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The hon. Member asked how U. P.
would fare with this criterion. U. P.
would fare far better because firstly U, P.
and Bihar are large States from the point
of view of population, Secondly both are’
below the national average. Ten per
cent of the total Central resources will be
distributed only in six States. So that takes
care of the Siates which have lagged behind

and to the extent Central assistance can -
play a role in picking up the States, it has

been done,

Central assistance is one of the instru-
ments for stimulating growth in a parti-
cular State, but the real effort has 10 come
from the State itself. If the experience of
Mabharashtra or Punjab or Tamil Nadu or
any other State is any guide, it is that the
States which have donc well are those
which are administered well which have
political stability. The administration is
good and they are able to raise resources
and step up the growth. Unless we do
that, the problem of regional imbalances
will remain. The problem of the back-
ward areas has 1o be looked at from that

' perspective, but 1 can assure the House
that the new arrangement of distribution is
the best so far evolved. If there is a better
formula, certainly it will commend itself
to Government and Parliament. I know
that any answer will not satisfy anybody
because the problem is such. All States
want more, the Central kitty is small, and
therefore the distribution cannot be such
as to satisfy all the States.

18.03 Houns
DISCUSSION RE-SUGAR POLICY
MR. SPEAKER : We will take up this
sugar discussion now. We have already
taken one day. A number of members

have yet to speak. I think they must be
careful about the time.

ft sreTenre el (ETgY): A
wgrea, AT gEna 7 § fr aom s
fir amo v faww oT & AT AT
Wt safa X, A9 g8 Ageag Wt
' qer §t i ¥ &fag, arfe
oot wEreT ITwT IMT R T )
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MR. SPEAKER : That is why I am
saying that in another half an hour or 45
minutes we will have to finish. Otherwise
we will have to hear only our own speeches.
We should be careful Not more than §
minutes for each member. There are two or
three Opposition parties which want to
participate.

it g1o Ao fomr@t (Mrgrees) -
Feqer wERy, At A A@w wwH g
% AT W A AT AW g
2 smed gAr fr famre § Rea-
a9 gaatey sgrar & et qu-foer
THFIEAT X 9T-Ffqzr ¥z ofmm-
I g7 yAmE R

108 &rger ufseew & ol 175
ar 180 qz-Ffer namdeda 2—zw
feafy & fazr 3k 7. 4. & far—akx
gEFT A19 fagw & fow s som
R WA F qew 1 fruteor @ v
a2

I8 A A FA & fFoguT A
TFIIA FT faaT 71d | OT9E FAET ATAT
T8 & 5 ox s e dwgeE @1
T FAw FIg ¥ FEarAl #1 a9y A9Y
¥ I F) ¥TT W FT FAT AT 920,
wife w=r T &1 T e fe e
N 9T T8 oF) o few &1 g9 |sf
T ¥gAm Fafz graar o feu
1937 & fagm atT 7. 91 ¥ que
®AW Az a7, fed T 9 are w
wea fadl | ww ag gem T fE
g W O%Ee T famr Wi, feera
1 qg o e @ feam g
a =g foadr sw A & ag W
TN & aFEE K FWAAT W g
.

R ¥ grafrag IR AR
fiosa fear R, W A qy
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wed &1 gt fawr ary 8, o e
ANIFE I ok WA agF
woga< § : amaTer Foqae, o &
forg € gea Frtfer 7@t 8, 1 W
forat S faet qreil ¥ S F AR R
foret amT § 7 F At & W, fo
® A A g s g =fae ¥
faedt &

T R T &1 @ a4qr r
wIfge, 7 oF agT AT qAw 3, @
1§ a7 T W TR e
NAT IYA H AT @A F@T §, 9
AMT &S WX TS AR F AT T
a1 g Fraffer far arar sfgg)
W SHTC AT AT GaT HA H oA A
g 8, 99 ¥ 914 Sgrer AE, §Y A4S
ZH 9T GATHT A€ FT AT F W
fafema fegr s =rfew

foaw g 1T @ a@ o g
F Aaegd aw 99 RE 1w al
ot g & Y 1.70, 1.72 o fiesit
# femra @ et § o 190 e ag
2, o qraTTor A A et § o omor
21 EXT @ 7 AFT JIA ATH qUgO
# afeaerd F77 # fag MR @ ¥
¥ § I W AR AR ATEEWA A
W T 9T YA AT FT SqIEAT FIAT
¢, afF ¥ Smgee 7 FTaF | T A
¥ & Uw g g & e A A
afus am 3] ® feufa & & 3F
%3168 1T TR & AT § o A
4@y A mha S #7 afes 2w
a7 faeret & 1

nadiz oY A FaTR R, W A
wft quead favh § fegros
ar@t & fafan  rRmciE W
Q1 fear ar &%; 9% fosd g8 s
N g wawdh 1K gy
sz wear § 6 ag s fafed,

gfer stz arod e ¥ frg e 3 &
A afemr w1 o e 2 amx ag
afe® 7w §, A ag 9w Al &
fog &, oY sfirs  dur aff 2 awd £
Tg 4 fag il st aeddr § fag
w41 aeft & ?gw A warar v ¥ Ewd
&1 vl o sarer o A X Ewd §
I ¥ foy aoem ¥ ¥gm oA A
3 TF 7 qH 9T} | AT TF W
AW 9T TGN RAT R, @Y PIT w STHEA
& o1 9T AST AT

