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even after independence it hag been
tolerable and tolerated amd we are
not eshamed to say that it still exists.
May I know whether Governmem
have taken any steps to find out what
are the causes for the Indian society
to observe untouchability, and if so,
have they found out any remedy?

Mr. Speaker: In the Question Hour
you are 'making a speech. I think I
will go to the next question now, Mr.
Limaye.

W WWE WHIE ;T A T WA
i fare & X &

qAR WETW T O AT T
far mr §

WY WIAE T« : TG WY TH S
F i T g @ w4 | WIS qg
AT FE0 99T § WIT TR WO i
fredfam s R

Mr. Speaker: I am not able to
understand. We have given seven
hours. Immediately after the Ques-
tion Hour we are going to discuss this.
Every-day members are doing this, it
is impossible to continue like this.
Yesterday we have already discussed
and we have another 6-1/2 hours to-
day, Hon. Members do not under-
stand. I do not know whal to do.

=t A\Ag AATE : A g G A F
FrEwT w1 7 % famr mar |

=Y Qe THo A(AI : FY AT I WY
oA am@ W aeAra g & 1§
awar & fF gq Y 9= qaf § w7 A
& waa 7 faw | M gw T avaw
T g Y 'y §

Bhri Madhu Limaye: 1558,

Shri 8. M. Banerjee: 1584 may be
taken up with this.

The Mixister of State in the Minis-
try of Finance (Shri K. O, Fant):
That is different.

M|s. Aminchand Pyarelal Group of
Firms

*1558. Shri Madhu Limaye:
Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia:
Shri 8. M, Banerjee:
Shri Ram Sewak Yadav:
Shri George Fernandes:

Will the Minister of Finance be
pleased to refer to the reply given to
Starred Question No, 76 on the 3rd
November, 1966 and gtate:

(a) whether the penalty imposed on
M;s. Aminchand Pyarelal for import-
ing steel after the expiry of the im-
port licences and for presenting forg-
ed cross border certificates has sihce
been recovered; and

(b) whether the firm exercised the
option given to it to redeem the goods
for home consumption?

The Minister of State in the Minis-
try of Finance (Shri K. C. Pant):
(a) Out of the total penalty of Rs.
2,28,000 imposed on M]|s. Aminchand
Pyarclal in respect of three importa-
tions, penalty amounting to Rs, 1,28,000
relating 1v two of the three cases has
since been recovered. The firm has
filed a writ petition in respect of the
third case in the High Court at Bom-
bay.

(b) Only in one of the three cases
has the firm exercised the pption and
redeemed the goods for home con-
sumption on payment of a fine of
Rs. 1,00,000.

Shri S, M. Banerjee: 1584,

Mr. gpeaker: That is a different

question,

st g fomd - & r=fY sgem W
T YN AT %7 T frarar wgen § fw
1951 ¥YT 1959 & ey s et
wrer weafrt v w3 4md o7 frmrt
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§ @ AT, I A W O T,
e ag w0 T & e g
Wiy &, 9T BN w09 F09 9 "
qT, N2X T2 0w F09 1,28 AT
ar 1,29 AT §Y 74T | THET qAY T27
w1 o & 6 o wafa § e &
& Wi T wYT TRt 9T Wi 9T
ET qGAT AT | GOWT ¥ ¥@ Aty §
ITHT AR 1 FAT TAT AT § AT
75,000 &9 ¥ 3¢e FWAT § | { 7
AT A g fF o weae Al wed
O ¥ a9 W 7@ 9 weE
wr-ardt afzfede 9w w@ & fag
T 9T AT FAAT T, W 9w
oAy S FY A0 F & W 9
¥ T W oA &1 A e @,
wiffe sfaorre ¥ qrdy Aifor s 1
o wreE foay §

Shrl K, C. Pant: The supplementary
relates to the other question. Have
you allowed that question? That re-
lates to income-tax and this is cus-
toms; these are two different matters.

