA F faw T4y
dzr &1 o¥%

fam g% 8 1 FhEwE qw
F Arwy 2 24T a7F } A F7 qG FEw
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q¥m ff fasy @i Ff A fad
WrEsws g% @ SEF 39T Y @ I8
o WEe F fawy T ST fZar wg
arfw faaft femmes frmra &Y 1 3aam
KT AT 2 | TA I (FAAT F AT F
Tt F §ow I g2y A AAE e
AT | T TAL AT AT WA A T
aT{r wzfega waer |

W) @ (QTE) I g,
/AT 5T AT 7 &7 T 9T w7 ar iR
Fa9 Jo qro AT (Fe07 § 71 3 %o "7
TF T AT 9T 97 famT T & AT gTRy
TeTH H I agraT T € A weg 9wy
8 F L F TS gAAA £y ML |

Q% AMRAG #HG:

Hfaeat € 1

agr fEa

oY 'y g9 § 1 20T F I
g A fem g1 ag FgAT E R
HeF WS FT IS 97, i ¥ waAT E,
qrew § | 7@ A9 A G | qg
&Y T F1 A FEAT § fF T T o Yo
o7 fagre & fafaeet g9 & oo 9
T 99 AT TAT § W qfarsie &
'ﬂ;o'ﬂ‘omﬁﬁl?*wmﬁﬁ%
ag W19 savet /91 2% 17 § ) W IER
Fr A F AFT N awar g oAy
T e gy, W & 9w ¥ agAd Ag
g, afea 70 FgT1 Faq a8 ¢ & v

The Minister of State in the Minis.
4ry of Food and Agriculture (Shri
A, M. Thomas): In Madhya Pradesh,
all the factories are getting Rs. 2.

st &y : & w1y F1 FFemar g 59w
3 T AT | We AIW A @i T8 F FW
Fg= FT fagr T § ARl 9% FAGr AT
ATH & I Qo WIH HIT 93 HTo WA &
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feama & 2% &, a8 =g < fF o forg
SHT FT A1fgd  IH TFT FT 781 & |
W A ¥ g 7g & fr et srg qo
ST 9 Ao HF 7% FT 00 fzar amar §
O FEY q 7g o7 aa AL faar )
T & @rq qrq TR F qregE 7@ A
wer w3W & e F1 & @9 W
AW mET A A q@T &\ AW A
fas 77 2@T & fF &%0T 91 @@ @
qeAT & FHifF AT FA9 AT SR
F AN W7 F 909 §, BN & UHE
W |0 A9 & @ § AfF e
fafrm Ffeeget @ =7 wd § &
fgrz=rma &, WX 3T AT FIE ATTATESS
FEqT EHIT A1 FAA Fo dro H FHY AT
wrgE 4 |/ fagme ® oo e
qEIeE ¥ VAT a1 ARl FY wmare Ay
A ¥ A7 & A @l g, At
ey 939 # F9 4AG AT FIE ATATTIES
ETEI AT § I FT T F TR aTar
&5 78 ¥ | gNTX Wew WM F OF &
fafrex & s ag zo T G A qA
arew At | dfF o agm g fF e
LEIEER: SU

Mo TH gum Tag  |T | ey |

Way: Agm § war afeq wmw
R A0 AgY | @1 A7 FeN ag § 7 wA
TRA F1 AW F AR AT A BT
1 s agfead &, dfwT o9 ¥
F UG FT TCF €A A7) f&ar 1 w4y
¥ Twr 48 f wror wTvawTC A fz-
o forw WA o farert @, SR E
& fam g & A% 99 &1 9 I
g qgar § 1 S Agw § 99 F fgaw
q FT WY A WH FT GTH q@ET |
#fes wfawm ¥ fag gw< 21 fo qq
swfa & § SH IFT A A A Wiy
&7 fear | ¥fET aTET a1 o F /v



6199  Discussion

g & 1| W uF faa 7 w7 5 w9 F am
wft qer 1 Aify 78 & 1 wfa qe7 Hify
T A% AT F WA A5 &, FOTFR T
TS fFar o1 & 9 & wiwS 99 A%
sma F oqra A & fsva @ Td &,
A9 7% AT F TIAA TF 2 822 F1 |/
Tt 2, WY AT 7 IT &1 9ra 737 faaw
g, amEt 39 wiad F fok 8 =g
™ fad o= A § mafr &, 7
#md § At & | @t 94 wEET ¥
#g1 fF gt 97 3 g0 WA Prar @wrAT B
& w9 § oAt =Rar § 5 ar saa
FT wE A F O F, g fusi F,
ARG U F WA AT F 9§ 7
# ggl @ W AAT E ) A8 9T WA F
a7 90 =T 97 TWe F qTRT 2T T
famar & 1 2347 &Y A%, ST F Ay
wdt @A § qw W IF o0 934w
HE ATS VR aF T80 SgAT 977 & a9
FET AT AT & | AAT AT g F AT A
ey 939 F art ¥ w0 7 §8 T4 fRar
AT Faw fagre 7 S 93w F qrav
&1 727 faar | T Fi FgETMAT

oF MAAE WG AT F qg0 A
T T 2, agh &1 5941 94 fgut Swar

2

st @3 & qu g 5w O
¥ gg Wi fawar & 1 § S FTE )
Fq0 AT FT FFAT 2, SUL TIW &
FrEwT gEr §, afeT 7o w=_w &
FTYTFTC ST 5 &7 THE &, FY TA7 19
#, afx 37 &t affeafa oo 3G® a1 wm
FT qAT AT | T F AT F I A
forar & =9 #1 =77 AfEd | AR A AT
S &1 a1 qg1 Tifgd, afz swE
9o UFE F TAT FMT { WL IW F T
HA AT G, 1 TAAT AF AT §, AEY
T AL AT E | FH NFIC F T
TTHE WA &7 gar g fF wmaEn
1880(Ai) LSD—5.
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A AT AT @ AR F3A7 2 R iy WX
Tq Y FIA FET ATT HTZAR FTT
FT FT AT I frav )

@t wffar seIsr Afasw
¥A92 &, F 3% & feara 78t w@ vy
EF ArwT IA%  fraw wimar ¢
e fszar war gar wifz 1 g W gAAy
wf5arg &Y & | 79% 9% IAA hEd
TF TN F A F S FEAE DA 2
Faifs gATL Tz Azd A3 & S0 fF
FAT TIW AR fEgre # § ) 9@ @
g F AT F AT AT FoET AT
FArT Fizq Az A 7231 ¥ 5 franr
g HF F AT 94T g1 a8 @AW
FT T T AT | AT AT AAATTZ
o7 F1% Jzr naddz &1 wfoe agr
A FEAT E A1 AT 78 WAw 21 PR At
FI QTAT AT FFI AT F I H 7 QY
17 719 917 ITF 7eY § AT THA
IAHC AT AT AT &, TAHY AdY W30
ST WX QUAT A1 IR far straw
21w fa3gq & e woe wag w3w A o
HTT AN &1 I FTT FF &1 WA T4 34
a1 9gi wEIT R |

gAY wgi Fgraqd g f& grare &
2991 J1AT F AE1 AFAAT ATI F TTAAT
g | AT FIHIT Heq 2W & fwaAt
#1 17 ® IfEq T AR 0 A WA
g, W& gz g ;T FA "y
A% ga 3YEVE W a1 qfET gard
Ffsar ag & fr wex 93w @gr & agq
g &, A A A e A & ) AfF §
arg g fx og feafy @ 5@ | ) 9w
wa fagre /1 ga7 93w A fa7r § a2y
gy #gr @ faar @7 1w} w7 gw
ara & W i g7 far o fF
e wIW H aE @ FreEE #1-
forgar @=1 qEaT & |
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Shri D. D, Puri (Kaithal): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, 1 found ‘it extreme-
ly difficult to follow any part of the
speech of the speaker who preceded
me. In Madhya Pradesh he says
cane growers get 10-12 annas per
maund in some parts. I dare say that
there is no grower anywhere in India
who does not make much more than
twice the amount suggested by him,
be it that the cane is changed into
gur or khandsari or sold to factories.
1 do not know whether the place he
has in mind is outside India.

