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may stay,. ,but &bould .not take Part in 
the proceedings of the House. Have 
you changed your rulin" Sir? 

Mr. Speaker: I do not c.banIe. 
Statement by the Finance Minister: 

Shrl s.. M. BaaerJee: This Ihu to 
be explained. . 

Mr. Speaker: I have called the 
Finance Minister. 

CORRl!:CTION OF ANSWER . TO 
STARRED QUESTION NO. 760, 
DATED 19-9-1963. 
The Mbdster Of FiDaDce (Shrl T. '1'. 

Krishnamachari): In reply to Star-
red Question No. 760 by Sarvashri 
s. M. Banerjee and Umanath on the 
19th September, 1963 relating to Min-
ister's Accounts in Foreign Banks I 
had stated that only one Minister had 
declared his Foreign Currency 
Account to the Reserve Bank of India. 
This statement was based upon infor-
mation supplied by the Reserve Bank 
of India to whom a query had been 
made sometime earlier on the subject. 
It was later brought to my notice by 
my colleague Shr! Humayun Kabir, 
Minister for Petroleum & Chemicals 
that he had been also permitted by 
the Reserve Bank to continue to main-
tain his 'foreign currenCY account in 
U.K. subject to .. the concijtion that the 
funds credited. to the account will be 
remitted to India at suitable intervals 
80 that the balance in the account 
does not exceed £ 100. The Minister 
is transferring to India on October 1st 
every year any;,amount in excess of 
£ 100. The Reserve Bank to . whom 
a reference was made in this connec-
tion has confirmed· the fact and stated 
that the account had been permitted 
lince July 1958. This had unfortunate-
ly escaped their notiCe at the time 
the earlier enquiry was made by the 
Ministry of Finance. I very much 
regret the error. 

CORRECTION OF ANSWER TO 
STARRED QUESTION NO. 99, 
DO\TED 17-8-1963. 
The Deputy Minister in the Minls-

try of Health (Dr. D. S. Raju): In 

answer to parts (a) and (b) of Star-
red Question No. 99 relating to Master 
Plan of Delhi, I had stated on the 17th 
August, 1963 as follows:-:-

(a) 22 zonal plans have been com-
pleted and approved by the 
Delhi Development Authority 
for publication. 

(b) About 30,987 acres. 

In fact only 21 and not 22 zonal 
plans had been completed by the 
Delhi Development Authcrity for 
publication till that date. The totll.l 
area covered by the 21 zonal plans 
is 16,072.98 acres and not 30,987 acres 
as previously reported. 

.12.4' hI'lL 

STATEMENT RE: SUGARCANE 
PlUCESt 

';l'he MIDister 01 Food IUlII Agrlcal-
ture (.Shrl Swaran Singh): Sir, dur-
ing the debate on food situation last 
week, Hon'ble Members strongly and 
earnestly pressed for an increase in 
thE: sugarcane price to Rs. 2 per 
maund, particularly in East U.:J>. and 
North Bihar. I promised that· Gov-
-ernment would consider the matter 
in the light of these views and that 
a final decision would be taken soon. 
Besides representations received from 
some state Governments fOr increase 
in price of sugarcane, the Chief 
Ministers of Uttar Pradesh and Bihar 
have particularly pleaded· for a uni-
form price in their States. 

The consideration of the question 
inwlved difficult and complicated 
issues of the impact (11 proposed in-
crease on sugar economy and its effect 
on consumer's prices in different 
States, on recovery formula and on 
the production of other competing 
crops. 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 the repercussions of ,increase in 
neighbouring areas or factories . have 
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[Shri Swaran Singh] 
to be given special consideration. At 
the same time, growers in areas of 
factories which would continue to be 
governed by the recovery formula 
would have to be given some com-
pensatory advantage in the interest of 
production. 

Government have accordingly decid-
ed that: 

(1) The remaining factories in 
East U.P. and North Bihar 
should be enabled to pay 
Rs. 2 per maund of sugar-
cane; and 

(2) There should simultaneously 
be a general increase of 7 nP. 
per maund in the recovery 
formula so that the minimum 
price at the level of 9 per cent 
recovery or below would be 
Re. 1.75 nP. maund of sugar-
cane and prices at other levels 
would be correspondingly 
increased. 

