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Mr. Speaker: There
terests,

Shri Numblar: We¢ sympathise with the
cause; we are for the Suba.

Mr. Speaker: That is why I have ap
pealed to all to agree. All sections are
agreed on the main thing.

are 0  many in-

Shrima.! Renu Chukravaetty: Moy 1
make one point very clear? If you are
going 10 give your ruling tv ths effec
that this might be permitted to be dJooe,
1 would request you, before vou put this
to vote. to make it very clear to the House
and to the country that this waiving uf
rules will never be resorted to any more
This may be made very clear.

Mr. Speaker: It is not possible to sav
that never again it will be resorted to.
but at least 1 will give this guarantee thai
normally or ordinarily it will not be taken
advantage of in future. If such a thing

happens on account of the failure of
Government, then certainly they would
not come up for this.

Shri Nambiar: But it will he a very

bad precedent.

Mr. Speaker: ‘lhere are different cir-
cumstances that come up, different con
siderations.

Shri  Nambiar: We sympathise with
the cause very much more than they.

Mr. Speaker: That is why | am ap
pealing 10 him.

Shri Namblar: But we are reully afraid,
frightcned, that they will repeat these
things.

Mr. Speaker: We will sec. W ai

here.

Dr. M. S. Amey: | withdraw mv ob
jection.

Mr. Speaker: | hope all others will
fall in line.

Shri Nambiar: No. not in chis cace.

Mr. Speaker: | am appealing to hum.

because the cause is dear 0 him as to
anybody elsc.

*Half-an-hour discussion—contd.
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is it to be taken up?

Mr. Speaker: A new motion has to
be made. It cannot be done today.

Shri Raghunath Singh: Why should we
not move the motion just now? All the
hon. Members are sitting in the Ceatral
Hall.  They cun all come. We can have
the motion now.

Mr. Speaker: We have (o suspend
many rules. The Bill has to be introduc-
ed afresh. All things have to be done.
It cannot be done in this mauner. To-
morrow it may be done, but we will have
10 tuke care that tomorrow we finish all
the work that we have.

Shri D. C. Sharma: Has the rule been
suspended?

Mr. Speaker: That motion will have
to be moved.

Shri D. C. Sharma:
10 makc the motion

Ak the lcader

17.32 bours

o CAPACITY OF PORTS ‘10 HANDLE
CARGO

Shri Linga Reddy (Chikballapur): J am
raising this discussion on points arising
out of the answer given on the 1st March.
1966 to Starred Question No. 275. A
discussjon on this will be very useful and
very purposeful.

Ihe other day. the Food Minister was
pleased to say thut arrangements ure be
ing made for importing 9 inilbon tous
of foodgrains. Out of this. 5 million 100
have been imported so far.

When we are faced with unprecedent
¢d drought in several parts of ihe ciup-
try, it is very necessary that ows ports
should be in & position to bandle the
cargo of foodgraing in uddjtion to handl-
ing other materials such as fertilisers cic.,
that come from other countries. It s
verty nccessary that the Transport Mimis-
try., the Food and Agiiculiule® Minstry
and the port authorities co-ordinate theis
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activities to import foodgrains through them into smaller ships. The same thing

the ports and send thcm as carly as pos-
sible to the places where there 1s meces-
sary. Time is the essence of the matter.

17,34 hrs.
[MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER in the Chair}

We have a number of major ports, but
all of them are not fully developed.

could be sent to Kandla port or Pradip
port. Of course, it could not bs landed
there. But by smaller ships foodgrains
could have been casily sent to Calcutta
and other ports. It is necessary that the
handling capacity of foodgrains axd other
materials should be geured up so that
toodgrains could be sent to the needy

- places early. That is not being done at

Sometime ago an expert from
America came and inspected some of the
ports, and 1 believe they have submitted
a report. A summary of it, no doubt, has
heen given, but I wish the full report had
been .made available to thc hon. Mcm-
bers. Now I understand that it i3 intend-
ed to import 1.5 million tons of food-
grains every month through these ports
and send them to the other parts. Un-
fortunately foodgrains are not imported
in ports situated near the drought atfec-
ted areas. It is because the handling ot
the foodgrain and other cargo in the
several ports are not properly planned
for some reason or the other. I under-
stand that some officers here in the food
department are interested in getting the
bulk of the imports through Bombay port
only though there are other ports which
can very easily and convenicntly handle
the grains and send them to the needy
parts. For example. according to the
answer given, Bombay received during
1964-65 a total tonnage of 17.5 million
in foodgrain and other cargoes. Other
ports like Calcutta, Kandla, ¢tc. have
very few shipments of grains. [ under-
stand that some officers in the food depart-
ment are interested in getting foodgrains
only through Bombay, the result being
that the foodgrains received al! the Bom-
bay port are not being handled quickly
and results in payment of demurrage. The
hon. minister may find out the demurrage
that had been paid. I understand that
this demurrage is being shared by somc
interested officers and others. This muav
kindly be enquired into. An instancc
may be given. Manhattan, a supertanker
carrying 72.000 tonnes of PI. 430 grans
was not in a position to bc received in
the Bombay port. Arrangements were
made to receive it at Madras by stopping
it mid-sca for a long time and unload