I welcome the hon. Minister’s state-
ment of the 12th instant as far as it
goes and it goes fairly far. In one
or two respects, however, the state-
ment hag been a disappointment. At
the tail end the hon. Minister says:
"I would not like hon, Members to
pet the impression that the Govern-
ment is committed to maintain the
present level of cane prices.” Is it
seriously suggested by the hon. Food
Minister that the sugar situation 1is
going to ease between now and Ist
November, 19647 If they think so,
they are under a serious illusion.
The sugar situation will not become
stable until we have at least five
lakh tons of supar as a cushion stock.
For the next 12 months we have an
international commitment to export
three lakh tons of sugar, whatever
we may or may not produce. I do
not want to sound pessimistic but in
all responsibility 1 think between
now and the 1st of November, the
sugar situation for the consumer is
likely to continue to be at least as
bad as it is today and it will neither
be sound nor intrinsically correct nor
even pnstihle to  reduce rane prices
below their present level. Then, why
do you not make an announcement
now that at least for the next season
the price will not be below what it
is today; the cane for the next season
is goineg to be sown shortly after
now. You will inevitably have to pay
this price next year; yet you are
frightening ths grower and scaring
him away from putting more area
under cane which alone will solve
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your problem, The present is the only
way of paying (he maximum price
and deriving the minimum  benefit
from him, That is to say, paying Rs. 3
this year that too by instalments in
certain areas, certain other areas
have certain other rates—leaving it
uncertain whether the grower will
get the same price next year. I go
a step further and say that if you
are serioug about producing 4 or 4:8
million tons of sugar in this country,
you will have to maintain the price
level at Rs. 2 a maund zs the minimum
and also linking price to recovery.
Even now it is not too late; sowing is
shortly going to start and the Minis-
ter should make an unequivocal
statement for the next season at any
rate that the price will not be lower
than what it is today,

I am against discrimination between
certain areas snd cthers. 1  have
stated repeatedly that Rs. 2 a maund
is the minimum price and 9 per cent
recovery alone will solve the prob-
lem. There is no ghort cut to it
We plaved with this problem far too
long. In certain other aspects too
there is  discrimination. Certain
zoneg produce sugar at Rs. 8- per
quintal lower than ir. certain other
areas. Under the control system the
price paid to these areas is Rs. 8-9
above those paid in other areas. I
want to go on record against discrimi-
nation in the matter of price of cane
but also in the matter of controlled
prices of sugar in this country,

Now. what happens to the con-
sumer? It iz admitted that 66 per
cent of our country's cane goes into
gur and khandsari. Today the prices
of gur and khandsari, at their lowest.
are 100 per cont above the price last
year. True, a large part of this price
does not go to the grower but to the
middleman. But the consumer of
khandsari and gur surplus areas pavs
between 25—30 per maund in the sur-
plus areas to Rs, 70—80 in some deflcit
areas and on account of the inter-
state restriction, ,
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Therefore, I respectfully suggest
that this  discrimination should be T ¥ ST aW & ofewdt et
removed a5 between one part and # Y fueli 3 € w1 wa w7 aw v

another part of the country, in all g7 HR gdf fadt & G 7 w1 FH

aspects, be it the price of cane or the
profit allowed to be retained by the fﬂTg’ﬂl”ﬂ'T 1 s & T AT & ag

sugar industry, etc. Sugar is one of YO =gm § fx fewm = ey
the most controlled industrieg in the GG ¥ &Y a7 T, OT @) w1, WO
country. All parts of the country EEN s 3
should be treated without any dis- DAL SUR UL
crimination whatsoever. 9 & gardt gTHT #4 A2w q7 qmw
FT &0
I shall make one or two observa- )
tions about what the hon. Member ¥ ogmy A oanT XA g fE
from Saharanpur spoke. He deliver- =1 &I 7T T AT T FTT F47 ATt

ed g tirade. I could not follow whe- %‘ R N E'T‘Tl' fF 9853 ¥ ard

ther he was speaking on this motion .

or anything else. T could not parti- ¥ &7 @@ 74T #T 4T g M7 1| AT
cularly follow his crticism with qTHI t{iﬂ‘iﬁﬁ"( A o foars a o
regard to the formula according to . - #
whict the cane price is to be paid on ¥ feran a f ﬂfr 85 TF T aw
the percentage of recovery. He said 3o 3 wra #fzF o9 W ot o7 f%

that it does not apply in the case of 3 ¥ ama
wheat or rice. 1 respectfully submit ft qr 99 SRR

that in every agricultural commodity ﬁ‘ﬁ?‘ T AT AT BPiECHED AT 9T |
0 In every ther commodiy price st g s 7 963 F Q@
or rice ::- anyt,hing eIs:. After all, s s t@. gﬁ’ o fF qR%R & ¥o
when the grower sells his cane, it s  firef =of @} oY | AT F 99 7%,
amart from everything olse. which 1833 TF 9. ¥ @ AE 27 b
only trash, literally and metaphysi- #1 & a1, 97 fF fra7 aws 30 awg
cally, Therefore, like everything else, & 3¥.30 T& #fe® o AT FT @F
e e it o fr cne ShUE | e g e o1 24, 0 0
basis, Tq A X 9gEd & fF mR #7 o9
2 w9 wA FG SATal AE &
sl famm wwz (SR

Torerer wEEw, & WA w4 S 7 oy How w0 a1 fond
R fegma & 9w A avs eqw WHE 7 (A # fRRaA owe e
fearer wTEaT g, forw ¥ sty wgrar ¥ A0 H §9 Ares fKRAAw 20 smea
fF qdf 3o7 R & w9 & ' W= W F: 9%.5Y, EITA FAAT 4T-
e 1o T 8, AT T e famre T, wdtew, &8, qiEEd 9T

#rm AR fae w7 ¥ oaw @ Y.y, FTE AF ATRATT 0 3. %o,
fefraa femr wmam, aw dwe @Ew dfw gwwifed: o, weaa I
A, w7 AR ¥ W o @A & Qo e, fEd 1 Reg, fam &
S 1§ o ¥ R wom amgar dled 3. 3o w4 g g, W fR
g aw A Tw aww wwedw A BAC A aEa & 1 ag fRTT qae-as
aTEE & 'Y 99 Ix fAd A7 & oY # 3 w7 & froegdt oefET ¢ose
& qf ofeet fasi § 18 A are- & 1 qeys-we N HYT AT AIEE
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T T84T 8, 9= fF ww AT mae
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W | 57 a9F G 90,90 T
M 3. of, TYT AT FCAT | w0
1 3¢ w9 A9 TH 7 FraA &7 A0,
aq Wt T & faed qer W ¥
FIE w47 ALY FA

affq § TR ¥ qwAr 9w
g o #m a7 from & goxdt B 4 33
TEHE FATH 7T g A1 Fgrgram w1 FAr
A1 gz & A 33 wwEE wAw
JY 31 =T &Y OF oY wae 2, fya §
¥ wEIA &1 &1 97 w99, a7 A1 w94,
A g a7 33 9792 al
A gAY ¥7 ¥ @ FET oA
feam «1 39 # ¥ T gAr g3 A
I A FEA @AT g1 AT T E

gt a® freadd #1 "y g,
T godfo H qeyy-ue ¥ fFad
9o 9THZ, qEYE-Y9 H &.¥¥ THE,
9849, . 4c F &, &3 gTHEC AW q8ys—
qEYE H &.ec W@z 47 | fmadr
1 qvdz fa= arer g7 L 9 39 A
Forg ¥ e |y W, Og A1 oagter
F Ag #T g9 )

ot famera D (Fafear) @ @
WiFE Fgl F & 7

=t faam wave : § e FwE
&t fOe & wiwg §

Wt frma ow ;i Hpolﬁ'a

AT ga7 fage ¥ qo TWdE WAT A
goT |
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=t fagm wa@: & AEAT G2
F ax # fear gm fF qdf gaT wR_w
A qeuy.u # o g@e faad
gt 1 g, vag ¥ wurar § )

gt aF aA6T X ¥ wEA
e go dto H qanu-u¢ ¥ quy o,
qexe—ye ¥ 949 fr7 AT qexu-ys
¥ 93R fem g guv \ w7 afer 37
F E &, A1 A T FEE HIF ASFAT
TS a¢ WAT FLAT ¢ | K AT ATHT
2T Lo § AT FEE ATE ATTAIA I H(E
€ .9 T gET g, AT afFT TT 930
7, 9 FTET UTE ATSHOA Y. % &I
goTiE gt g A we afwr 29
qce &, A1 ®EE ATH ST ¢, {0
Y TCACEAT & 1 58 dE ¥ A
UF & §74 W9 TS WIE TS FH
1 o, A1 @z dan e &1 e g,
FifT faai 1 @U«r g1 aIATAT Y
a1 ¥ /T T FIH T4 AT &, 71 99
FrdaT fram F9% & 2T o4, T8
qIq qaF F F8 WA g0