N ST ® R W W)
argw gar fs 195 s9% ox fameew
arar AR ITR H I 9% fawr
wrfee 1 AfwT 3y g o1 a7 BT 8
156 =a7r stz o 40 =9¥ srey 9 &
gran  ag ada W ¥ qwen § w6y
fs g7t ar 319 ¥ a1 o<fe &
R 7 faadt | whog & sgm e
fwwram &9 ¥ w4 oy g7 a7
o} = Y ferew @ wifyge sk
QT ¥ AW WS AR A g7 Ay
T N G FIW T oarH oW D
w2 grT arfeg T afed w1 g @
T AT AT 1 A9 Jar A wfegm
 n S ® N7 afws amm 2y a4y
a1 7 Wi f st afrder & Forn-
Ttz & faw. ¥t v ohfwg aned
g Afay aa 37 Y # & gar
W ¥ A frw e oare gw
mAx & f a=m arar @ s emfag
T ANt § et deam
& ¥feT A7 ¥ o W wq A
fadar &Y ¥ @1 @A w7 ey
At argr e ae gaT fast o wmn
T a1 oAt fei F gk
FaTar AT A weed A § 7 o
1§ ¥ o1y g § faaro 0 ¥ @
agt & feama) & w7 grwa g i 7
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MR SPEAKER : There arc half a dozen
Members in the Opposition and half a
doren on the Congress side yet to speak.
When I ring the bell, it has absolutely
no effect at all, If each Member takes
15 minutes, 1 am afraid we will have
to sit till midnight. I will have to put
some body else in the Chair, possibly.
Shri D.N. Tiwari himself. There should
be a limit, and repetition should
not be there. At least the second bell
must. be respected if not the first one.
Please conclude now.

u% § g T vg wT f gEt

FTAT § | AW 7 PR TIAGE F §
oY afeadt & § 1 ¥ 0T w1 T W E

aft Arve Fww ®Y q@ T Afeewrs
AT §, IR KW I 9T M E A
a1y gwEr afny dfea adE s
arferw & qC QAT A7 A §T T
&9 Wr T W o9y "A T )

o qee qRo Wt (qT) : s
g, feam & fgdi Y wr & fag
™ % zm fauifa fer o &
R foy s =ifge 1 go dte
foge wark el F ot fae
weraY § A N fFam w1 Fw ww @
I w9 ¥ fog gra Faifa s
A P SAT 0 F SER HEw
AT § | "X A gAW ¥ 9g g amar
s g W gan wRTE A AT AT H
fraifts #3 S qar sew@ y ? @A
os foawa 9 foro & & & qar &Y
a2 wdife =gt mgTg A W Ag
@ife &1 w1 aar @Y gaT B
® e ¥ s w07 w07 80
EAT OFE §OHE 4 JqFT F 8T
EIfRT FOHR & 1T

18.13 Hours
SHRI GADILINGAUA GOWD [in the Chair)
Iud ahm & & oft oF IRy
g & fgr i oar s & fad
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Fagt & fogm #7 wAT v ) wEd
TR agt O @ feww ag & o }
f& oY gara W T § AN Ty ww
¢ F o 2 wfer s o<
afadt 2nm f& gw A% aei #Y
FHYAT AT I AT A BT WEw O9%
I | W gETT ¥ T 99 o gm-
war ffar & Sed e e wex
e e ) SR Em 2 fE R
a1z fawr &Y madz amz fx =g fowe
arz fx 7= | 9 @iw amw ang Fawd-
fea s & S & mad gri 1 org A
VeE ®1 AT WAET AT | ITHT w7
2w oozt @ @ra wed wwr AT e}
T TOY FUFT AT & |\ TEET gFera
gar & f& a# 160 =% aw
g et & a7 gawr 80, 85, 90,
ar 100 &% s &) & gz 2 9w
% fac arew & aFr gquar e oy
U% g qraer § ofews G 7
Ja®! qEAT fear arar @ wd R
forg ag st dvAe srew & SwE g
waed A8 @ | Tl & sy s
A agea & fF gz go qte alT S
fred e & wd Ot femm § oWy
W & & fg am faaffa @ §
At e §T | iwT gAR Tt T M
A%T gaw fauifea & o awwe @
ATl IHET T T HIAT HTRArT
# fast s R o gw wa%
fritfrge 3 &% f& qaar feaen
W #Ar wifge &' 4w wrew v
g e |

0 @ & g wEw WA,
Ay oA §7 AW F q¥ M)A g
@ 9T | ATEYdT A T g Wy fw o
faw? cam® § agt ¥t dwFiw s wew
& argar ar ot wage € ag wat
angd ? # gau gufew § 1 qr o
o g gwTY Twr § fis 0 Bfegat sree-
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WXz wetad avet §, ofewde TR
AN afpwdd 1 oA F fag saw
®T nfge | Ao a8 wganfE fewr
FY 91 A a7 § I @4 fag ang )
AT Ty EY & § aY @@ A Sv o
& § afg afey s O fmg =
#1 § a8 ga ¥ 3o I 7 Tt 8
#ifs Ia# fram &Y go A faear
21 am ar oz & fr fwara wr w7 faar
T g dR ST arfes @ IEEl ST
gaTE faar amr § 1 ag 54 fean amr
g o+ aw A gy aqi AE feww fean
AT At 12 9@z ar 10 gz N a1a
A9 FAT F IEE FRT GATE I
&1 721 faar aFT =fge | mac ag @
g3 gATH & I § AR THTA 61§
fawaT 78 | ogf et= % a1 Arfew
#1 2, 0% fema 18 3R @& ®9g-
AT F | AT U ged § g W
FgAT ArfEe fe e 9w gv &ded €
aY gL fegar @ AT wifge ! gg
NoFguegred aw & @ | &Y o
AT AEH & FOU gaw 7 oaw 50
&q § A fawar @ a1 avaf F ag 90
Y qEar & A g A ATIET qrferet
I W R I9q qg grar § fm go e
#150 w2 N www & fag &
wgrersg # 100 7 & 1 a1 ag wgr W
gfrafadt & ? & srar § fe e |
gA T TG FHN % agr A g
wan-waT § @R A fawm g § ag
faws famrg gom & =< qg Y &Y @
wifey fr ot ffaefore § oot feamr
AT FAT A1EY 1 AT Fwry AT R
fagzia faifa +AE g1 fgzfoe
w1t # ¥ fag ? g o efvefe
wral Y A @y W & FewrEt o Tar
wdt &Y @ § ) waferg & o ag wrg s
dr fir &% gy ag AT w T N g Ferg
gfews T it =T AT WAGE W
Wil S oy ¥ 1 g A e