We have broadly assessed the effect 
Of this increase on consumer's price 
iJ:l areas served by these factories. 
The general position would be to bring 
these prices in af(~a'3 served by l;ast 
U.P. and North Bihar factories more 
or less in line with those in areas 
which are being served by the factories 
in which prices have been increased 
alre""dy to Ks. 2. As regards the gene-
ral increase in the recovery formula, 
tae resultant effect would not be ap-
preciable and is capable of being 
absorlx!d generally in the existing ex-
factory prices. 

The level at which ex-factory sugar 
prices would prevail involves an in-
crease of 10 to 20 per cen t over the 
controlled price in Septembsr 1961. 
Obviously, such a large increase in 
controlled price within the short period 
of two years can be accepted only as 
a temporary measure and I would not 
like hon. Members to get the impres-
sion that Government is committed to 
maintaining this level of cane price in 
the next season as well. We shaH con-
llider the question of price far ·the next 

geason on its merits and make an 
announcement before the next sowing 
season commences. 

q) ~h: ~ (f<0iffh:) : 
wn:: mr; ~lJ <fi'r ': q 0 +rif lJ<r ;;r<i~ 

lfi<: ~ :r'r ~'iT 'f>T if~r ;wii§r ~ 'f~lJT I 

~ ~ : wn:: m'f ~'iT 'tiT 
f~ 'fo<:'lT 'Il1fd' ~ (fr <frf~ ~ I 

Shri ShivaJi Rao S. Deshmukh 
(Parbhani): Sir, please allow us to put 
some questions. 

Shri Tridib Kumar Chaudhurl 
(Berhampur): The price of cane in 
U.P. and North Bihar has been increas-
ed. May I know whether any decision 
has been taken with regard to some 
mills which we have in West Bengal 
which are in the contiguous areas? If 
not, naturally, the cane growers would 
be agitated. We do not have many 
mills but, even then, it is important 
for the growers in the local area. 

Shri Swaran Singh: It is a matter 
of detail. I do not know the existing 
level of prices in any mill in West 
Bengal. 'fhat is a matter which can 
be looked into. 

Shri Sivamurthl Swamy (Koppal): 
Just like the present increase in the 
price of cane for UP and Bihar, may 
I know whether in other States, in 
Mysore specially, the minimum price 
of cane will be so fixed? 

Shri Swaran Singh: I have already 
indicated that there will be a general 
increase of 7 nP. per maund of sugar-
cane in all States, including Mysore. 

Shri Radhelal Vyas (Ujjain): In 
view of the fact that in Madhya Pra-
desh sugarcane is irrigated mU3tly by 
lift irrigation and not by river irri-
gation, the cost of sugarcane cultiva-
tion there is higher than that obtain-
ing in· UP and Bihar. May I know 
from the Minister whether he would 
fix Rs. 2 per maund as cost price to 
the sugarcane in Madhya Pradesh 
alBO'? 
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Mr. Speaker: It is a suggestion for of the sugar mills in West Bengal are 
action. not prejudiced in this fashion? 

Shrl Swaran Singh: These are sug-
gestions. Moreover, Madhya Pradesh 
is not the only State where sugarcane 
is irrigated by lift irrigation. I know 
that in UP, Punjab and Bihar there 
is lift irrigation. 

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: 
While congratulating the Minister for 
increasing the price of sugarcane for 
UP and Bihar to Rs. 2 per maund, may 
I know from him whether in Maha-
rashtra, where the Minister concerned 
has made out a case that without in-
creasing the cost of sugar to the consu-
mer there is still scope for increasing 
the priCe of the cane to the cultiva-
tors, the Minister would consider the 
suggestion that the minimum price 
payable as cost of sugarcane should 
be Rs. 2, without in any way increas-
ing the cost of sugar? 

Mr. Speaker, Certainly, he will 
flonsider it. 

Shrl Shivajl Rao S. Deshmukh: Sir, 
I wanted to know .... 

Mr. Speaker: He asks for considera-
tion of his suggestion. I can assure 
kim that the Minister will consider 
it. 

Shrl Ramanathan Chettiar (Karur): 
What about those factories which are 
covered by the South India Sugar 
Mills Association formula? May I 
know Whether sugarcane supplied to 
the factories under the SISMA formula 
will also get this increase'? 