Afgasr @7 fefaoegea & =
FY qri-aredzs F q¥ o fewal w9
faar #71 & 1 Afew g 2 ¥ faafa
7z & fx fwa aw qrafes 3 g
e g: "1A 44 feary I, afew 7 aeae
¥ g gEfagt 1 AT 399 § 6
ATz § AT, @ 79 €90 99 & fg@a
¥ fa5a # | 39 & wevay Aiafey, @
AT gAY ari-ArseEA F FIOA, I,
BIATEAT FATZ FF AIA a9l & | T
g At F71 G Y frre @ fagr s
HET | WHIL A A7 41w AT TR
7 FWA TG K g, 98 ot fram A
faat € =ifed 1| & a1 7w fF R
Iy sy grl v wq A fram
Y fagr o7, @t &t IR WE AreaqA
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H waY Tt &, 59 | F AER
g F 9 97 urasd g A
e A g A faat ¥ sy #
® w47 AgY oo

# At w5t o F qrdar FEAOT
fgag 7@ @t & dHegow foT
T F | § dogama v Iaat faar
gxar g fF woe feama &1 ard &
we ot fagr S, a= o fadt &1 #18
waE A Qw3 v & fE A
¥ oA &1 ama @ & fggEm
¥ ghar F1aq @l AT AT W -
< fFaet # faer @ SR g,
@t ag sifaw &1 5 #woa qiaT &
arf €% w9 &1 A fafeam w9

JqETH WERW : A1 Fo e
faardr

8hri Bishwanath Roy: Sir, I come
from a district which has got 14
sugar factories.

st Fo Ao faardl : FaTETEY W
x, § I gt & T SAr SgAr
&1 fF g@e AT qgEdl gra w@r T
a1 gEre AmAmA ¥ QwAl R
gyqder & fadr w3 &

it Aigw e (frenia) oo
wer § ar FeeTE ?

] Fo Ao fadt: Fggam &
gagad § 5 50 7w ¥ 578 qugme
fagrz, gofle WIT gL Wil #1 7 F
faar mar & 1 fage % dieira 77 &
fF g oF drT A, A TR &
fegdt fafaeer 4, o @q & femr
t —

“The sugarcane production in
Bihar has come down to 472
crore maunds in 1862-63 from
11'38 crore maunds in 1960-f'.."

AGRAHAYANA 30, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 193 620g

qg 9Nt fagre &Y & g@ @ ¥
AT A FT AT AR & 1 A FHY
g% vOET #1077 a1 {5 Fwmy g9k
fag ot &Y 1 &y oY g sfaq 7 &
o7 @Y 4t | 9 zafad g fE owra
R 7 qq0E F GEA AL AW HR
& 5 q | g #1041 5 A s
T F cAiEAw AgT FH AT @
¥ fraae gg & 1% wre @rer &1 A v
T &, 78 wit & Aifaa £ faar o
it e E 0 IAST A qFIT w
feqromg @ifs fFam & ww=x  T=m
FEdT F1 F1E AT T @ AR fFEA
F@ F TG GAT FT TH AL A=A
AT F@ &7 g g% |

g wm foar & @z aw 9w
wrd w1 gfaw w1 omae g

“The factories located in Maha-
rashtra, Mysore and Andhra and
some other States have been
showing a profit of Rs. 60 lakhs to
a crore of rupees per year in
their balance-sheet whereas the
biggest in Bihar has hardly earn-
ed Rs, 10 to 12 lakhs in the peak
year of 1960-61."

fram ®1 @ w7 faed & garer @
gt 7% A @, § gmar fadw a8
#ar § | fram gy & a, § awaar
g 5 fram & foaqar samar frar a3
faer | Jawt grea AT @ | S and
gre § gual faar wfaw fasy, gaAy
€Y wfas ga=ar geir | &few ag T A
T FT AT QAT & qg g AT Fara
mr g & aEar g fr g8 d=rEr
|1 FT 9 AR F Ay g 0F
sfamm &Y fafer 57 ar 1§ ow
femédea gar@d FUF AT AT
X AT W afgr qrew mfe @i
g T AT AT FGT G 2, KT
®T 7 QAT &, T A AT Q-
59 &, FET 997 AAME | 39 A A
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[5r Fo ATo fAAT(Y]
® T FET FF A6 & fEd W
enfrr §% WRigeF qofas m
frifa &3 1 @ s foadt o=
S w7 ﬁ{iam @t wear gy

-, KPR T

!’leﬂﬁﬂwrzéz g Y
fra &1 faoar & =ifgd | o
¥ 91T @0 Sl 9T oY st e WY,
o ¥ FE gaus agi g 1

o ¥ § uw fraga " &3
wgar § f& o it feem wY gfawd
¥ SuH Sueew &1 o wifgd
. gaT w2, fagr, qure wfs # o
o & qrg 75 1 95" foF ¢ o
¢ st & ariz s g afew ame-
§f fAm s agar g 5 @y
gfaurd, 9% @@ #,  q #, 60eg
o &1, & Y, feEw w1 faeEy
wifed 1 T8 W A W fadi
1Y, & W grgAT @

st forx Ao § wrew o vy
Fergw g FE I B AW g s
WIHFAM @1 § &Y Far
OF 197 &9 A FL AUAT BEA a7
JHE FF A § ) A wIAL AT
WWE & O HAF TH G T
wmgiaaa'ﬁa?WI%w%faq ¥
R 9T E | 9I9H &1 RTT 5 T FI9q7
ﬁﬁl%;m“(ﬂﬁmzﬁirsr’r(ﬁ':rﬂ‘r
1% &7 F "W W 40 ) A AW &
qEa qFT A1 qFRARE § AW 2
YT gHIT T H 90T F1 foR a €y A
g 91w @i vrar W9 a7 faa
o | #9 97 AT 9g W & 41 w7
ars W Far g | F 3@ F7 A g
At T T @ g T T
¥ fam g, wga @ g, T e
& M § qT &1 F1 a7 §, IR i
T IWME AR FTT § AT aF A
AT qF T FH FWOE | gAIE

DECEMBER 21, 1963

Under Rule 198 621¢

wrE FY A at fearat ¥ ¥ v aF afy
§ 97 ¥ 97 FT WUST gAY
AL gq | &% F17 78 8, o1 Fram
& g 1§ of3 w719 7F wgar §,
§9% A} Far §, I T AG FLATE
dTrgFframsgng frfaarwa aw
7Y, IaN & T AT AH FT 79 QAT
ifgd | TR A1 N W W
fawdt & 41 gHET A WO A HA
o T & & Sifqy 1 ag dar anar frae
ARLEENACae AR

my & fF =% ariwe §F T W
¥ faw T 3 & 9@ R ¥
TH AT T A A § 1 F 1 waqie
¥ A T F AT RETATE
T W G A AT A gl A WA
T 1 72 AT A7 9 7T Y A 77
A £ | 9T F aF FIAT HATAT TG
F7 7, a1 7 O 79 § ATfE I A
qZATH 7 qF AT TTRT A9 FCHIA 8 |
7 wrw @ f Tt ¥ gAm H, et
& quTa §, qEIAAT & IE §, aIEmy
AT A F /7w 1 9T 9 A
WA T 1 FAEEA F IR | Arefaw
frree 47 7 Far Ao fey oY
ofa® Fraa fodt § aq7 FT T

HIF AMAAZ AT FT GaT Ay A
721 & W FeT o @ o g
1 FIeTg IO F7 fagar s =nfed |
& gt § 5 &7 a% w9 e faew
FT FIEARIT A FA €, 99 aF
fram &1 7y Tm adt faa awd §
o 7 g it qaer w49 @
qFEAT &

fagwii ¥ o Srfy g &1 St @10
qgr o% A7 i A mir g 1 agr 92
TMFIAE | a1 5T A W
Afedy, agy oy N agi far @ E
o gw &1 Afay, g@ w431 F<F
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{1 & wgar awar g fF A7 T @
a1 & 7 g faa F qI3f g
NI A @3 fam &Y qFd Far )
# fema g & maide & g feame
wiTT § 1 FAaTFe foam A § )
# frvs g, ar% g7 e g, §are
N g 1§ fF2q go o § mar g
ST 07 AOET I I R 1 agt 97
AT qtad | & famT g | gH A Er #]
@S &, W FT O T A E
fom atg @ 709 g7 g /%, ag w1
WYR FTAT g | AU F AT
A AT § 1§ FFm o gw
TR H ot g W T W AT A
s, qar Ara fF gAY qe¥R W
#e3i #t fawma & foq swmar 9
# =g g fr et fgrgeam F o gw qw
war | wgrog #§, IATwE ¥, frr
T TdY IZ TF TR AT | W9H A
formm &7 & fag dae & 1 @ e
* Tadde §, g @ TEEEe
gt 2, fuw wmifast &1 78 § 0 W@
wFAHE qat, A, Tt @ @1 e
#T g9 Taq e § favnm & 1 & Saraer Y
% arq wgar g 5 o w97 w9
I WA AT R 7 AT fRE Ay
afay ) agagrfrIgaam g wrf
SATAT AT TE g FW E ) A T &
arra & 1 %3 fafieex @3 faam &
HETLAYT AT, VAT, a9 97 fram
gt 8, feelt & wodY fw w1 qAaw €
g g Tgr & 5§ & ge g,
HET HY L AT § 1 oA gETQ
Tars g farer § 1 ¥F ¥ &7 & S=@T
g WA IR T FA G| qH
qA T ¢ AT qF fFm gd@ e
FH, WO A9T qax fer ag @
F &1 &7 2w fyed wifed 1 s
7 7 fear s & a1 faamr war o
FEH ¢ ATUBI T | W I 7 79
v fa 33 &, formm Ador W g e