Mr. Speaker: Both the

Finance Ministry.

ot wy forerd : & aaman g o 3 ST
W Y gt § | o S owe #
wiE, ¥few qurai & wd, wafag
wtwEAY &1 foary &7 \iwT faar

Shri K, C. Pant: If you allow that
to be answered. I should like to say
that it is not correct that the income-
tax had been reduced, That statement
is given in reply to the other ques-
tion which makes the position absolu-
tely clear. There is no question of
reduction of income-tax in 1958-59.

relate to

Shri Ranga: Under-assessment?
Shri K. C. Pant: That also is given.

ot wY o : weaw WPNT, R
gt Gy 1 & el o e

AUGUSBT 8, 1967

Oral Answers 16672

& @ s gt ar, o Je i oF e
foar mar av | 9w § arw foer a7 fE
1952—-53 % 9,13 §ATT T %7 TT%R
& qdw T T °7 WX 1957-58
HAg9Z $T 1,28 TALC G T T
T T & AiHE § Ia% 4% @
& fFar W a1 FO0% W AR -
T qHT TE W 75 99 WY W A
AT AT | I IHT IEA IATAT -7
5 w1 i g faran mam | &feT o
w5t po-ardy afefebeg F1 3w
2,28 FATT T 1 JHIAT foear 0 &
1 I9g & fF T S  w
F ¢ wr quiaT A fear mar § 7

Shfi K. C. Pant: In regard to the
other question 1584...

Mr, Speaker: You place the answer
on the Table of the House.

Shri K. C. Pant: 1 thought that we
were dealing with this question,

Mr. Speaxer: Lhat is glso concern-
ed with M|s. Aminchand Pyarelal
group of firms. You have laid it on
the Table. Supplementaries can be
asked,

Shri K. C. Pant: 1t is laid on the
Table, In that statement we have
given the figures for each of the years
from 1951-52 to 1058-58 from which
it will be seen that the tax levy has
gone up from Rs. 8.91 lakhs in 1950-51
to Rs. 10:60 lakhs in 1958-59,

Shri Madhu Limaye: Re-assessed.
But originally?

g @ s e wg O
¢ wnfifome i wr )

Shri K, C. Pant: Who is to take cre-
dit for this? The income-tax depart-
ment has done it.

it vy forerdl : agd wEAT 1 & A
tar far mm o
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SBhri K, C. Pant: Therefore, the
original figures quoted by Mr. Limaye
refer to realization of tax, not to
the levies. The levy has increased
over the years.

ot 7y femd : iy & a1 & s
i e g

AT JA Aq 1w wAw( (A
arveeat awg) (s

st w4 fow@ : F1_al AT W
ST §F A1 F 8R) @ § R oae
A ST § T T O
G A @ @ T Q@ wATe %
A e g ?

&t Fo o o T wTraTe-
How § ¥ QR a i g faar g
qfF a9t 2 FTAERiTE & Tl #
I T T4 ¥ wwfeag T ey
TG T 1 O g I T g
e ¥ fe sw 91 § WK gk ¥a |
I S A% F aAT W A
A T I BGAT AG Y AT § I
& T FEQG T W o1 GF A

Shri S. M. Bamerjee: My quesiion
pertains to the reply given to ques-
tion No, 1584—income-tax assessment.
From the statement given in reply to
this question, it appears to me some-
thing strange; in the assessment year,
the income shown in the cage of the
firm and tax levied in the case of the
firm, right from 1851-52 to 1058-539,
are like this: the income shown was
Rs. 12,50,000; and then, it js all ‘ditto’,
‘ditto’, ‘ditto’, as if there was no rise
or fall in the income, It was always
Rs. 1,50,000. It is also said in the
statement that the income determined
in the case of the firm was on the
basis that the income for the period
of assessment, from 1951-52 to 1958-
58, was Rs. 1 crore. On the basis of
this gtatic income and the income of
Rs. 12,50,000, it has been calculated.
This was on the basis of the agreed
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assessment. Whas wag jthe agreed
assessment? It was agreed with the
connivance of the particular frm
by the income-tax officer that the
Yearly income will be enly
Rs. 12,50,000 and nothing more!