arfeR qg W Siew @ &, gAR agt
JaeT ot o & Aff w3 faw
EAR fog Y *= wrfwa wreertvw §
vu® fordr ag oy g & site o SRk
T X § ag AT M WX E
& &€ g% 97 A worar | gAY
T GATH §1A 197 91, T AF 6 Wy
¥ 7w fawd qvar 97 oY ag
e A wH o | g wry A faw
FET | FX wTeT @ W ¥ g 1w g
®1 §AT ATAT § At 4y A TAfTT AR
T, AT T AN I aw
Y & 39 g7 nad g § ot gwwr
war ag g fe fRT ge W i
T | A T ATIE S o arw g &
TR g 7z gfeew e & o)
e it & figr o ot & ) ooy
qt%faﬁmmgaﬁrmn
fo wgdt &vn &t Y B wrd
#Y & e fer § AT fary o)
wgi fawdt @ ? g fog o g g
AT | I FE AN X g7 6 Ay
el € I X & A 7g Y g o
T g HT T T, o oy &
AT § ) AT Awr ¥ a¥ fordr canfirg
¥ FTAWHAT RN | 7T qTT F dow
Wi &d9, ¥ Sy A Preren @
ot Fored s A9 & ot @ e
R R T T T Y
fegai % vaw gnft )

=} ferme g (Xafaar) : qur-
aft wgrea, AT gw ¥ frwg qx wut

vmvtﬁqi’rmwl}mm
A Q mwxﬁwmelw
g ag & fF I @ wore famt

L]
¥
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[ oy fawaame T |

ot § S wmaw ¥ FER W
adam Afy e @ & AT FWEA
W g W W T
gt a% fi5  weawat A g I
T & & dar o qur fF adee
Aify smew @ & a1 ama- g &
Areare vkl ¥ wgar ¢ f gy oEe
ax §—35 a6t & sregw vafw fewm
& fg@r &1 QU sgw wowere A fan
g wais $f Tt A WA N
fauffer %t § forad fas—arfawl &1
gt ¥ ar faaw QT feEmar &7
ey gT AT 9T B | UH AR
gag 91 I3 fagey = F ST
PR @ g DR @ @, X
fger gu ¥ 3T 39 gag A AT
wt  favt gewT 7 geaw faar an
1933-34 ¥ &%T FF qEH AMAL
A IO FY aTEL HoAw fr=r A
W AT g g R feer oF
sy fam & 10-12 a5t & sl
@ fas grm ag § Fafea
fas #Y avr S g gt @ awy 14
fosk & st @t sm wqw A Tl
fadk &1

faarht # 7 a4t FF gU wLr
a W AvE g Af g 2
g®! TR 1w F fewed @
afes SO®! FEET 9 EFAT & |
# srqwy a@erar Wrzar § feoos
g% a1 77 1937 ¥ wfw a@R
affamf @t ¥ I AWT W W
ﬁ,ﬁﬂqﬂm,?rarﬁrﬂn:qrfﬂr
q1, T FY 4L F AAAT 9TT 4T
ufe 39 gag ¥& g A wHE
i o€ A% 964 39 gAY TEY
Afr w1 shrorw fear Fored fear
% ey’ 7 sama femr A o el
fam—aifaeY &1 W@ am ¥ fog
woge fear fe gowre grar o S
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wma fafeee ¢, o foert &
19 & G A AT gy I 4T
I g97 ER B A FI@w  faen
O @ A g fe owme @
fet fasr &1 @t giEedr ar
afta oY T & WOT THRETT oA

& agar wrf faw ¥ T @

frewr geem gar & ARk @
fasi €1 399 Mz £ J|@r I o
soey fafea g e & fad e
Tt &7 ATw Iar 9A § | FfEA g
gHEA H AT FAMEET FT [T
W AR g ) wEe QF awa ¥
Jaf& &= & AT F A 00 §, @A
& W@ ag §, AT &7 WA agd w9
@ Y AR Amsr ¥ gIER R
v @ § AR fadmwT gwR
adurE @ 5 §1 aegare v g
fodi ww Afr ¥ drean afcada
femr o ag ofadd oz fear fs
fag St e #1 35 a5t & weew
faar & faem 3q @wew &1 =y
3T FT TAAT G| wWrAT §, ag o
e AT AA-FAEET F gETAS
AE A frara &1 Orer dw W
fady 1 m Afg & 78 Fwaar fasht
fs et & T AT oF s Y wmE
a8 agar @1, agt I R@ 12
%oy |7 %o fageew a% &T WA
T Jearedl &1 faem | T F=w I
yew# afes g WS wy & W o w7
WTT AU @ § | WEE ¥ 4y H
gg @ w7y £ & agt W W
fzgr war &gt 10 o ﬂﬂir-m
faer, afew agt ox ofcfesfd @l
dr | ggt % fera sz g
daecfeat o3 § | 3@ 97 el
F g 1 I T |

Fa Jgt A% SIGAT H TN
ardft &, & e wl ¥ 7y AW
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FEUr f& A IT IWiHT A fae
ot s, g FRME ©
At taaf g g N R T
e 03 @@ 713 @R w 9 e
@ g oaw W@ oqEam Al
#1 @eqr W &4 smam ) o
feafy & = 9@ ¥ a’r«ﬁ%m_
9T T # g ¥4 G H AW
wo Ifem aff g wO3T AW E
qFra¥ g 4 F A F feg Sy
A€ sgwgr § & 10 w0 fraes
T & WA W< fzam A @R A
F ar & S gara 40 ofoma
#fagge 2 @ v g a@t A g A1
fageam & faw arfes wgd § | IE
T ar w1 orqT FrarA Cgfrege gad!
F aFgaT ¥% § qwe few

“In these circumstances the Indian

Sugar Mills' Association have suggested
the adoption of the following steps:i—

(1) Raising of the statutory minimum
. cane pricc to Rs, 10 per gquintal
linked to the base recovery of 9.4

per cent.