present. Out of 9.1 million tonnes that
are to be imported from several parts,
five million tonnes have been received.
We haev to receive about seven million
tons from other countries such as Ame-
rvica. At least in future it may be proper-
ly planned and grains should be sent to
the other parts. 1f wheat is needed in
an area, thc wheat ship should bc sent
therc. But it is sent to Madras and from
there sent to wheat needing areas. The
transport charges thus become  hcavy.
Mangalore port can easily handlc some
grains but they are not at all sent there.
Similarly. the Cochin port. the Vizaga-
patnam port and Marmagao port—all three
ports—depend upon the supply of food-
grains that are received from several
countries, whether it is imported wheat or
rice, and to send them to the places where
they arc needed. But that js not being
done. It is U of the planni
that is there in the Food Department.
The whole thing may kindly be reviewed.
and the ships should be overhauled, and
the things be properly plnnned.

The Minister of State in the Minivtry of
Transport and Aviation (Shri C. M.
Poonecha):  As regards the Landling  ¢f
imported foodgrains. of the imported car-
gocs and the export of goods from this
country. the capacity of the ports has got
to be developed. It is with this object in
view that the capacity of our various
ports, major and minor, and the coastal
ports, is being developed year after year.
For the benefit of the hon. Nembers of
this House. T may be permitted to quotc
that in the vear 1964-65. the total handl-
ing capacity of our ports, major ports, was
of the order of 48.4 million tons. 1In
1965-66. this capacity was stepped up to
49:5 million tons and in 1966-67. this capa-
city is now further stopped up to a new
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level of 57 million to 58 million tons.
That is to say, the capacitly that we have
developed to handle cargo. both import
and export, at the various ports of Indin
is being steadily developed and improved.

Apart from this, even the capacity of
the minor ports all along our coastline is
being systematically developed and that

ity is today h at 8:5 million
tons, With this development, now wc are
organ’sing our machinery to handle the
unprecedented import of foodgrains to this
country. Up till recent years an average
of five to six milion tons of foodgrains
we used to import.  Due to abnormal
conditions in the country this year, the
proposal is to import about 12 million to
15 million tons of foodgrains. an all-time

high record. We have to make extra-
ordinary arrangements .0 handle this
heavy import that we huve before us.

With this programme in view, the ports
have been geared up to handle the in-
creased volume of import. The imports
of food graing conld be arranged; ships
could be chartered and the purchase of
mechanical equipments for handling also
could be agreed upon or arranged. but the
capacity to deliver the goods at the ports
depends upon several factors. Firstly. it
is a question of berthing facilities; second-
ly. storage facilities and the transhipment
facilities at the ports; thirdly, capacity to
move unloaded grains to the hinterland
either by rail, or by road and fourthlv.
which is o very important one, the labour
that could be mustered at all these bip
ports to handle this big import pro-
gramme. It i not a one-sided develop-
ment. It is not merely the question of
development of port capacity. It is all
these things which go to the success of our
handling the import of this heavy stocks
of foodgrains. In that, we had to
mechanise some of the handling pro-
grammes at the various ports. particularly
at Bombay. Kandla, and now. in Madras,
where we are now mechani<ing the unload
ing of foodgrains. We are having special
mechanised installations at the  various
berths and by that we are trying to step
up the discharge of foodgrains at every
port. Besides this, railway movement also
has to be organised. Tt is an all-rovnd
attempt* to handle this big progrgmme of
imponts which is being donc continuously.
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Tilk lhe‘end of April, we had been able
to handle the imports fairly successfully.
But in May, it is going to be a bit diffi-
cult becuuse there has been a bunching of
vessels at  various  ports, particularly
Bombuy. That is duc to various reasons.
The vessels that were .hartered to bring
grains from America used their maximum
lay time of 15 days and they did not reach
the ports sufficiently carly. These were
some slow-moving vessels which could not
reach the ports according to the time pro-
gramme. So. they slipped into  May.
Otherwise, we should have had them in