ot wq femd : afedl & e €
i goulo wali: wfadt & ey@ ¥ 1

1 wani to know what wag the agreed
assessment gnd what was the assess-
mient before the agreement,

..8hri K. C. Pant: Assessmenis are
ugreed to sometimes. When the de-
partment feels that there are various
iterns which they may not have bean
able to establish, and if the other
party agrees, the higher amount i
arrived at. ( oy ey ™g

wgalwg € 7 wemw Wged, O
T wrft wi s § 7 )
They cannot question the facts. I can
only give the facts as I know. The
facts are that in this case, the con-
cerned officer exercised his discretion.
He felt that it was in the interesis of
the department and the revenue of the
Government to accept this figure of
Rs. ] crore which is evenly distrl-
pbuted over these years, So he exer-
cised his discretion, and in the exer-
cise of his discretion, he has fixed
this figure. I do not think there is any

objection.

wt wy el : worren wgve, W
srareaT &1 T § |

Mr. Speaker: In the Question Hour,
there cannot be any point of order.

Shri 8. M. Banerjee: Sir, on &

point of clarification.

Wt vy fowd : weEw TwT, WY
Tt iy W S oo @ g
wE | og e wTEw-OH QTN
fr g W fx ol A |
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Mr. Speaker: Mr, Banerjee. What is
Your point for clarification?

- 8hri 8. M. Banerjee: Sir, my ques-
tion. was periinent. How could the
income-tax department assess the in-
come as—

" Mr, Speaker: He has answered the
question,

Shri S, M. Banerjee: He has not
answered it. If you are satisfied with
the answer...,.. (Interruption).

Mr. Speaker: It is answered,

Shri §. M. Banerjee: The income-
tax department may be satisfied; the
Minister 'may be satisfied; but you
have to be satisfied.

Mr. Speaker: The answer is there;
he has answereq your point. You may
Aot agree with him,

Shri S, M. Banerjee: It is on the
basis of a lower income; it was
Rs. 12,50,000 all through. Was it so
for all these 11 years?

Mr. Speaker; The point is this. Your
mpecific question was whether it has
been negotiated, how it js only Rs, 12
lakhs odd every year. That has been
answered by the Minister, Whether it
is satisfactory or not, it is a matter
which I cannot judge.

Shri §. M, Banerjee: My question is
whether the Minister would inter-
vene in this wmatter,

Mr. Speaker: T am not here to judge
whether it is correct or not. How
could T know?

ot Twdwe T ;¥ ag qraT
gt § f& iR e g7 9
2,58 ¥ ¥9X &7 yuiAT gov 97;
wx firw ford gom a1 o v 7w THe
age #Y wf @ v Y ; wre Y At
wf Tt | ® 7@ ot I g F
fir 2,26 e T ¥ oY ATy e
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w, 7 ¥ ¥ faw 1,28 g 29 agw
for ma, I w A fqu @

! g1 ¥ oow : ag dAeer gAiAY
FgA &1 E o) dawey 6 wEd
3% fo fovam man fF S $8 FaTETHe
wam &, @ amarT waan ar faw §
IR 727 a7 5 wEEr @ AW &
AT ¥ HAT XET qI@ F AR A}
T ar AfpT AR ¥ agEETe gé ar
Tat = fF ag IR THaEarr #
T AWR T W AT FIHERE
f@ar T | I &F A IT 97 FEA
FEATT T | KET AL T T AT q3H
Z fau @mad AR gEA d9mwer aE
¥ | gEET ST &4 qgw WY fzar
AN T FAS ¥ I At e & QA
¥ qRroF ¥ fe § an & A ow ¥
IR T FTE )