(2) Fixation of free sale quota at
40 per cent of their total produc-
tion at this stage.”

TEHT HAAT TIZ § | AT FAIT AT
T T & T H1ga 21 91 §9 §Ies
¥ T &Y —ag T2 & 5 T Wt
10 & fres g1 ok A waarEw &
40 qTH A gE AT X aft T1a waX
w1 7% 7% fag mfas N ITEA &Y
g & fF ar @t g Frgeror grar
fafraeror Y 1 a9 orferst Ot & s
AT F AAFT FAW AT g @}
< frew 35 aat & 5t 7w @3
 FoTaT @, 3aA A g ar qof fafr-
geror Y Foradr 2 s o = fawd
* ot afcfeafe &7 1937 5 oz &t
m @, &0 & ofcfeafs dar @t arg
. aficfeafly & F oawar § fs aoee
o Aifr @ Wy feErn ¥ efewiy
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¥ aTewr & ewmyasy &b
wat ag = a1 fx 16 strer = Ay =1
Seare g, agt g Afa & FOr 22,5
w1 Z7 AN IarEw gAT) MR
1 ¥ IEA A I G, AT R
FURT ¥ a7 gy ag Afy graAaw A
TR T | I g IO HY glawrd
qg ATHIC IR FT & TET & | TN
TN AT g e dw @ &
9 AT A ) ¥ A fwawr avr
A 1=t & geamaer & v &y gy
AT F7 gaar 1 pfe F cad g

TAR PREJAFNIFE | @
fordr &9 & w7 12 597 foaes &7 wmr
T &t g wifza, sar fe gaT Tt
" qgx a1

MR. CHATRMAN: Shri Sarjoo Pandey,

SHRI 8. M. BANERJEE (Kanpur) :
In place of Shri Sarjoo Pandey Shri
Madhukar will speak.

MR. CHAIRMAN : Shri Krishna,

SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: We have

sent Shri Madhukar's name. Please correct
the name in the list.

SHR1 S. M. KRISHNA (Mandya)1
Sir, there is a growing suspicion in the
country that the sugar policy of the
Government of India has been largely
tailored to suit the needs of the millowners,
The sugar industry occupies a very import-
ant place in the economy of the country,
There are about 25 million cultivators and
their dependents and about a lakh and a
quarter of workers in various sugar mills
in the country.

The sugar policy of the Government in
the last 15 years has been to subserve the
following interests. Firstly, to assure a fair
price for the cultivator ; secondly, to
regulate the sugar indusrtry and its develop=
ment; thirdly, to ensure adequate cane
supplies to various sugar factories in the
country; and, fourthly, to protect the
interest of the consumers. I am afraid,
on all these counts the Government has
bungled and bungled miserably. There is the
pathetic sight of s0 many sugar factories in
Uttar Pradesh closed down because of the
resistance of the cultivators who have been
®held to ransom in the last 20 years.
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|Shri S. M. Krishna ] ) .
When the hon. Minister, Shri Jagjiwan
Ram, visited my constituency some five
or six months back, he saw me leading an
agitation of the sugar-canc growers. ‘Et
was not the fixation of a reasonable price
that was the subject matter of the agitation

but it was the question of the sugar-factory .

owners trying to give the cultivator the
price in three instalments lasting up to F}u
years. The cultivator resented that policy
of the sugar factories.

In my own constituency, there are two
sugar factories, one run under the co-
operatives and the -other one run by a
joint stock company in which 51 per cent
of the shares are owned by the Government
of Mysore. The Government owned joint
stock company are paying Rs. 100 per
tonne whereas the cooperative  Sugar
factory which is not even B miles away 1s
paying Rs. 175. At a distance of only 7
or 8 miles, there is a disparity of Rs. 75.
As a cultivator who supplies sugarcanc 10
the Mandia Sugar Company, managed
by the Government of Mysore, | hu\:c o
supply cane at Rs. 100. In Mysorcl.‘stale.
there is one other sugar mill up in the
north which pays Rs. 210 per tonne of
sugarcane, There must be some n?clhoq.
some rationale, behind it. Thereis this
much disparity in Mysore State. It r?as
been pointed out that there is a great dis-
priaty in Kerala, Madras, Uttar Pradesh
and north Bihar. [ plead, on two counts,
there must be a minimum reasonable
price for the sugarcanc and, mondhl«.
there must be a certain semblance of wni-
formity throughout the country. After
all, the cost of cultivation is, by and large,
the same throughout the country. Even
if there is some disparity, it must not be
so glaring, as we find today.