Shri Swaran Singh: There is no 
SISMA formula. I haVe already stated 
that there will be an increase of 7 
nP. with regard to all the sugar fac-
tories. 

Shrl C. K. Bhattacharyya (Raiganj): 
The sugar mills in South Bihar are 
allowed to charge an ex-mill price per 
quintal which is IIKlre than that 
charged by the sugar mills in conti-
guous areas in West Bengal; parti-
cularly, I mean Birbhum. Will the 
Minister kindly see that the interests 

Mr. Speaker: Yes. Shri Banerjee. 

Shri S. M. Banerjee (Kanpur): May 
I know whether it has been made 
clear to the sugar mill owners that 
the price increase of sugarcane will 
not giVe them any beRefit and they 
will not be allowed to increase the 
sugar price any further? 

Shri Swaran Singh: I do not follow 
the question. 

Mr. Speaker: He says that the rise 
in the cane price should not give the 
factories a pretext to increase the 
price of sugar. 

Shri Swaran Singh: It is quite ob-
vious. I have made it clear that an 
increase of this type, particularly in 
North Bihar and U,P. cannot be 
absorbed by the factories at the exist-
ing ex-factory prices and, therefore, 
there will be a corresponding increase. 
There is a para that I read out in my 
statement, indicating it. (Interrup-
tions). 

II1r ~~)'{ ~r: 'lifli;tiT 
;;fr '!ft ~l'1' ffTIi'lfT If>T fEf;' ';1,,,1 \3',n: lI' {1rr 
'l;I'R \3'frU f~ if; wn: , 110 srf(f 
If'i ~ If>T 'lfT<f 'l;I'<I' f~ ;;rrlrm ~Gr­
<r.rar lfiU(f g~ if 0fT'TifT 'q~ifT ~ fEf;' ~ 
, ~o lI'fcI If'i ~rR ;y; m<:l"ll' ~ f~ 
;;rrirrrr lIT ~ ;;r;:r m'q- ~T'f'1fr <r.r ~ 
~ ~ ;r. <rr"fr~ f~ ;;rrirllT, >;1'\'1:: "lIT 
m:<f.T~ ~~ tn: '1fT fcrqf"{ 'to<: ~r ~ fEf;' 
':( 11 0 l!'f., If'i ~<n" ;y; f<'!ii ~ ~ ~ 
;fr;;r >f; ;-;~ 'l;I'R ~ if; SI'Ts'"l/Til' tn: 
~ lI'liJq' ~ ~ ~ I 

II1rmf~ :~<IEf;'~f~ 
'liT ~ ~, lI'~ ~r;;r ~ ~ ~M I ~ 
~ If>T ~ f~qf'Wf ~<6'IG ~ ~ 
~ lIT ~ Iff; ;-;;:~r if q1fi ~ fif,lff ~ I 