Wt AT AW : MW HEeE,
7z At facgw &%  f& @ Fwlt &
Hr.T WE arst afefedz Iw F&
A wra AN F qg ATH A FEAT AR
ferprery &7 @rfoer &Y 1 aY ¥ wwA
7z ¢ & ;1 woerd F07 §F w=wia
HHTHR ATATH FFAT F FT F1E AT
FTEARE TFT T 41 & 7 wifF 7
AR #1€ safdd, oF a<FTA AT AT
#1€ sufe, 7€ ot TTddz o w7 &
A qAEE DR FRA F oA
IAFT T I E !

ot gor ww e : wir Ay e &
I @1 A IR aEad g sR # )

st w SAEN : eEw HERY,
ug f areft arg T == =Y A
SR HNT AT @ | WO i 3 g
N W@ ¥ gferw dmw w1 ar
fyfaerer o #re 9 ot wT
farmst wrel O < amer sufe A1 frrewam
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fFar wmar § se¥ geid W fEan
oI 7t 73t fear 7 a1 gafag g
foragare frm fiv fipdt dat &1 1€ gra
g7 (sqaar)
AAT #7813 arfodr AfeFT 9ger A &7
wara faaem =nfge o

oY ¥ WA A IT FT AT
%9 3z & {5 ag 3% & {5 woi qredw
T F AMET g9 7 A3F AT AR
T A FE4 § [ @ ARAT F
¥ HAM | FET 9K &1 /U AT

A

qY WA GAYE WA HLIRT,
A& wwl g Jifge | wmar ag
aF T ¢ 5 2 9@ 58 g xq4T
wET a0 1@ AT 2 7@ 28 AW
wrat qaredr @mg wf fowd § 1 ww
28 gAAA@T FeqAT AT | ol
AFATHAT 48 T |54 1% § (%
FAT § THAT FT & 1 AT BN &
FAT & AT AOAT IJAST F4d

freganre adt faar ?
The Deputy Prime Minister and
Minister of Finance (Shri Morarji

Desai): The matter is not so easy as
hon, members think, Wherever pos-
sible, we would certainly like to
prosecute them and also recover all
this money. In such matters and even
in the other ‘matter of income-tax, it
is asked why only this particular sum
is kept. Unless these people ggree, the
thing will not stand in appeals or in
courts. We will lose even the money
that we can recover. Therefore, one
has to see the balance of convenience
as to what should be done. It is said
that it js done by the minister. I do
not think this was seen by any min-
ister. How can a minister look into all
these things?

Shri Ranga: It was not brought to
your notice. That is the pity,
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Shri Morarji Desai: ]| know about
it only now, Instructions have been
issued now that wherever prosecu-
tions can be made, they should be
made. There is no question of not
making prosecutions. In addition to
penalty, if prosecutions can be made,
they should be made, Not only that.
1 propose also to consider whether
even forfeiture of property can be
made,

Shri Sonavane: What was the total
value of the goods imported and what

was the percentage of penalty im-
posed on thaty

Shri K. C, Pant: Taking all the
three consignments tiogether, the

value of the goods was Rs. 7,73,363.
On this, fine in lieu of confiscation
comes to Rs,. 2.58 lakhs and personal
penalty Rs. 2.28 lakhs,

Shri gurendranath Dwivedy: It is
really extraordinary that for 10 years,
the income, which has been assessed,
remains the game amount. Can the
minister give us any other case in
which agreed assessment has been
made in the manner jt was done in
the case of Aminchand Pyarelal?
I would also like to know whether
this Comrmittee which was appointed
to go into the entire steel deal by
Messrs, Amin Chand Pyarelal sub-
mitted an interim report specially in
regard to the Steel Controller's Office?