When 1 plead for the cultivator, |
would be failing in my duty if I forget the
consumer., The consumers’ interest  has
also to be safeguarded. Today, in _1hc
rural areas, sugar has become a rarity.
Sugar is not frecly available in the rural
arcas at the controlled price. If a person
in the rural arca has to buy sugar, he goes
to the co-operative socicly. Sugaris not
available there because in most of the co-
operatives, sugar has taken the root of
black-market. The people in the rural areas
g0 to the frec market and they will bave to
pay double or treble the controlled price.
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I'may also plead for the caose of the
sweetmeat vendors, the sweetmeat manu-
facturers, the small hotel-keepers and these
halwais. Their démands also have to be
accommodated. 1 am not minimising the
complication of this problem. It is rather
a difficult problem. The hon. Minister in-
charge of Food and Agriculture in the
Government of Indiais in en unenviable
position. This portfolio has become some
sort of a sugar-coated bitter pill for him.
But none-the-less, with the experience
which he has gained and the seniority he
commands in the party and the Govern-
ment, the cultivator and the consumer feel
that under Mr. Jagiivan Ram, their interests
would we safeguarded. )

Then, Prof. Ranga and Mr. Vajpayee,
both these leaders, have made the plea
that if the cultivator is not given a fair
deal, if the interest of the cultivator is
going to be sacrificed at the altar of the
sugar-mill owners, then the only alternative
before the cultivators is to organise them-
selves and to wage a struggle, an agitation,
to safeguard their interests.

Wt ®o o faar® (afrar)
aaTafa wErea, qreRg A 7 ggr 9T Ay
7 TEATT TAT &, TAWT AT agA
wegx & | A FrAR a7 ¥ fr agw @
fad, ard fagre, faery, go dre 3R
Ty el 9T 7§ IAEY ¥ oA
fam T ) fFaml St oFTE ¥ agE
wacger @2rEw & & w3 g Sfem
wea fa¥dm it 3 fa) £1 39 ao
I | 7g7 el % ag 0@ A A
¥ gz mifest wheme & o fs 60
qEiFe WA %2 § @ ek 40
gz St ®Y g faw wfas &

T @ qrifedr & & ag aw

fam A=l A 22.5 amw T Y &
darare # 7 | & awg W Wl F s
Iq Al & T amr wgar dfew
drw, gaTt, verd, W, A, agAr
Wt NNt & ar-yfe & =g 0w
IRST § Yafe Srar g-Faa-in
2373 e wetr wwt owan § a
T YA AT aig A W &
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o At ag ®w 3283 w9 qv v
2 FW HMT AR TG T T AT &,
ar oft feam W & owe i 383 =i
®T WTe1 q¥a §, F fHa A dErEn
500 ww Y & 1xm¥ IOEY AT AE
giar & T zor ¥ fpgral £ o ag
atr g fs sawr o= w1 T gew
fax w7 & &7 10,72 0 q7-71ew,
ar ag facga amw € ¢ 1w A
adt @rar ¢ o fer Ia&r Fdrar ag
grar f5 feamr o= &1 gad @re am,
e fer gark g oF wefam o
wredt | s g7 gfF T ¥ Fma
warey ot gafa 27-28 g @ A
F GararT g1 A€ ff | TWH T AT OF
FT| =9 ST G &7 § W d
AT T K AR LIH FAWA | 6
T 28 wr@ T &7 A SreEw & ar
IH T A7 w@ A 4 9g faws T
a97 24 sre =4 fagd s5e ot & ol
3w ot & 1 97 wreA e it 70
atr 30 aedeE &1 @ g | AT qTRE §
ATET AFFT ad AW FT GAT FeawwT
29 ¥\ Z9 &7 & | U srAeqT H AT
H OWMT & A &F Ag @ -
TS AT F gAY AT|I TC IO F7
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“There is another point which merits
consideration. The farmer should get an
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adequate price for his produce and the
consumer should not be called upon to
pay an exorbitant price for it."

7t wErew 7 frgrt sk Io-
Wl & feg oy ogam wEre a2
®lrT aoeTe ¥ gw art ¥ e Afa
¥ ¥w arht @ dfe gardy freraa 77
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f& feamat &Y gea § gare 78 dan)
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droew g fs @ g R
AwaeTew fear arg 1 feardl & m
%r A aw few st e
g HT AW F W ¥ §g |

& A AR AW q9 7 &A1 49y |

SHRIMATI SUCHETA KRIPALANI
(Gonda) : At this late hour, I do not
wish to take up too much time of the
House, nor do I want to go into details,
But I would highlight a few points,

I represent a State where our only
industry is sugar. We have got over 70
mills and these are passing through a very
grave crisis. Usually, we start the fact-
ories in October or at the latest in the first
week of November. But now we are
nearly half-way through December and
have not yet started.

Who stands to lose 7 The cultivator
of course lpses because his cane is drying
m the field. He is not only losing but—
I have seen it for myself—he will not be
able to clear the ficld on time and plant
jhe next crop.

Secondly, labour lases. The scasonal
labour loses if they work for only 3 months.
In one year, they did work for only 3
months, So they get pay for a few monthg
and for the rest of the period they get noth-
ing. Even the permancnt labour gets only

half the salary for these months. So this
is a scrious loss for labour.
The factory-owners also lose. As you

know, last year in UP, they paid Rs. 15-17
for cane. Now the cultivators naturally
want a higher price. 1 am wvery glad that
the UP factory-owners on their own have
decided to pay Rs.9.50 in the western dist-
ricts and Rs. 9 in the eastern districts. HBut

it is true that they are not getting the cane

even at that price. Therefore, something
more has tc be done. Their demand is
that the price should be pushed up at least
to Rs. 12; only then will they be able to
get sugarcane for the factories. It is for
the Government to examine whether they
can do it, that is raise it up to Rs. 12.

1f the price is raised to Rs. 12, it is natural
that the factory owners would want some

DECEMBER 9, 1968

Sugar Policy (Dis.) 364

kind of compensation. Last year, an
incentive was given to the factory owners
that if they crushed sugar beyond the
target, then for the quantity crushed beyond
the target, they would get a concession
in excise. That was a very good incentive
and they were able to crush more. 1 would
like Government to consider this device.