~ 1!1: ~ it "lI'ro f~ ~ f'ti'll'T ~ I 
~ It !~ It'f ifii' iflt'ifEf;' i7~ :;ft;ft 
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[J5frm f~ 
flf<# ij' ~ ~r ifRT '!i't'lfa' 'R ~T ~ 
'iii' ~rlft I ~ ~~1<; otT amr ~ ~ 
~ lfh ~ ~T lJ'R ij' m'q ~ff 
~ I ~r CfiIi ~~ f~~ 'IlT w.m:r ~, 
~~~rr'\\:~,*,~~~~ 
;fflT~ If( ll'Iir ~ f'ti '(ij' 'fiRir ~ f<ti1fT 
~ ~ q'R ;;r;v.r{T '*' 'tift<r f~ ~ 
If( ~ ~)'q ~ <m '!i't'lfa' ~"T 'ifTf~it 
~~ <tiT ~ f<ti1fT ~ I 
Sbri Sbivajl Rae S. Deshmukh: May 

I have a litti& .clarification from the 
him. Minister? The Minister has been 
pleased to announce the minimum 
price of sugarcane. So far as Maha-
rashtra is ,concerned, could it be the 
ex~field price rather than ex-factory 
price? 

Sbri Swarm Singh: I do not know 
the distinction between ex-field price 
and ex-factory price. 

Sbri Shlvajl Rae S. Desbmukh: The 
Maharashtra Cabinet by a unanimous 
resolution has recommended that the 
minimum cost of sugarcane, which is 
fixed by the Central Government, 
should be the ex-field price and not 
the ex-factory price. 

Mr. Speaker: Tliat is to say, the 
grower should' gat it at the field. 

Sbri Swaran SiDgh: The grower al-
ways gets it at the field except that 
iiI certain cases he has to bear the 
transport charges. I have spelled that 
out clearly. 

Mr. Spe,.ker: That is exactly what 
he means. 

Sbri Swarm Shll'h: On the trans-
POrt charges there is a regular for-
mula that up to 12 nP. fOr instance, 
~ the case of road transport, shall be 
borne by the person concerned. 

"" ~ '"" (<m:n1'm) : 
~~ lf~, q'lfT tift l1~mr if ltiW 

f'ti ~ ~ 0 ~fq lfif l'fi 'IlT ~ ~ 

~'A lf~ ~ Qlf f'tilfr f'ti ~ f~r­
~ ~'iG ij' ~ lfT if~ I 

aaM ~,~ : ~ ~ iIffi'lT f~ I; 

1111) ~~" ~: f~;gq 
~'iG,*,mifcrr~f~f'ti~ 
~ ~ f'tilfr lJ'lfT, ~ ~ f~ 
otT ~ ~ I it ;qT'l ~ am Q'Jl'T ~ 
ij' f~ ~lJ'T f'ti ~ it '<fTlUJ'r m~ 
~) ~ ifq:r q) fin<: fltim,n ~ flr.rT '*' 
ilR lf~ <tiq ij' <'fT1l q:r (~'R ~ 
;;ffl1n ~ f~ l'fi otT ~ q'R "RT 
'*' ;a'~'lRif ~ 3i'n:: ~ ~lJT I ¢~ 
q('liT<'f ~~ otT '<fTqurr if><: ~) ;;rrif I 

11111 m f~: ~ ~lJ amr <tiT 
~ 'R: ~if q'R !f~, if><:~ crT"!'T lfh 
~ ~ ~if f'ti ~ <<IT?~ q.~ ~ lJ~ I 

ShrI'lqbal Singh (Ferozepur) May I 
know whether this formula will apply 
to Punjab State? 

Mr. Speaker: Everywhere there' 
will be an increase of 7 nP. 

11111 ~~ ftfi\' (,pm) : ~l; 
if ~ amr lJl'li ~ otT ~ f'ti \9 if;; q.~ otT 
crr '!i't'lfa' ~ 1fT ~'A f'lf<'l'lffi"I"f>R;;iT 'I <; 

~ ifij' m 'q'T;;f~ 'tire ~ ~ o;;;r '*' 
1!;nf~ m~ lfh 'flIT ~ f~ I 

'11 m fuw : ~lJ ~ ~ ~-n;;r <tiT: 

~ <f~ ~ I 

11111 q~ ~ ('l'rit>fr<r) : it-
~~?irf'ti q Ifr in:rn,*,m 
if ~ 'fiT 'inft<r ;rTfq "q:r ~ I ~ 
~T f~ if "1;'f; fmor 'if f; 

aaM ~).~ : f;jF, w.m1 'J,falit t 

q'f'l ~ ~n::T r.rrf.;r~T lj' ;;TT~ ;;riT I 

1II11q~ ~: J;'tif~ T{ 'I ~~ 
<;'1, <fo ifo t1;'ti flf.;r if f-;lIT;:;rr ~ ~ m: 
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~ ~ 0 ~~l' t'l1<1 if f~ ;;rr <w ~ I ~ 

~ ~aT ~ f'ti;;iT,~ ~ ~fm­
f<:eTW ~ ~ it ~ if ~ ~ iflif 
~1 ~fr I -:nr 'tiT f~ mq; iflif ~ 
~I 

Appraisal of 
Third Five Year PI4ta 

~<: ~~U ij ~t ~m f~ ;;mrr ~ I It''I' 
if ~T ~ ~ ~h: It'ti ij ifi'i ~ .. 

~ "'),~ : ~ '1T'f io ;;rn:t I 

'l' ~ mg: ~ 'tiT f~ en .. 13.041 brI. 
mq; ~ I 27T( <'ft!T 'fT ~ mq; lfi't I ~ MOTION RE REPORT ON MID-

t1. <I" TERM APPRAISAL OF TIlIRD 
~ ~~clie if ~ ~ I FIVE YEAR PLAN--contd. 'l' f~A~ (~-.r): ~ Mr. Speaker: We now take further-
Ifill' ,;fT ~ 'fif<'ITl:iT f'ti '1<: ~c \9 ;:ro qo consideration of the following motion 

moved by Shri Bali Ram Bhagat on 
f~;;n:T 'l<:: 'iIl~ m 'liT ~ ~ I 'ti~ the 5th December, 1963, namely:-

'ti"liT rrir ij q~ if ~l'l1: 'liT ~ "That the 'Report on the Mid-
ifi'i i[lm ~ q')7 fq;,:: q~<'f if ifi'i i{T ;;rTIfT term Appraisal of the Third Five 
~ ~ I 'f'IfT,~ 'l<:: l'f'f;fik l:IT f'l1<1 <ffir Year Plan', laid on the Table of 

the House on the 26th November, 
f<fqT<:~:r I ~~U <mf ~ f'ti ~ f'l1<1 1963, be taken into consideration." 
ifi'i ltff~ I 'A" ~-ft ~ ~l'l1: m-~ ifi'i 
~;r ~ q;;r~ ~ l:IT QT.ff it 'IUifT ~if 
~~~ I ~'tir~f~'l<::iflfT 
'f~ 'Ilf~lt I ~~ it f<'('it f'ti~ '!.=t 'P-TT 
~TfiT ;;r;n<lT orTlf I ~ it ~ '!.=t tIWf 
if <:"1"[ :;r~ I 'l' ~ ~ : ~ ~; l!mt'<'r'ti it 
if ~~ if, ~,. H ~ ,fTCf ~ mq; 'ti<: t~ 
'fT f'ti mfr~ sr~ it 3i'l<:: 1:tm 
~ ;;mrr ~ I lI!~ it q<!~ it h'ticm 
if;1:r i[T'fT ~ q)-{ 'IR if fq;,:: ('f~'!/I'f ~ 
~ ~ ~'1ir.r ~!'c ifi'i ~T orrm ~ I ~~ 
~ ~r ~'l f~ it ~ ~ I '« 
mt-vnr f~T ~'fT ~ -:nr it 3i'1<: 
~ f~;;mrr ~ I 