April.  Consequently there is bunching of
vessels.
We have ulso made arrangements to

import food by bulk carriers, with the
result at the moment we have heavy
bunching of vessels and consequently we
are running into some difficulties  this
month. Our programme is that during the
non-monsoon  months we should be able
10 handle 1.5 million tons of grains in all
our major ports and | to 1.2 million tons
during the h Hi 2
on acconnts of bunching of veesels we
are now finding it rather difficult to handic
curgo in the way we have programmed
for. However. this month as  agminst
1.2 million tons, we may have to even
handle much more than that, for which we
are making every effort for the succesaful
handling of the vessels that come.

The hon. member made a passing rc-
mark that that has been 2 teadency to
accept vessels only at Bombay and other
ports are not given due consideration.
This is not a fact. Bombay. of course,
is handling the bulk, because we have
about five berths there and one berth i
going to be added exclusively for food-
grains. So, six berths would be working
only for food ships in Bombay. In ad-
dition, we have port insallations to
handlc mechanically the discharge of
arains from the vessels. For these rea-
sons. Bombay is more suited to handle
a larger import of foodgrains. Even
though we have all lhm»f-cilitiex.wc
had to divert two vessels fromg Pombay to
Madras. because there has been heavy
bunching. We  could not divert morc
vessels to Kandla. because Kandla nlso
at the moment is somewhat congested
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However, we are making every possible
etfort.

The other arrangement we arc raaking
is that we would be discharging 1incse
big tankers into Liberty coasters and ships
at mid-stream and taking them 10
various ports, so that demand on berth
facilities muy be minimised. With all
these arrangements, it is our hope that the
programme which has been drawn up tor
import of foodgrains during the year
will be successfully handled in spit of
the difficultics we have to encounter. 1
can give the assurance that with reganl
to port handling, we will try to do owr
utmost. Much depends upon tne rail
and road movement and the facilitics
available at the various port areas.

Mention was made that Manhattan, the
big tanked which is about to reach our
port, has been arranged to be brought
to Bombay and it has not been taken fo
Kandla or Paradip. It s not so. Be-
cause this bulk carrier has to be tuken to
a port from where the grain so dischargec
could be moved quickly bv railways, we
had to take it to Madras. We could
take it to Paradip. But Paradip port by
itself cannot handle the discharze. We
do not have a rail connection to Paradip.
We cannot g oand unload it at Paradip
and then move it by trucks. 70.000 tns
of grain is coming in one load. S0 It
has to be taken to a port which could
handle 1t

Shri Linga Reddy: What I sad was
that it could be taken to Paradip and....

Shri C. M. Poonacha: The idea is that
it is not going to be unloaded at Paradip
but it will be taken to Paradip from where
it will be unloaded into “liberty” ships
and moved to Calcutta. But the ditfhi-
culty is, Paradip is a newly constructed
port and we are not still fully organised
at that port. So the owners of the vessel
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themselves insisted that it has o be dis-
charged at a port which is acceptable 10
them. This is one of the conditions ar
the charter party. Therefore, we had w0
accept their decision to unload this cargo
at Madras. Then, Madras has all the
other facilities of of foodgrains
which, when it is discharged in Madras,
could be organised to the best possible
advantage.

Mention was made that we are not
using the facilitics available in other ports
such as Vishakhapatnam, Mangalore and
others. It is not correct. We have this
year handled about 53,000 tons of food-
grains import through  Vishakhapatnam.
through Cochin about 48,000 tons,
through Mangalore about 12,000 tons. The
hon. Member would be knowing that
Mangalore is a seasonal port. After 15th
May we cannot handle any vessels there.
Only for about 6 to 8 months in a year
or, at the most. 9 months we can work
vessels, and that too mid-stream which 1y
very expensive. Even then we have made
use of Mangalore port and discharged
about 12,000 tons of foodgruins.

Shri Linga Reddy: 1 said that Manga
lorc port has to be developed quickly
and made an all-weather port.

Shri C. M. Poonacha: When the major
port comes into being, no doubt, we will
take big tankers there. At the moment
it is mid-stream unloading. Even with
these difficulties and handicaps we have
made arrangements to unload vessels
wherever possible, so that our port capa-
citics are used to the maximum and this
heavy programme of foodgrain import is
successfully handled.

17.53 hms.

The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Eleven
of the Clock an Tuesday, May 17, 1966/
Vaisakha 27. 1888 (Saka)