Shri K. C. Pant: I would like to
clarify the first part of the question.
The sum total of the income returned
by this company for the years 1951-52
to 1958-59 comes to a few lakhs—be-
low Rs. 5 lakhs. As against this re-
turn of below Rs. 5 lakhg the Gov-
ernment made them agree for the
same period to Rs. 1 crore..,.,

sft aq femdy ¥ 0TI T &1 WIS

7 FU% § 7w T 1 0 T AT A
R

Shrl K. C, Pant: If you have infor-

mation which can help us to take more
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tax from them we will willingly ac-
cept that information,

M vy fmd ;e W F0E @
9 757 & 1 ¥FT wEA a1 @k
fwar

Shri K. C, Pant: I am trying to put
the matter in its proper perspective,
The returns filed gave us an income
of pelow Rs, 5 lakhs. We made them
agree to Rs. 1 crore to be recovered
in equal instalments over a period of
seven years,

wt walfada ag : gATgT O A
5 & w7 fZaT &1 To W HYo &To
a1

Shri K. C. Pant: So far as the Com-
mittee’s findings are concerned, I
have no information with ‘me at pre-
sent.

&t gHe gRo AN : WeAw HENEY,
ot w ymE A # fRmr M § R
ST W AT F QF &Y &AFH i3
TATAT ATAT §, HATE AFT TH Y AL
aredY & aY & qeAT =Tga g fr @ 3©
FrAT AT § AT et T § guhi
glar & f& ==Y st @ Ty A e
forgar a¥i gaaT & @d ¢ ar gg qar
g g’ oA alE g7

Shri Morarji Desai: This is not the
_equal jncome shown by him, He had
shown a lesser income before and
the Income-tax Officer reopened this
case. After they are reopened we have
_got to prove that he has got that much
income, otherwise it will be remitted
in appeals. Therefore, when they were
prepared to pay on an income of Rs, 1
crore, Rs. 75 lakhs—that is what is
said in the gtatement that they agreed
to pay Rs, 75 lakhs—it was said that
the amount by which the income came
to be less and the tax came to less
than Rs. 75 lakhs, -we -will Ilevy
‘that much penalty to make it equal
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to Rs. 75 lakhs, The bargain was
on their side. It is a bargain, I do not
deny that. I do not gee anything wrong
in it. It is all right to say academi-
cally....

Oral Answers

Wl vy fed 7w w0 ¥ e
ATRAY T §, OF F4T WY AT E
=L ATAT & |

Shri Morarji Desai: If I can prove,
then it js all right, That is why I am
saying that the only preventive
penalty will be forfeiture of property
in such cases, because then there is
no question of anything else coming
in.

Nt 7Y foerr . a3t &9 & s etforg
AT FEAET AT Y aqmar §
(eqagqm) .. ... T AGT, TSN
FTHIHSAT 8, OF FU 741 919 § 7

Some hon. Members rose—

Mr, Speaker: I will allow only one
or two more supplementarieg on this.
We have already taken twenty mi-
nutes on this.

it wq fowl ;. meqer w4Ew, O
FART F1 qTHAT 2

Mr. Speaker: One or two questiorns
take away the whole Quéstion Hour.
If it is a matter where crores of
rupees are involveq you can have a
half-hour or one-hour discussion, But
during the Question Hour if one
question takes away the whole time,
what happens to the other questions.
That is why hon. Members were ob-
jecting yesterday also,

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: They gave
Rs. 5 lakhs to the AICC gession at
Durgapur. Shri Atulya Ghosh nego-
tiated and got the money,

Mr. Speaker: They can never
satisfy you as long as Atulya Ghosh
is in your mind.
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st vq o : wema mgYEw,
fom far & gm At #1 gaedY AW
g g¥ 3 faw W 7 T AT
T AW &Y @1 FAWT WS AT
T1fed o