~ i'f'f> ~m: ~;;l~ 'tiT «~;f ~, ~ 
m ~ f'ti f~ 'fiT 1~ ;:ril:T 'f~VIT 
'Ilf~.:t, ~'ti'l ~ it f<'r':t ~T 'lfm 
lif!IRU ~~W m ~ ;;r;.;~ i[TIft 
..m: ~iTT"tcU il"'~ if;:rf·:ft firft I ~ 
'l<:: '1fT f<fqr<: flfl:lT ;;rr ~ ~ I 

'1T f~A 1mi' : ~ f'l1<1 if 
'I ~o \9~ ill:lT qm f~l:IT .;;mn ~ 

151' ~ 1111~ (~;r) : ~ 
~,~T~~~f.t;~$~ 
~ron-~ I 

~ ",,~ : ~ ~ ~";;rr 
Wfim I 'l' ~{'f 1111~: ~ wit 
~r.H ~ if 'ft;f ~ ~ ~ ~ 
;:("ti ~ 1ft 'liT ~ ~ f{lff 'IT, ~~ 
~ ~ ~ 'ft;f .nT ~« ~ tNT I 

~T~ ~~f'ti~tffirit~ 
lfIl ~ 'tiT ~ ~ f1:r.:rr I ~ 'U\ilf 
it ffi;r qq-Ffur;r it ~ ~ f;r;rlr;l 
~ 'liT ~ ~ f1:r.:rr I ~ ft;rif ~ 
f~ ~ f'ti qoo "£k:r ~ ~T f;ro 
;;rTlf I ;;1'1' ~Ttr ~ ~ ~ ~ 
~5~,,"~~~fir<;r;rr~ I 

~E!m' ~)~ : Ilrof Ifi! ~T i{T ~ I 
'l'~~ (~) : ~'ti<'rq~ 

.~ it ~~ ~ f.r;m: W ~ 
'lT1~~~~~~f'ti~ 
~~~'tiTmruT~~I~ 
~ ~ I {\ 'f{ if ~ ~"T'lfr 


