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fie vision in Ex-factory Prices of Sugar
H

•269. SHRI K. M. ‘BADHUKAR’: 
SHRI D. D. DESAI-.

Will the Minister of AGRICULTURE 
AND IRRIGATION be pleased to 
state:

(a) whether the ex-factory prices 
«of sugar, have been revised again re
cently; and

(b) if so, the prices increased and 
•reasons therefor?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE 
MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE AND 

' IRRIGATION (SHRI SHAHNAWAZ 
KHAN): (a) and (b). A statement 
is laid on the Table of the Sabha. 
(Placed in Library. See No. LT- 
11297/76].
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SHRI D. D. DESAI: The produc
tion of sugar has declined from 48 
lakh tonnes to 42 lakh tonnc3, and 
the export also has been affected to 
some extent. The statement laid on 
the Table of the House shows that the 
costing is done by the Bureau of In
dustrial Costs and Prices. Mav I know 
from the hon. Minister whether the 
variation between the lowest and the 
highest is nearly a hundred per cent? 
Can he not consider seeing that tbe 
cost clement particularly. The crash
ing period recovery and sugarcane 
price are all arranged in a manrtfrt* 
that the sugarcane growers do get a 
remunerative price which is presently 
a matter of greftt concern in th* 
House and outside?
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ME. SPSAKBR: It is a different
question about tugar cane price and 
not about the ex-factory .Mice of 
iugar.

SHRI SHAHNAWAZ KHAN: These 
are two different prices. .

ICR. SPEAKER: The relevance in 
this is only whether, as a result of 

ex-factory price of sugar being 
feviaed, the sugar cane prices will also 
be affected or what That aspect you 
can answer. Otherwise, there is no 
relevance.

SHRI D D DESAI* The difference 
is q£ the order of 100 per cent 
between the lowest and the highest.

’SHRI SHAHNAWAZ KHAN: As
frou have vrry nghtly remarked, 
these are two entirely different ques
tions. One is fixation of the price of 
levy sufc«r and the other i<s fixation 
of the pr.ce of sugar cane The prise 
of sugai -*ane is fixed on the recom- 
conunenfjtion of the Agricultural 
Prices Commission and the Central 
Government consults the States and 
the sugar-cane growers and then 
fixes the onces The fixation of the 
price of evy sugar
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SHRI DINEN BHATTACHARYYA: 
May I know actually whether sny 
percentage of this levy sugar is being 
sported  and if so, what is the export 
price of it and how does it compare 
-with the price that has been detailed 
here in Appendix I of the Statement?

MR. SPEAKER: Has it any rela
tion with the export price?

SHRI SHAHNAWAZ KHAN No. Sii 
The export prices wore very very 
high. You know, Sn, that was 600 
pounds per ton. That has <ome 

'•down.

'.Study of Sain Fed Cultivation of 
Black Cotton Soil

*270 SHRI BHAGATRAM 
MANHAR:

SHRI NITIRAJ SINGH 
CHAUDHARY:

Will the Minister of AGRICULTURE 
AJND IRRIGATION be pleased to *tale ■

(a) whether Government propose to 
locate pilot projects to study the com-

j  •>.
plex problems arising in tain {o4 ,$&- 
iivation in black cotton soil in 1!#• 
mada Valley; and

(b) if so, facts thereof?

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN 
MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE AND 
IRRIGATION (SHRI ANNASAHEB 
P. SHINDE): (a) and (b): Na S*.
There is no such proposal vfim the 
Government of India. It may, ho*r- 
ever, be mentioned that under a 
Centrally Sponsored Scheme of, In
tegrated Dryland Agriculture! 
Development, 6 pilot projects out o f  
24 are in operation since beginning 
of the Fourth Five Year in the black 
soil areas of Indore and Row* 
(Madhya Pradesh), Sholapur and 
Akola (Maharashtra) and Rajkot a"** 
Arareli (Gujarat); but none of these 
district from part of Narmada Valley.
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SHRI ANNASAHEB P. SHINDE; 
The black-soil, whether it b<» in 
Narmada Valley or elsewhere,'1$ more 
or less similar. After our expetvnrefe 
here, it can be utilised in Narmeda 
Valley as well.