1wt W AT qH TR AR
AT F AEAT AT I ¥ ATE T
ol sy T § 9+ @ ¢ Ak feey
srew fafreex & s fr gad fedt
fafreez w0 gra 7Y at & guar T@ar g
fesaragaaadl ¢ fF qr e fag
A faezT gagoaw AT 7 4t JEAY
@F 92 frar F47 grge o2 faar 7
ag Fgd gl & s g g fF 3
Dx ¢ f& amF 91 feed gifegd §
31 feudde & @2 § ...,
e alae ¥ £l iy g=]]
Lae cirly ) e Sy o S
ke gy (05 pl 2y S e
ke guS b ol &5 oy d
Uala Ugrgs e g D o0
S g e kWL
prbetlypm PR gl WAL g 0y
W Sl oS ol o Lo
dyp X & -l by e
g & g bala Wl &y e
et BpdS go & @l S & Sed

dwmfl weierReR ;. HqTTET
I T
The hon. Member cannot go on mak-

ing wild allegations ageinst every-
body.
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ot wegw o are ;& 9y A
gu—dwr fr a7 wom & f§ g
73 AfRES A feqede & Wy ¥,
MEFan dard af W aw § fw
g ATE F TR O ¥ AW,
gafeag gow 34 av= fomm, &t § o
g g f5 tm AR W # SR
feqm A gwd fer s ot 7=
300 % ¥4Y q¢ fawar a1, 9@ ¥ &
fea s figar, fraar sds Haw ¢
aar ag w78 ¢ fF TR em ¥ w1
F71g § SUTET & HraEr g !

S la - dp By o)
Spudd  gglan &5 gym Glay 5
Sube e L EhNS ]
N ol - dwld v
SO ek S e Sl
Dol B e S K
o P W e S el i
Uyt oo Free Jogry
Sl g WS e e el
W - e e el U
i B 18 2 e e

[- & lye 603U ¥ valyy o 3pp8 =l
Mr. Speaker: How can he say how
much was sold in the blackmarket?
I will be very happy if the Minister
knows it and answers it,

Nl WEW WA OT ;WA AT
a1g, 9 # frma geg &, og wwan
T AT 7 a7 TR |

S e ] ale e ol ]

Je e dlelae i - g 00 S
[-a') w¥ -
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Mr. Speaker: Let the Minister re-
ply how much was gold in the black
market, if he can, I will be very
happy.

0t qroe e ;0 TwEET
qog A g &Y Sl &1 Aty 4
ot 3® ¥, A Sfww T & 1 I
T ATq ®r§ war g g | d¥ ag
A § §9 W %% 9% §, I F
wfmT &, qifemriie &1 =T &Y
T ¥, AfGT qg ITHT WY TG ToT—
T & o€ FEAT AMEAT § |

9gl IF FEA AT AT AFEE &
fr % wrHe ¥ w1 IAT

Shri Abdul Ghani Dar rose—

Mrr. speaker: He cannot get wup
whenever he chooses and begin to
speak. He has asked the question, The
Minister is gnswering it. He has to
hear him, whether he likes it or not.

St WAt 3| o I wwr fE
mumA s ag X & g T FY
wAT A AT | weT "AT EE|T ar
AT AT T A F | g W A
—za w1 W A & | ey
qer Wt owd A F—wEH W wT
gt &Y AET & | s9F wrwe ¥ v
=, afe ag q@ AT A, 41 I
AT E T [T 94T |

ot W T AR AF A
ErferaTT w0 A A 7 |

priae oyl g e i)
[- "

Shri Indrajit Gupta: In the matter
of the irregular import of steel and
alleged resale at blackmarket prices
by this firm, the Finance Ministry is
naturally Interested to see that pro-
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per penalties are imposed and realis-
ed, When this matter is also being
further investigated by the Asok
Sarkar Inquiry Committee, does the
Government consider it proper that
before that committee hag concluded
s investigation, the then Iron and
Steel Controller who was involved in
this deal, Shri Bam, should be per-
mitted by the government to take up
a Uniteq Nations assignment and
leave the country? Especially when
he is one of the key witnesses in this
whole matter, is jt considered pro-
per.

Mr. Speaker: I do not think it is
relevant.

shri Indrajit Gupta:
the reply?

Sir, what is

Mr. Speaker: Shri Hem Barua.

Shri Indrajit Gupta: Please tell me
why you are disallowing it.