AGRAHAYANA 30, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 1936312

qamETe 79 gt § W gy faRwi §
sirq wirAY 9zt § | Twe A o ¥
s &, Iuer qgiw faadr sifga
e gEd qg ¢ R @@ 9 dhw
gl & A wAw faey g€ 2@
/AT FLET B, IHF H G4 TH TG
21 B o & b ot ool @i
a8 gwd =@, fewm w1 aw g,
o fear wowt  faar smo gy,
dqr F@ M W wwEr gfwr &
WG HTA FY TET qTHE AGH @ TR |
gaifem = feam &1 w9 afad o
% wWa F & W F@ATE 0 F wWR
ATy amr g 1 & =vgar § 5 gaar
ﬁq’mﬂo!{ﬁo‘ﬂoaﬁ?ﬁqﬁfﬂ,
g fifsy | ifer fag S #1 A difey,
g dforr | faa aromor & Sy
TN AT AT 91fEd | gw Seww
@ F E

gt TF T[T FT T g, TH] A
fsy w feeelt §, & dfodr o
WHI | wifde FT qE T9T Sfay |
F1€ w9 T AGY | W AW A g
fFar & |79 o1 ag fa=r & S
TATT FT ATq FT IS ) FT AT
& % 721 13 aga oW fowar @ 1w
oA faw ) 3 A oA )
T F TF FT G F | A Lo
TE &1 @gl | ¥ Sfaww w9
gU & 1 g wat w1 39 wiew qar
foer o QST 1 & §I 9T T W
T W9 318 ' §¢ ffad | fEa
g Fiww Al A TR AT A W aw
TTOA  HTET W FY w9y &1 0T frav
g #7 aed fo "o & wwEr ¥
ier fag ot &1 =7 gEer 7 afod
# wrgar g 6w T 9T AT S
W wgrary # qe gEd g ATE T
T W |

ot favae o7 ; # wowT fame
A AR T f T wdm w
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(st fazamme 4]

wfmw fga ol agq & w97 w7 o
WTOH [ T8 AEeayor {aug o a1 w7
wquT WeH fFar & 1 FwIE fawg ¥
W afes waw § ) fow gos ¥ F
WA § 98 9T 919 T S § %7
fafl o, 9 § F1E 909 W 98T
IA7 93T H | AT FT S0 wfFma
IEEA 1T AT A Py e g, Fw
T &) ST SRR A w47 F o, oy
g Wi ¥ gH¢ TEL 9¢ §, aduE
gTer w1 ¥ FY FEw IIEAr , 99 fAy
IR AT g AT g free w1 A
FHE ¥F TeN (99 @9w WAqE @rr
o7 #fw w1 o1 ofew & difaF @it
T gA™T 2 FT TR FT g9 fagivo
F7F 1 7% AIf7 1 go=TET 97 39 7AW
¥y 3@ =9 T FAq [Fw g1 (7 gfz
TH g9 WY FAG] Filaag a7 Eqr
W & w9 (FWAT #71, F A9 w7
¥ o@ 2, 39 ¥ faoem 31wy 8,
ITHTAFAA I FFAT &1 (97 7wy
o<t ared geg {Auivoy Aifa a1 THda
®7 ) q T9 ARG 87 39 Y 0«6 w5
fFar ar fF Fav gmr oot wlaEgT &
gra § {99 47 gog Gag § oA
faq &1 7EAT @ i & T,
fom F1 Yavy =09 g1 & FT907, AT
%1 sfasa 7 a1 8 | Tu¥ fEamEm
FAT 9 T | TH @A F1 AIET HA
97 WA qFE ® G H|T qg eI
¥ faw HmEAT wE g 0 9 2
TEFIAT, F@i T 0F AN FEL A+
sfama g0 ¢ & ®IT 76T wa ¥ ga@d
Gl F1 A w1 Afqma ¢ g, A
N F WA Tin SR T UF AW
W TS F 1w g ¥ dmfaw T A
T #1 qen fAauifra #77 F @ @
ag W AT Ty fo %87 fFamAt 41
Tt & @ afew dfaggy A qEdr &
T # 3w g gr oma ¥ wEt @

DECEMBER 21, 1963

‘Under Rule 193- 6214

a1 T A 9% W R | ww W
ai dxrias @ eeaw, afgT waw
gl ardt #Y et F Freor & wfww
79 g1 & Ot 99 F A7 7w 1€ Iww
F¥ 1 g 47 Q9 ERS AT AE
arfedr 4 (F &w qE g 1 Gy
FIAFL & | FT UOF UF GI) H1 HAT-
e |7 a1 =i afew fEd) ofiar &
<.t F1 sferaa it q2ar § I wAA
o qeg fAwiver &1 0

# g7 arq F1 @G Far g fF .
TS SA1 FT FAAH " AT q7
¢ & I &1 IIAE @F 7 7 & giama
@ ¥7 geg {Auizer &1 A.fy goard
F | zoRUE I AT ARY, FOE FHT
TF FIZ TAT TAREH G FHI Y
Hivamr g & sasaa #, 1 WA
¥ weem ar 3w ¥ e wEv Ov R,
s/ F7 (AgiT o1 39 F ART Y @R,
¥g fezar sat 1 93T 77 maa @
f& o ww A (w57 9f7ads gar,
g7 Aver afvEda g4 W a1 59 sam
v ¥ w7 {Faw &1 wilesw (rafy #
frqeaT o Harar e = § 1 faw
a7 & §g Ard T €=t T Az
fazet & 9 ®, qg Hiid A w4
fa T OF AT TR AL dET & weH
femmai 1 SEFT TETATT FT Geq IqAT
fegy s, 38+ T@a & =gar g fr
&% B T W7 @7 e § fod A
qq afly gt & fA% ¥w_T Iy 7
&9 % gH oA o 931§ E A
Z¥ foqam AT FT SOIRT AgEU R,
afex gm aE S &Y fF & ar A A
aF gu wd H feer 7T 7§64 & |
ag WY &9 ¥ FW AT +ifed
ifed 71 wg F ma e any, & T
& fad faswg 7 & % togel amal &y
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& ¥ @ FT g faaior 1 a|
aq FL | g oW W § 7

R To WA &I a9 gE | ¥ gE !
ag & Froom g% v <feror & stgp 3
IR A4 qr agr AAT FT STORA
&7 AT ITL AT H, @IH F IO
TRT AR fag § e &9 gan £ 1
IAT 923W F T3 AR AT F [
& o fawa go1 FLT 97 987 98 9
¢ ¥y gfawa gt mar I | fagreFrad
gz & 7 fogy dtw =g arell & Y
| &7 gere fagrs #wa @ @ gEfad
T IO 979 9%, 91 fF g 4T, "ran
o1, @T 97 | UF §3W ¥ S9C "I
qfzaw ® o Wg wra qa1 g oW 41,
IR fHzry & fay o 3w g g
&7 04T feafa # omq & fog forad
& A Fa W £ g1 7o 3T & s
afes g A1 AT o W9 HifE
gfai & @i ag @ &, 7ed fAaior
fogr T | 7@ F fad & o9 g9ATF 7
TEF A T g FA AR A
FgATE AT AIEAT § |

g ¥ /19 a3 g v R AT
Afaad agrd AT ITH FTEITEH T F
7eg &1 fagivr £3 ) o fag ar aviF
g1 9% fad Y =19 sgeq &% | oA axg
¥ gaAT 3oy g% awear &, &t aife
T F qHA H J27 g TE oF, gEaa F
fa WA Ay A fAEFS FEW T
R, a1, SEH  &hear ST gf @ WK
THHT SHG w19 T 8, Ter Ag WY & F
S &Y T AIHAT TH F e F ;A T
g & IaFT a0k £aT faa strar =nfEd o
qr &Y W § @0 IS/, TAT IOEE AT
TAAHT | BT TEAHE B AT grar o
AT 99 AT $1 KT I7C a9 § g7
FT & 54 I AT APAT FL | W
T & Ieqred H FAT &7 Sy §, we
wfzamz@T & 419 9%, @ & F AW