Last year the lavy ratio was 60 and 40,
Now it has been changed to 70 and 30. If
the price is raised, Government may consi-
der whether they could not restore the ratio
to that of last year. Or there is another
method, to increase the levy price a little
and with that compensate the factories.
Otherwise. they may not be able to pay the
higher price,

We have to take all things into consi-
deration. Ido know that sometimes factory
owners do play tricks and deliberately delay
starting of factories. Having once been
‘in the State Government, [ know. But
in that case, we have to persuade them, and
pressurise them, il necessary, to start the
factories. i

This year, the sitvation is peculiar. [
am not inclined to blame the factory-owners
alone. The situation is such that you have
to think of the interests of the cultivators as
well as those of the factory-owners.

I understand that the sugar stocks are
also ronning very low. Within a short
while 1 think we will be short of sugar,
Therefore, this matter cannot be played
with any more. It should be given the
highest priority, and with the utmost urgency
some scttlement must be made,

Then, Sir, why should we not take a
long-range view? Even when 1 was in U, P.
I was asking the Central Government again
and again that we should do so since the
sugar industry is a fairly important industry of
our country. Why do we want Auctuation
in price every year? Why do we want
uncertaipty cvery year? Why can we not
fix the price both for sugarcanc and sugar
for a period of three or four ycars so that
it can be reviewed later again? Let it not be
one year arrangement, let it not be ten years,
Let it be for a substantial number of years
830 that both the canegrowers and the
factory owners can achieve some balance,
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can go ahead and plan, can know what the
position is. Only then will the sugar
industry get some stability. The manner
in which the sugar industry has been running
in this country is most deplorable and this
should not continue.

SHRI K. RAMANI (Coimbatore) :
The Government's sugar policy is in a
complete crisis, To show this I can give
some illustrations. The total area under
cane production has gone down. The
total production of cane has also gone
down. The total production of sugar has
also gone down.

The farmers who are  growing and
supplying sugarcane have now started
-struggling. In U. P. as they themselves
said here, more than 20 lakhs of sugarcane
growers are refusing to supply sugarcane
to the millowners. In Tamil Nadu also
the millowners have started reducing the
price of cane, and so sugarcane growers
are going to organise themselves and struggle
to obtain the correct price for sugarcane.
Why are all these things happening? Let
the Government think about.

When they introduced partial decontrol,
they told the people of this country that
they would take care of production, that
a portion of the sugar would be distributed
to the people at a fair price and the other
portion would be given to the millowners for
free sale in the open market so that they
would also get some advantage. What
is the position now?

In Tamil Nadu, there is onc sugar-
factory of the Parry group at Pettavatalai,
In the year previous to decontrol its profit
was Rs. 14 lakhs, in the post-decontrol
year its profit is Rs. 45 lakhs after setting
apart funds for meeting all their expenditure,
Like that, the 200 millowners in the country,
71 in U, P., 34 in Maharashtra, 15 in Tamil
Nadu etc., are actually amassing wealth
because of this policy of the Government,
Is it pot true? Let them explain,

Today, the consumer is at the mercy of
the millowner, and he has to go to the black
market. Even for rationed sugar, in the
cities of Coimb and Madras, peopl
have to pay Rs. 1.B0 or Rs. 1.90. The
Madras Government caught hold of the
millowners and made some arrangement to

sell the remaining - quantity in the open
market at a reasonable price, at a price
agreed between them, but that price itself
comes to Rs. 3.50 per kilo, and even at that
price people are not getting sugar. In
the village side they have to pay Rs. 4 o
Rs. 5 per kilo.

The workers are not getting their demands.
In Tamil Nadu more than 20,000
workers are working in the sugar industry.
They did not get their minimum demand.
Now, next year in the month of January
after 10th or 15th they are going to stage
a strike to achicve their demand. Take
the farmers who are the suppliers of the
raw material, the sugarcane, In Tamil
Nadu all the mill-owners joined together
and they have decided to reduce the price
by Rs. 10 per ton. Formerly the farmers
were gelling Rs. 90 per ton. In U.P.
1 saw in the newspapers that they wanted
to reduce the cane price by Rs. 8 or 9.
Last year it was between Rs. 13 and Rs 17.
Similarly, in Tamil Nadu also the mill-
owners have joined together and they have
reduced the price from Rs. 90 1o Rs. 80 per
ton. This thing is not an ordinary one.
The crisis has resulted on account of the
policy of the Government which is pro-
employer and pro-sugar mill-owner. The
consumers, the workers and the farmers
are all suffering now. [ have heard some
of the hon. Members from the Congress
benches as well as Swatantra Party saying
that the only remedy for this thing is a
complete decontrol, Complete decontrol
means that you are going to throw the
entire people of this country, the consu-
mers, the cane-growers as well as the wor-
kers, to the mercy of the profitecring mili-
owners. When the sugar production is
less and it is not sufficient for distribution,
then partial or complete decontrol is no
remedy. They will have to take the entire
production under their control until there
is sufficient production. They must take
the entire production and try to see that
the eatirc people in this country get sugar
at & reasonable price and there is no
sugar crisis, There arc the Excise Depart-
ment officials who are supposed 1o look
after that no sugar is going out of their con-
trol. Butin spite of all these things hundreds
of bags of sugir even from the co-operative
mills are going out and sold in the black
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market. Now the mill-owners are trying to
pressurise the Government 1o see that there
must be an artificial scarcity in the country.
Then alone they can increase the price also.
They pressurise the Government to export
the sugar saying that they can earn valuable
foreign exchange., If the Government is
going to succumb to these pressures, certain-
ly they are going to see that several millions
of peasants and also the factory workers
join together and fight against their policy
and ultimately sce that they canpot imple-
ment this policy which is pro-employer.