Mr, Speaker: It has nothing to do
with the main question. You are
only asking gbout the Iron and Steel
Controller and not about the realisa-
tion of duty.

Shri Indrajit Gupta: The first part
of my question was abo®t the import
of steel. At that time the Iron and
Steel Controller wag Shri Bam, An
inquiry has been ordered by gov-
ernment in the matter and the chief
witness is alloweq to leave the coum-
try.

Shri Morarji Desai: The question
here is not about that inquiry. That
is a separate question. If that ques-
tion had been asked, a question about
that particular officer would have
been relevant, Here the question is
about the collection of customs duty
levied. How does the officer come into
the picture here?

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: It is all inter-
mingled; don't try to tell us all the

stories.

Shrl Hem Barua: Since the hon.
Finance Minister gave us an sesur-
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ance on the floor of this House that
he would tighten up the tax collec-
tion machinery and would mop up all
the taxes evaded by certain people,
in the context of that, may I know
whether he has tried to find out the
taxes evaded by Aminchand Pyarelal
group of firmg and, if he has found
out the taxes evaded by them, what
steps has he taken against this“parti-
cular firm or, as is alleged in gome
section of the press, he is reluctant
to take any steps against this firm
because of the substantial contribu-
tion it has made to his party funds?

8hri Morarjl Desai: Again an in-
sinuation is 'made by the hon. Mem-
ber.

Shri Jyotirmoy Basu: What a pity!

Shrl Morar}i Desal: I do not want
to enter into it. I do not want to take
up that matter. He can do what he
likes, T never promised in this House
at any time that T will mop up all
the evasion of taxes. It is not possi-
ble for anybody to do so. What I said
was that T am trying to devise a ma-
chinery and a method whereby this
will be lessened to the minimum. That
has not yet been done. I have not yet
been able to find it owut. If the hon.
Member can help 'me to do it, I shall
be eternally grateful to him. There-
fore T want suggestions from him.

Shri Hem Barua: He has not re-
plied to the latter part of my ques-
tion, )

Mr. Speaker: Next question.

Shri R. Barua: Question No. 1559.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: Sir,
question No, 1575 is also connected
with it.

Mr. gpeaker: That has been trans-
ferréed to the 11th.

Fabrication of Fertiliser Plants

"
*1559. Shri R. Barua:
Shri D. N. Patodia:
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Shri D. C. Sharma:
Shrl Kameshwar Singh:
Shri A. Sreedharan:

Will the Minister of Petroleum and
Chemicals be pleased to state:

(a) whether it ig a fact that the
country is likely to be in a position
to fabricate her plants for production
of fertilizers within 4-5 years time;

(b) if so, whether Govermment
purpose to revise its policy on fer-
tilizers and stop further erection of
new plants with foreign assistance
and expedite the process of fabrica-
tion of plants in India; and
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(c) the economy of postponing fur-
ther erection under foreign assistance
and importing additional quantity for
the next 3-4 years?

The Minister of State in the Minis-
of Planning and Social Welfare (Shri
Raghuramailah): (a) It is expected
that a major portion of plant and
equipment for fertilizer factories can
be manufactured in the country pro-
gressively in the next five years.

(b) Government will naturally do
all in jts power to expedite the indi-
genoug fabrication of plant and equip-
ment. It js entirely because of our
expectations in this matter that Gov-
ernment has agreed to consider new
proposals with forelgn assistance only
if they can be finalised by the end
of this year and could come into pro-
duction in 3 to 4 years from now.
The present policy is consistent with
the objective of major self-sufficiency
in the net few years and doeg not
require any change in the meanwhile.

(e) Iy projects now contemplated
are not proceeded with, indigenous
fertilizer production that will be lost
to the country uptil 1973-74, when the
first plantls bullt from mainly local
equipment may be expected to be
ready, will be valued at about Rs.
500 crores. This may be compared
with forelgn assistance for investment
on these plants of about Re. 150 crores.