AGRAHAYANA 30, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 193 ¢216

9 47 gE{ AT F WA 9T AT AW
faar wrar £ gEFT wT T F7 T Afea
A MG R GG A F fog, frgs
far ag fagr war a1, S@F soId
TEMA AN FE I TZF QT I &
fag & o F0 TR § gged
d grar s g F A # ar
g W% ¥ waw I, ag faew
sfaq g & & fag @i & am
qT Ga7 fomT AT 39 SN 9.9 &Y 477X
& fad =g gfaar ¥ 57 o9 & 48 &
W ST W & fad §1

T AT £ 9Tg A aF gEe 3
ara 2, 9 o) faadt gy & sad woe
e fasfewr giar g ) afss @ &
qrEeT H AT N AT § fF & &
e 1 fhar @< a1 & | WA uF
TETT FT AT GAHY GHA | AR
qLATF & H W4T TF FT IeEA grAv
g oar A grm g, afEr gy fat
Q7 W@ ufaar &1 @ y F3T G
qr, 97 IO IIT & qO5 AT €2
W4 31 FgT ATEl HE TeAT 7Y AT
qaT g1AT @ | 9%l 9¢ SEEA #1 @6
W ZIAT ¥ IEET 0T AT @ FT qed
faafvor frgr S a1 =gy e ) At
AFATFL AR AT T 2199 F
HAET T FT aFg G20 T gEy
fardt ot & anTi @1 sfaa a1 wafas
| FEx F7 wae< fawar f o ¥
w79 & g #1% gifes  mrar
grm fog & F9T w17 qeq faizor a3
a1 AT TH T T 43 A0E 9 AT AT &
T, AfFT AR T FEA FT AT ALY
fasem 1 wigd o @ gom faw &
HTITC 9 9 AN HT I @wary
oETET gy & g

T T zferr ¥ s 7 A7 A
agl G AR & | STEY ®YAT By A A
T & SO N3 ¥ ag favgw wr & 0.
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[t fagamme @)

&7 W1 I qFATE A wF 1 THW
w|rE &, afeT ag a afaw F
B Y T @ R ATE A Y FAT
wifgd, o1 fF ww°g &9g 9T WTW @
wrar ¢ fe afz gax 92w & S
AEAAMIE® FH AL FT ;A § T
& wgraraT ¥ fgar o o afe
w1 T FEET HGT a1 AT WEHFL
fa<ra g T W AR A I A @
R faere g Y aw ¥ @y AR
G F Ty #1 O 7¢q@ T
¥ gnm

«ft 9T NIT  (THET) ¢ IS
g, & F1§ 37 T qF TG TN
Far & &1 faw Q) ar A7 a i
TTH QT AT FT €41 fEmar qwzAv g
TH AT # 937 ¥ wrAAE ag€ i A g
w1 faa, Faw «fr frg T &t $1
OI% ¥ FifF IR A 7T TH-
T FFET FT & e A7 gfa F
1 wifrw # & T A FrHA 9@
ST gLt A A1 ard gAt | e fagHr
% gg 7 faar f o & aw, I 1
T AET gETT Anfzy arfw fgger &
H1 ITHIFT AAT § F AT F1 SgrEr
geaOTR A FC &@F Afer T F AR
T T AT 1 ITEA AT A ®T
# A7 Agt wer afwT 39 &1 597 a8 9t
X aw A oA famr F qr 0w
FEM oF A1 g% gofeqa fwar s
FATST AT A@T AT @I R ) AR W
TR FT (9 FF FTHAT L AT AT AT
F1 BT FT 797 a7 | WAy v &
W sarzr At %33 wrfed, grefE
931 g & F¢ faar f amm agy nfeg
O AYE g @ew 4 s fE
forgdr & o 97 am g =fEd |
gHifs fagt a% 3T wgr a1 fF
FAFT W 2 Go WA gAT Wiy | femw

DECEMBER 11, 190

Under Ruls 188 a8

EF I A EIA P I
&) wedr A g a1 w @ digew
gt @ fira Aroaw o ), 13 & W
grafefer Ao amgefs
™ ¥ W F AOE) gHEqH A
g | wH oF fer g omar g
T aeh o [ grar & fomwr A g
FF¢ @1ar | I8 g foamn @ e
g g, s F 4T A A gw agr
AT | TEN S9d g WhT Iawy
FFF AT § | TE TAT FATH WTHIT
1 o Y o "y g et
TNAR A aT AgA ER e T ¥
TR 9T AT AT & | AT Y AR,
Zafa, aeft o oy fadt o gearw
g g o AT & R Sfaew
7o faar 1 faeet & &Y =) afes fadft
faer ¥ ot @ aree 7€ o7 qwaT ) 3@
FAMAR B E | T a0 F Q=
AT e 57 fom g s %
weraT A gz 7 T g §, e
T A frem & s @ gmam
F1 HFE 27 7 f fat sifeqi & om0
T qATA0 FT ITT | FF HT AT FT
FT WA F¥ § W ATTAR g A g,
1 |TT IHT AT F1 AT A 0 A wgar
g & wfgz ot o0 7@ W= e
g1 AT & Az 9HY TR 9 AT §, T
a1 ®1¢ qEIgd &1 @ A g 1 €F ar
a9 are o o a2 98 ¥ aig i
T w1 & A g oA @ a s
7 faari &1 sfaa wim 1w Fifag

ot gare oF W 7wy fr @l
¥4 7 = fear S« q@ Taw A,
ag 9= sTar A6 | Sfed a2 dr ar
wrar & o faa a7 a3 @) gay
€ 78 T Y Y =nfEh 0 s o
®rogA F1 oA wiford G arer gy
wH g ORAAT |
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o AT #T ¥ FeET g P oSEE
AT 3 Y ¥ A feer e 9w
T gasr adt faaat o fe arfeane
& T §, TUTT ATSHY A9 v S
¢ 38 A A faet fea-femr qma &
g w1 wg St e @ A Ay
AT R F | G FHEn 9L A #
A w1 man ar fF Ay g &
qraTe F7 FAT ¢ gafaw w9 w4 g,
wfE < Y w47 3w H A @ faw
e Y & 910 FX R § ) T
o § fF amgY & arrdd § N o
WE AR § ERfaq @gt W IrqEr
F1 T 3T qTW T " g &7
TR AT T A WA 1 FATE ;T A A
AT TEY @y AT | W gHI agy
o | FAT @A A A AT w7 W R
i 7 A

goamafAa g Fa oy
gfaey ver fear s 1 w9 ag gfaaey
@Y A1 A7 3 AT 0 A So T
T framr aqr, &ff =@ gfqesw
F FTOT AT AT WG 9 T AT |

o e fag : e g 7

oY @ TR | gHI Tl MHAIGR
7 &, o9 faaan 91 13 @ WA 1w
w1 3 AT AL I @, gAf
TET TR 39 7 g AT W@ S |
ar i faaga § e (g o & fasgw
gfqarg ger {ifay

gafamwifFIf siaar

Frfaa Fix &1 ggAe wrfy g 9y &
TART G F4A AT T FIo0 | g9 909
F1 gfawar &1 999 qg1 T9ET 9TiET |
fatnft met @ w15 T AwaE AT
A Al 92AT WNEAT | I At g9 T @
¢ f w0T & ey s s At H EF gl
¥ 27 & W I9 T A SART TR §
Wiff AR A F Q@ A FW A

Under Rule 198 6224

IAHT WA AT AGY fAeAT 1o ag WY W
W & fe 1 o ww W far

=it fory avomor: #3 &Y foady daw
¥ oY gr§ wod Y g &t 4, W
AT Y 90T %Y 9

Y FTw qivig: gH wgx € 0w
T AT FEHT TG € F W TR
W agr 9T FT Fg 7 & 5 g oww
¢ fafaret AgY wran, €99 o) g
# qt Fgar § fF s Ay awe Ay
e fag o g &t & ot da g fo
SR GCETC T T @ A W1 9T
q #3 gk W § O S Y e T
T ar & gwivwr & o