1A FAAET T4 A F SEAT A
g1 wrw A A fad A <9 e
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T &Y forrd saT &1 g AwA Oy
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fadar \ @@ a1 9T Ffw @A S
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Tz W L iqEe e A Ty Q)
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afrm gqet @ 7g e am g e Ay
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& o WT WX wM | TRITE &
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st At fqdt ) 9 g fae

arfasl A arT fogr gar oY w9Y w9
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oz IANT AW T € | aw Ay
feast & 3 ¢ Ia6) raa sarEr T
@ | XA qEa & AN wW fma o
argft a1 adrar 9z @ fe ot aw
fad adf «At § ot fasr it a% A
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IAH OF X A AT S A qw 8
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81 wafod foet aed Tk g w20
Fet & wewT ST q¥dr | e ¥ g
TRZT w7 1 arht § Foraw wog @
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foama wY ot grar & 1 ¥ v T
WX g anq fafewa &% ofe ot &
aet fod W@ &% ) X oy awD
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351 751 R, fawr wifes o qwam
TS @ T AR ghrer ¥ oo q@
gadae fva ¢ Hawrr A
wgT Wiz § 5 &g s Ay aewrer
SifT w% ) @ R & AT & arge
amardt g fe s gf Aag faar )

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO (Bobbili):
Mr. Chairman, Sir, recently, a greal concern
has been cxpressed by Andhra Pradesh
Government because of the adamant atti-
tude adopted by some of the private mill-
owners not agrecing to the price fixed by
the Government of Andhra Pradesh. Andhra
Pradesh Government has fixed the price
at Rs, 100 per tonne throughout Andhra
Pradesh. Out of 19 mills, only 9 mills
are cooperative mills and they have agreed
to Rs. 100 per tonne. Out of private
mills, only one, the Chalapalli Mills, has
accepted it. The rest of the private mills
have nol started crushing at all,

Just now, hon. Member, Shrimati
Sucheta Kripalani, clearly stated what
are the various hardships and difficulties
that will be expereinced by farmers because
of delayed crushing. I do not want.to add
anything on that. [ wish 1o point out to
the House and, particularly, the Govern-
ment that they should also consider the
amount of money, the excise duty, that they
are also loosing because of the delaying
tactics, adopted by the private mills, In
the context of these things. there are certain
legal lacaunae. A certain  amount of
belplessncas is also experienced by the
Government of Andhra Pradesh. If what
T hear from the newspaper reports is correct,
the Andhra Pradesh Government has
A lelegram and also a letter 1o the Central



379  Sngar Policy (Dis.)

[ Shri K, Narayana Rao ]

Government proposing either control or
decontrol, They have also suggested to
the Central Government to come to the
rescue of the farmer and also to regulate
the couduct of the Mill-owners or, alters
natively, empower the State Government
to take whatever power is necessary under
the Essentiat Commodities Act, T do
not know whether the Government has
decided anything on this matter. But
“this is causing a considerable difficulty to
the people. So far as my constituency
is concerned, there are two private mills
and the people have been writing to me
about the uncertainty of their fate.

SHRI K. N. TIWARY : In Andhra
Pradesh, are the cooperatives running?

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : Yes,
they are working. They have agreed to
Rs. 100 per ‘tonne except these 9 private
mills. These private mills are prepared
to pay Rs. 80 per tonne whereas the Central
Government levy price is Rs. 78.70 p.
per tonne. Here, | would like the Minister
to think over it. The other day, when he
was speaking on this issue, the hon. Mini-
ster said that this price is a notional price.
But it is not a mere notional price. It is
in the content of price of sugarcane because
the so-called notional price has been fixed
in the light of the levy price of sugarcane.
In the conterxt{ol at what price the levy-
product is to be sold in the market, the
price of sugarcane has been fixed. But
actually, there is only 70 per cent that is
going into the levy sale and 30 per cent
to frce market. Apart from all these
mathematical calculations, [ know this
will not make any difference, it is 70per cent
and 30 per cent. Actually, they mix so
much in the actual market that it is very
difficult to identify the levy product from
the open product. It finds free way into
the open market. What 1 suggest is that
you try to raise this minimum price so that
there is inducement.

Then, Sir, the concern about the consu-
mer is shown so requently in the House and
that has been rebutted by my hon. friend,
Shri K. N. Pandey. 1 have come from
certain rural areas [ know how many
people are really getting sugar at controlled
price. To get sugar at a controlled price is
armarity, Tothe rural arcas, the people
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find it difficult to get sugar at controlled

price.

MR. CHAIRMAN : The hon. Mem-
ber may concluode now.

SHRI K. NARAYANA RAO : One
more submission and 1 have done.
When we arc fixing the sugarcane price,
we are taking only the returns of sugar into
consideration. I would like to plead with
the hon. Minister why exclude molasses
out of the calculation. Afier all, the
molasses are the byproduct of the sugarcane.
What you are doing is that you are controll-
ing the molasses at a price which is stupidly
low. The controlled price of the molasses
should be fixed at a reasonably high rate.
The other day, the hon. Minister stated in
the House that for a quintal of molasses,
as against the controlled price of 65 p.,the
Punjab Government purchased at the rate
about Rs. 160. That is the nature of dis-
parity.

Therefore, we have to think of the price
of molasses also ; we have also 1o see the
right prices are fixed, so that in the deter
mination of the price of sugarcane, this
price is also taken into consideration.

I would, therefore, request the hon.
Minister to take immediate steps, so that
the private lactorics in Andhra Prasdesh
could start crushing immediately,

SHRI HIMATSINGKA (Godda) :
Mrs. Sucheta Kripalani  explained that
everybody was suffering, but she forgot
to mention the consumers, They are also
suffering; in October and in the beginning
of November, the price of free
sale sugar had gone down to Rs. 220/-
per quintal, i.e., Rs. 2.20 per kilo, but
now it has gone up to Rs. 3.70 per kilo
because sugar is not being produced. In
Kanpur, there arc only about 70 quintals
ol sugarcane whereas there used to be
20,000 quintals there. The result is that
the delay is causing loss to everybody...
(Interruption).