& qrtg 7Y o § Q) A <|wgen
g | 9 & Fg fF foarad & adt
TAEY AT WX AT A G W
T wmgr smar 1 & g oaa &
Tt AT A1gar | ¥ a% foge <@ e
#fay o w & & v fad og smga
g fF 1z ox & gftaw gor fagr am
AT ST #1 wear fRar @ aifE &
A & W® & T |ew g1 9w = faay
# A § w1 fAw | wT gEr ad
F4T A1 AT FT ART FIAT AT | BH
T WTEEAT A8 Far WY fRamt
F ST AG WY | gW AT TE
wgd & fF fAmery ¥ feEmi &
faw qeg feor w3 @ifs o=
waT 8o

o) famag @ W ST AW IW
F & fog graw § w9 FEy &

Shrimati Savitri Nigam (Banda):
Mr, Deputy-Speaker, Sir, there is no
doubt that the question of sugarcans
prices is a very complicated one. Bui
I am also sure that it could have
been solved very easily and indeed
any problem could be solved if the
Government would not have yielded



6221 Discussion

to various pressures. It ig very sur-
prising that while the prices of sugar
have increased since 1953, by hundred
per cent, still the sugarcane growers
are getting only the prices obtaining
in 1950 in all the places except Uttar
Pradesh and Bihar where the prices
bave been increased and also Bombay.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: In
Bombay, they have increased only by
7 nP,

Shrimati Savitri Nigam: I am sorry.
The conditions of farmers are so
pathetic and they have been exploited
by so many ways to such an extent
that very soon you will gee that a
very great cry and demand for
nationalisation of sugar factories
would be coming soon if the Govern-
ment is not successful in solving this
problem. If the dis-satisfaction
which is wvery much prevalent
amongst the cane growers and the
various types of exploitations which
are prevalent are not stopped, natural-
ly the sugarcane growers and the
farmers who form three-fourths of
the population of the country would
surely come with this demand. The
sugarcane grower, even today, in
Uttar Pradesh where the price has
become Rs. 2 per maund, which has
been welcomed by everybody, in spite
of the fact that the price has been
increased there, is still being ex-
pioited in many ways and there are
still many sugar factories with whom
a large amount of arrears of sugar-
cane prices are still pending. What I
want to suggest is that this question
nas become so much complicated, this
hag reached to such a pathetic situa-
tion, that unless the Food and Agricul-
ture Minister who is so kind and
helpful and who understands the
plight of the poor farmers appoints a
special committee to go through all
these questions and to give some
immediate relief, this dis-satisfaction
would never be removed,

I have got many points to make but
I would like to conclude after making
one suggestion. If the Government
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is unable to solve this question
thoroughly and give a minimum
decent price to the sugarcane growers,
it would be fa:, far beier jf the Gov-
ernmenlt washes off its hands from
the entire responsibility and de-con-
trols the production of sugar and the
prices of sugar altogether. That would
be much better. So, I would again
request the hon. Minister to go
through this question more deeply
and to give immediate relief to the
surgarcane growers,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The
Minister.

hon.

Shri D, N. Tiwary (Gopalganj): Be-
fore the hon, Minister ceplies, I want
to make one submissen to you. Only
those whg had sent chits or had gone
to the Chair have been called, It should
nol have been given an impression
that those who tried to catch the eye
of the Chair have been cold-shoulder-
ed.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The  hon.
Minister,

Shri Swaran Singh: Mr. Deputy-
Speaker, Sir, this hon, House has

considered and discussed this prob-
lem of sugar and gur, sugarcane
prices and other allied subjects three
nimes during the last three or four
months. There was a long debate
during the last gession and even
during this s:.ssion we had only
some days ago a very full and detail-
ed debate on the wvarious issues some
of which have again been ireferred to
by hon. Members who have parti-
cipated in the debate, To my mind,
the issue involved at the present
stage is a slmple one.

16 hrs,

I made a statement on the floor of
the House on the 12th December,
1963, and two important decisions
were announced when 1 made that
statement. The first decision was
that the remaining factories in East
UP and North Bihar should be enabled
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to pay Rs. 2 per maund of sugarcane.
And the second wag that there should
simultaneously be a general increase
of 7 nP in the recovery formula so
that the minimum price at the level
of 9 per cent recovery or below would
be Rs. 1:75 per maund of sugarcane
and prices at other levelg would be
correspondingly increased

I have listened with very great
care and attention top the speeches
made by hon. Members from both
sides of the House, It is g very
interesting phenomenon that not a
single Member has criticised these
decisions on the floor of the House.
Not a single Member has said that
the price should not have been in-
creased to Rs. 2 in North Bihar and
UP, and not a single Member has
said that the increase of 7 nP per
maund of sugarcane, which I had
announced, at the level of 9 per cent
recovery is not correct. Therefore,
s0 far as the announcement of Gov-
ernment’s policy on these two vital
issues is concerned, T venture to sub-

mit that both these decisions have
been welcomed........
Shri Sinhasan Singh: May I sub-

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

Shri Swaran Singh: ... .. by all
sections of the House including my
hon, friend Shri Sinhasan Singh.

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh:
When demand is made for Rs, 2, 1
think that it will be injustice to say
that the increase by 7 nP. is not ob-
jected to.

Shri Swaran Singh: No one has
suggested that T nP. increase should
not have been given,

I shall now explain what their
demand is. They say that it should
have bern more. But, at any rate,
so far as the additional basic price
of 7 nP. and also putting on a par the
remaining factories in Bihar and UP
are concerned, there is unanimity of
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opinion that thiz was a step in the
right direction. So, whatever else
may be the circumstances or whatever
else may be the demands or new
points that might be urged, so far
as the decisions on these two issues
are concerned, I take it that they are

welcomed by all sections of the
House,

I am quite conscious of the fact
that other poauts have been  urged

sometimes politely and sometirmes in
strong language, and all types of
issues which, to my mind, are ex-
traneous, have been raised, I shall
venture to place in a very objective
manner the whole situation, and 1T
shall leave it to the House to judge
for itself. I myself have no inten-
tion to enter into any long argument
on this issue.

Historically, the sugar industry,
the sugarcane prices, the level of
production and even the level of

consumption ete. have passed through
many vicissitudes. We had higher
prices of sugarcane and we had also
lower prices of sugarcane; we had
less production in certain years and

we had more production in other
years. And depending upon the
variety of circumstances not only

have different views been taken in
the matter of fixing the minimum
price of sugarcane which is payable
to the cane-growers, but different
considerations have been adopted in
different regions, depending some-
times upon factors which were neces-
sary at a particular stage of develop-
ment, which factors were later
reviewed.

In support of this, I would like to re-
call to the Fouse that there was a time
when the price all over the country
was based on just the weight of the
sugarcane, and the minimum price
payable was not linked to recovery.
Then. a more scientific and a more
rational thinking went into this
method of giving the price, and as has
been pointed out by some hon. Mem-
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bers, when you sell sugarcane, you sell
really the sugar content in the sugar-
cane, and therefore, the linking of the
price in some form with the recovery
was & step in the right direction.
Some hon. Members have criticised it
on the ground that in actual applica-
tion and implementation there are cer-
tain defects. It is not for me to pro-
tect or to defend those factory-owners
and the like who are indulging in those
practices. But let us not lose sight of
the fact .

Shri Bishwanath Roy: In one vil-
lage, the difference is 0'5 per cent.

Shri Swaran Singh: Let us not lose
sight of the fact that the linking of the
price with recovery is a step in the
right direction, We can eliminate
whatever defects there may be. As 1
said on the last occasion, there can be
a difference of opinion as to what the
minimum price is, and what the level
is at which that minimum price should
be fixed. Those are matters on which
there can be difference of opinion.
But, broadly speaking, the linking of
the price with recovery is, on the
whole, a step in the right direction; it
will give the necessary incentive to
the grower to improve the quality,
and he will also adopt better farming
methods to ensure that the sucrose
content remains higher, But I would
like to say that this was not the prac-
tice from the very beginning, but this
was introduced later. Still, certain de-
fects; have been found and certain
defects have been thrown up by hon.
Members here, and T agree that we
should do our best tp rectify them.

But tn mv mind, it is a step in the
right direction.
There is another factor which 1

would like to mention. namely that
formerly most of the sugar was pro-
duced in the north, that is, in U.P. and
Bihar, and the total consumption in the
country was also less. It was neces-
sary, when the consumption pattern
showed an upward trend, that  the
sugar manufacturing capacity should
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be increased in the country. It is
quite common knowledge, and those of
my hon, friends in this House who
belong to villages know fully well
that farmers do take some time to6
switch over from one crop to another.
It is not like changing a particular
part in a machine after which it starts
producing something else, but like
many biological processes, the growing
of crops is something which you can-
not grder about easily. You have to
create conditions under which far-
mers find it profitable to switch over
to other crops. When this situation
unfolded itself, that it was necessary
to increase production in the country
and it wag necessary that the sugar in-
dustry should come up in those areas
where sugarcane would be of better
quality, and where the sucrose con-
tent would be high, and where the
yield would be higher, which should
also resuly in diversification of the in-
dustry, certain concrete and definite
steps were taken to encourage the
establishment of sugar factories in
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh and
in the south. Government took a con-
scious derision in giving a higher price
for sugar to factories in that area
Some people could probably charge
Government with discrimination at
that time on the ground that a diffe-
rent price which worked out at a level
higher than the one which was justi-
fied according to the norms was given
there. But that was a deliberate deci-
sion to ensure two things firstly that
the whole thine did not remain con-
centrated in one area and secondly
that there was utilication of pntential
elsewhere, and, therefore, what is
called a freight advantage was rmiven
for factorieq whirh were established
in the south including Maharacshtra.
Penple could sa that that was diseri-
mination., but Government tonk that
derision conseiously to attain a certain
objective, it being to increase produc-
tion and diversify the industry.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: On
a point of information,
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Bhri Swaran Singh: Not now. He
can ask at the end if necessary.

For the information of the House, 1
would like lo give the actual figures
in this connection which will amply
clarify the point ] am trying to place
before it. I am not using that as an
argument to dispel any suggestion that
a particular price should be payable in
w particular arsu. What I am saying is
that as a policy, we have heen pursuing
necessary correctives and giving neces-
sary incentives and we have been
oreating conditions where the industry

should develop and grow in particular

What is this ‘freight advantage', be-
cause this expression has been used?
I would like to pinpoint it so that it
ml be known clearly as to what it
actdally implies. While the controlled
ex-factory price of sugar fixed by
Government in the north s nearly
equal to the cost price of sugar plus
margin as determined according to the
wishes of the Tariff Commission, and
the authorised cane price and the
estimates of duration and recovery for
the season 1963-64—I am bringing it
during the current period—the prices
fixed in Maharashtra and the south are
higher than the ex-factory cost caleu-
lations including the return permissi-
ble under the Tariff Commission re-
commendations. In Maharashtra, on
the basis of minimum notified prices
of curarcane calculated on the basis
of Rs. 1'75 per maund related to a re-
covery of 9 per cent, the ex-factory
cost works out 10 Rs. 108°50 per quintal
while the ex-factory prier fixed is
Rs 115 ner quintal. Tn Madras, the
ex-factory cost  ealculated comes to
Rs. 109'R n~r quintal while the contral-
led ex-factorv price is Rs. 115 per
quintal. In Andhra Pradesh, the cal-
culated cost in factoring which will pay
the minimum notified orire works out
to Rs. 110:8 per quintal while the con-
trolled ex-factory price fixed is R4. 115
per quintal,

An Hon Member: Kerala?
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Shri Swaran Singh: It is insignifi-
cant, because the total production is
very small,

It may be observed that the Maha-
rashtra factories have a greater mar-
gin than the factories in other States.
The reason is that the majority of the
factories in Maharashtra are new and
have been establ.thed a' a higher capi-
tal outlay than was taken into account
by the Tariff Commission for working
out the cost schedule. Even after
providing for the additional incidence
of the higher capital outlay which
may work out to Rs. 3 per quintal of
sugar, there is still a substantial mar-
gin available to the Maharashtra fac-
tories for paying a higher price to the
sugarcane growers, which they did in
the past in lieu of the price linking
formula. The Maharashtra factories
and the factories in the south paid in
the past additional price to the cane
growers out of the freight advantage.
In fact, the Maharashtra co-operatives
are paying additional price for cane to
their members from this advantage.
It mav also be mentioned that the
freight advantage enjoyad by the
southern factories was reasonable so
long as Maharashtra and the southern
States were deficit in sugar and de-
pended upon supplies from the north.
The position has completely changed
during the past four or five vears.
The southern region has not only be-
come  self-zufficient, but is fast
approaching a nositinn of surplus, Un-
tit 1953-54 Maharashtra, Andhra Pra-
desh. Mvsors and Kerala together pro-
duced ahout half the suear that thev
consumed. They bherame  gradually
e~1f-sufficient in 1959-60, and during
the past three vears have hecome sur-
plus, The production of suerar in
Mahara-htro has risen from 1-35 lakh
tonnes in 1957-53 tn 5:30 'akh tonnes
in 1962-63. Tn ‘the circumstances,
thern wonld not annear +n0 he justifiea-
tinn for eontinuance of the freicht ad-
vantage at thn came leval for oll times
tn ramea, Tt iz however heing continu-
ad in the interest of ~tahilizsing the in-
dustry in Bombav.—Tieccan and  the
south and giving incentive for further
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development because of the
tonnage of sugarcane per

higher
acre and

generally better recoveries of sugar

from sugarcane obtained in these parts.
At the same time, there would not
appear to be strong justification for
increasing the consumer price by rais-
ing the sugarcane price further simply
berause a little ad hoc incrcase has
been allowed in the north owing to
special circumstances prevailing dur-
ing the current year.

I took this time of the House to
place very objectively the factual posi-
tion before jt. I am not advancing any
argument based on this. But this will
defin'tely indirite that whatever else
may be the charge, there cannot be
a charge of discrimination against Gov-
ernment in the matter of treating fac-
tories in the south, in Maharashtra or
in other parts of the country. Again
I very carefully wanted to understand
as to what iz the arpument. Tt boils
down to this. Tt is said that Rs, 2
should be the minimum price payable
to the prower and the further price
should be calculated on that basis all
over the country. That may be put
forward as a demand. but certainly
the charpe of discrimination has no
legs to stand on, because even in the
north, it is not that Rs. 2 has been
made the basis for further calculation
on a minimum recoverv. On that
basis, the prices in East U.P. and Bihar
would shont unp verv much above Rs. 2.
But that is not the intention. The
conscinus and deliberate decision was
that there should bhe a certain uniform
price jncrease all over which price in-
crease will he reflected in higher mini-
mum price pavahle to the pgrowers
based nn recovery, and on that basis
7 nP. has been given all over the
country.

I would also like to recall to the
memory of this hon. House one thing,
becausn, sometimes in the heat of argu-
ment and the like we are prone to for-
get basic fa~ts. This yerr, there has
been an increase throughout the coun-
try in the basic minimum price of

DECEMBER 21, 1963

Under Rule 193 6230

25 nP. all over the country. That js &
thing which is conveniently forgottem
and no mention of this was made by
hon. Members.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: M
was mentioned.

Shri Swaran Singh: Did I interrupt
him when he spoke?

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmunkh: it
was mentioned. The only criticism was
that it was not uniformly adhered to.

Shri Swaran Singh:
hon. Member sees certain inherent
weaknesses in his  arguments. This
increase of 25 nP. on the basic mini-
mum price that is payable to the
grower is applicable throughout the
country. With regard to certain fae-
tories and certain areas where as a re-
sult of the overall asscssment, Govern-
ment caine to the conclusion that there
is such a competition from gur and
khandsari that an assured supply to
the sugar mills will not be possible,
they made the variation. That varia-
tion was made not in the statement I
made -on the 12th December but in the
earlier statement. We are discussing
the 12 December statement and not the
earlier one which was discussed in
very great detail when the House deli-
berated over this issue some weeks
ago. In this there is no new principle
except the extension of a principle
which had been already recognised to
certain tracts which had been left and
where also it was thought that if we
did not extend it to that area, we
would be inviting trouble in the sense
that fresh competition from gur would
start in those areas. Therefore, the
basic structure of price fixation conti-
nues to be the same. I have not intro-
duced any new idea or new thought in
this except that T have liberalied it
in two respects. One is that T have
given a 7 nP, increase overall which
wi'll also be reflected in the additional
calculation of price navable to the
grower all over the rountry, including,
south, north, everywhere. 1 have nol

I am glad the,
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made Rs. 2 as the basic price for 9§ per
cent in any part of the country. So
there is no question of discrimination.
There could be some justification in
this if I had decided that 8 per cent
recovery in UP. or Bihar or the
northern part was the basis for further
additional price to be paid to the
grower if the recovery was higher.
That is not the case anywhere. So that
whatever else may be there, I am sure
that the charge of discrimination can-
not certainly be levelled, purticularly
when it comes from an hon, Member
for whom I have great respect for his
ideas and the way he expresses them.
I felt somewhat distressed when I
noticed that he wag saying this in a
very heated manner without under-
standing the full implications of what
he was trying to make out. Some hon.
Members said that the co-operative
sector is not considered properly in
the grant of licences. I intervened at
that time and the hon. Member men-
tioned it to me also. I find that the
whole matter ig still being examined
and no licence has been granted to
anybody. I would like to repeat that
it is the Government's intention to
give all possible help and encourage-
ment to the co-operative sector and if
they are coming forward in any parti-
cular area, we will see that they re-
ceive all encouragement, Tt is not fair
to base an argument on a matter which
iz not yet decided. As my colleague
answered in Parliament, a committee
is examining various applications for
the grant of licences; its recommenda-
tions are not yet known. If the
sources of information of my hon
friend are more than mine, if some-
body who might have done some not-
ing or some opinion has frightened
him. I have sympathy with him but I
have nothing to rebut because no deci-
sion has yet been taken.

I was unable to follow the point
that he raised about the excess rebate
on additional production working to
the prejudice of co-operatives. If he
gives me a note T will examine it. Tt
is a straightforward rebate on addi-
tional production throughout the
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period. The rate is slightly different
in the initial stages when recovery is
low, for the period when the produc-
tion is optimum it is 20 per cent on
additional production, and again when
the sucrose content shows a tendency
to go down at the end of the period
the rebate is 50 per cent. On total pro-
duction, there is incentive over the
year, but divided into three seg-
ments—earlier period, optimum period
and later period. This iga fiscal
measure which should work in the
same way whether it i co-operative
sector or private limiteq company or
any other structure. Anyway, he
must have studied this point and if
anything works against co-operatives,
I welcome a discussion between him
and me or he can give me u note. It
ig not our intention to do so and I
am still unconvinced how it could be
so. If it is so, I am prepared to rec-
tify it.

Then, some legal and constitutional
issues were raised. I also studied law,
though I am not actively in it now, I
do not know the basis of his advice to
say that it is legally and constitu-
tionally incorrect. We took a cons-
cious decision to give incentive in a
particular area. Some years ago,
we gave additional price to Maha-
rashtra and other regions in  the
south. We find that the situation is
that during the last two years, pro-
duction has been reduced by one-
third in U.P. and Bihar and it causes
such a difficult position in the coun-
try. It is our intention to step up
production and therefore, some incen-
tives are provided in @n area where it
is needed. I cannot see the constitu-
tional or legal point in it. Can we
judge it from one angle when incenti-
ves are given to increase production
in one area and from wanother angle in
another area? Can it become discri-
minatory and illegal if it is done in
some other area? One may not like

it; it is a different matter., Oné
can examine it. But to say, it is
illegal or unconstitutional iz some-

thing which iz not sustainable.
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I am purposely not referring to
the general obserwvations about stepp-
ing up of agricultural or cane produc-
tion because they have been discuss-
ed in great detail some time ago. I
agree that the price payable to the
growers in the next season should be
known to them before the sowing
season and a statement will be made
indicating the minimum price paya-
ble in different parts of the country
after examining the various factors
involved and also indicating the basis
on which these prices are to be fixed;
it will be before the sowing season
commences. ... (Interruptions.) But I
may say clearly in respect of gur that
the prices now obtaining even in sur-
plus States of U.P, Madras, Bihar,
Andhrs Pradesh are not uneconomi-
cal. If prices sag to an uneconomic
level, we could consider whether any
modification of the policy is necessary.
If anything, I notice certain harden-
ing tendencies because some traders,
clever and shrewd people that they
are, see that some pressures are being
built and some arguments are advan-
ced and are waiting to see whether
Government is not going to remove
control or relax the control. I want
therefore to ‘make @ very clear state-
ment that we are  watching the
situation very carefully ang we will
step in for modification only it the
prices fall to distress level, We are
satisfied that the present price com-
pares favourably with the price that
one gets for supplying gur to the
mill. If traders resort to hoarding,
cornering and try to push up prices,
they will be sorely disappointed, if
they think that Government is going
to alter their policy on these consi-
derations. 1 am fully conscious of
the difficulty that is being experienc-
ed in States like Gujarat and Rajas-
than which depend entirely on sup-
plies of gur from other parts. We will
certainly see that gur which is
obtained at a reasonable price here
is moved in sufficient quantities so
that the consumer there does not face
the difficulties that he is facing
today.
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We tried to grapple with the prob-
lem and take some concrete steps and
that itself would yield results; the
price of gur had ruled at a very high
level which ultimately is not in  the
interests of the grower also because
that can be maintained only if this
balance betweep sugar and gur s
maintained at a proper level. If this
is violently upset, the other consi-
derations would arise, and they have
risen during the past, when gur
price crashed to a very low level. So,
we are watching the situation very
carefully and it is our intention to
pursue the policy of giving an equita- .
ble price to the grower which has
been done because throughout the
country we have given 25 nP. more in
areas where the competition is more.
We have given ap additional incentive
in the interests of stepping up the
overall production, because the carry-
over this year was very small.  This
is also a step which I think will con-
vince the trade. Nothing else con-
vinces the trade than concrete steps.
Let us not be frightened  merely
because there are some difficulties in
the immediate future or at the mo-
ment. This is a situation which is a
complicateq one, and I am susceptible
and amenable to rectification of cer-
tain difficulties that might arise. But
let ug reconcile ourselves to the basic
policy which I ventured to make when
I made the statement on 12th Dec-
ember.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: One
question, Sir.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No guestion.
If 1 allow one question for you, I will
have to allow others also,

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
At least for the Mover one question
must be allowed,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No question.

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
One question by way of clarification.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No question.
The discussion is over, Let ug pro-
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ceed to the  Half-hour Discussion.

Shri Kishen Pattnayak.

16, 33 hrs.
FAMINE IN RAJASTHAN**

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
(Parbhani): Sir— (Interruption).

W fem qeAaw  (FEaaY)
JUTETE WERT, WH T[A 39 &

Shri Tulshidas Jadhav (Nanded): I

"want to ask one question.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There cannot
be any question. I am sorry.

Shri Tulshidas Jadhav: One
tion,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No.

ques-

Shri Shivaji "Raoc S, Deshmukh:

On a point of order.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: No point of
order now,

Shri Shivaji Rao
Even without listening to the
of order?

S. Deshmukh:
point

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I have taken
up the other business.

Shri Shivajj Raoc S. Deshmukh:
I had raised it even before,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Iz that with
regard to the Half-an-hour discus-
sion?

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
No, before this discussion I raiseq it.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: I have called
the hon. Member.
Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:
The discussion is not yet initiated,
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.
st feemr qzeTae - SuTene wEET,
WRIITEFE A F g A F
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“
% AT AT F 0w U F AR, F
97w &1 feafA ¥ @ ®omd
HTATEAT = FTAT 9T T 2 |

HT T F fRAT o gEE K oA
oFTA F1 fegfa st & w17 aT@Et ArEEy
A ATAET FAL W 9% A4 &, a1 399
UF gt gg @faq 2aT @ 5 g &)
Arfrar waws g &, 7 gA A7 f6
AYFTT & JUTHA H1 AFGT HIT 0H7 2
ol ag e gy @ & | g Afa & A
T oY gIrea ¥ ATv § FEEHAT T
qfeorre & fF g7 71 & o7 wFT AY
feqfy qar g1 mr &

T2 F1a 3 ag ¢ fF fad s
# & 7l afex fergem & o7 o 2
THTED W o7 wET #r feafa 2,
FF I, 4T AT A6y 9AT F I
AT | g g #1 frafy g9 A
1R & w3 A0 & 7Y A Al
S fF Troredr &) fraf o w2
FEAT # A g@ fegfa &1 uEw A
frrar @, M fs fgv gromar g ITAT
¥ F gWT "Wt & FO9 &F 9 A%
T gAY mEETHTfaE fegfa &1 afrom
2 1 %9 /91 #1 Froo gera ¥ fram
o $g A8 & Afaw &5 & e 5w
#Y feafa ot fgw mit ol & % @
G T | TH AW F, HIAET F LE AA
& q19 IW F OF gATH H UF & qAA A
2 gL WA 1 3w A7 &9 A A
gt ST Ag aga AH AT AT |

oY &t nF zfez & fergeam & 39
T OF ¢ Wz & A wEe #Y
feafs =t 2, #T 37 Tew F AT
oF F ZAET T 8 1 A fggemA
# fom gn & gion gE &, w9 gt
AT T % W ) e o
Eecil Eidtd b e cak ki ki A

. ‘Hal;-an-hour discussion,