AN. HON. MEMBER : It is a gain
to the millowners.

SHRI HIMATSINGKA : It is not
a gain to the millowners also. Mill-
owners would like to usc the machinery
and produce more sugar.
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The -position is this. The minimum
price has been fixed at Rs. 7.75 per quin-
tal, and the levy price is being calculated
on that basis. If you take 70 per cent of
the sugar that is being produced on the
basis of the cost calculated at Rs. 3.75....

AN, HON, MEMBER : Rs. 2/

SHRI HIMATSINGKA : Whatever
is the price that has been fixed, if you cal-
culate the price on that basis and leave
only 30 per cent for free sale, then the loss
that is being incurred on the high price
that is being paid for sugarcane has got to
be recovered from that 30 per cent. Last
year, the millowners had been given con-
cession in excise. They were also allowed
free sale upto 40 per cent and they got a
high price on the 40 per cent that they
sold in the free market. Last ycar, the
production was 22 lakh tonnes and Govern-
ment took about 13 lakh tonnesas levy.
There were about 8 lakh tonnes for free
sale. On these 8 lakh tonnes they could
make up the loss which was being incurred
on the levy 'sugar, This year the produ-
ction will be 29 lakh tonnes and Govern-
ment will get, on the basis of 70 per cent,
20 lakh tonnes. Therefore, the Consu-
mers will get at controlled price 7 lakh
tonnes more. Therefore, there will be very
little scope for free sale of sugar and,
therefore, the price cannot go up. The
quantity that will be left for froe sale will
be only 8 lakh tonnes. Therefore, on
those 8 lakh tonnes they will have to re-
cover whatever amount they lose on the
levy sugar. It is a matter of pure arith-
metic. Let the
(Interruption). The consumers will get
much more than what they got last year
and, therefore, the pressure on the free
market will be much less, the demand
will be much less. Therefore, the price
cannol g0 up....(farerruptions) Because
there was shoriage, the price shot up.
This year it is not likely to happen. There-
fore, what | suggest is that the Govern-
ment should cakulate the price on the
total quantity of sugar that will be produced

Government calculate...

stick to minimum price of sugarcane and
thereby the levy price will be a little more
and that will minimise the losses in the
freo sale or allow at least last year’s pro-
portion of 60:40. These arc the three
of four suggtstions and the Government
can consider what is possible for them
to accept. The trouble is this. The town
people are vocal and therefore the Govern-
ment is not prepared to increase the cost
of the price of sugar that is being taken
on the levy so that the town people may
remain quiet, These are the three or
four suggestions which ] have made, Let
Government consider and ~accept the
price on that basis. The millowners are
suffering for' not being  able o
produce. They have fo pay for the
labour that are there permanently and
they certainly want to produce as much
more as they can and make some profits,

/ E MINISTER OF FOOD AND
AGRICULTURE (SHRI JAGIIWAN,
RAM) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, I am thank-
ful to the hon. Members for this discussion
on sugar policy. 1 took over this Mini-
stry at a time when the sugar production
in the country was at the lowest level, and
that was duc to the factors already known
to the House, namely, the severe drought
conditions in Bihar, and in that portion
of castern Uttar Pradesh which produces
the largest quantity of sugar. The defici-
ency of rain affected the acreage.

Many hon. Members have argued that,
because the prices were low, thenefore,
the acreage went down. But the real
fact was that even with the development
of sugar industry in Maharashtra and
Andhra, Uttar Pradesh continues o be
the largest producer of sugar,

IT the hon. Members will care 10 look
into the figure of production they will find
that it was due to the deficient rain in these
two States that the sugar acrcage went
down. And then we thought what device
to apply so that the farmer could be

and distribute it on the price that they pay
for the levy sugar and leave it to be made
up on the frec sale,

Therefore, [ suggest, either they stick
to last year’s formula of 6040 or they

i a good erative price and
the consumer a minimum of sugar at a
controlled price. And those who have

‘memm“rm
not, have that
ifmmmum

in the open market.
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SHRI YASUDEVAN NAIR : (Poerm.lda)
Black market will be legalised.

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM : Of
course it was legalised, if you are pleased
on the use of that word. If that pleases
your ideology 1 have no objection. It is
an achievement. If one has eyes to see
one will find that the sugarcane growers
in the country had never received that
price in the history of the sugar industry.
Those who have eyes can read it; those who
have senses can understand. I am never
apologetic about it. The policy -that I
introduced last year has benefited the
farmers of this country and the farmers
are very glad. There is no doubt about
that. Of course the mill owners made a
profit on 40 per cent. It was meant for
that, These will cover the losses on the
60 per cent. They will make good the
loss on the 40 per sent. And the whole
basic idea of the policy that was enunciated
last year was to see that the sugar produc-
tion was increased.

Experts were apprehensive that in any
dispensation of full control the sugar pro-
duction would not have exceeded 15 to 16
lakh tons. Under this revised policy we
could achieve more than 22 lakh tonnes
or so. Mow, this year also we considered
the question of sugar policy at service
places, with Members of Parliament, with
the Chief Ministers, etc, and the opinions
gravitated between these views.

Some were of the view that there should
be full control, some were of the opinion
that there should be full decontrol and
the third opinion was that it should be
partial decontrol. Even in the - Chief
Minister’s conference, opinions were divided.
Some were very strongly for complete
control, a few were strongly for complete
cbnirol, but the consensus was to continue
this policy of partial decontrol, and it was
decided with the variation that the levy
percentage was to be increased from
60 to 70.

There was a purpose behind it. The
purpose was to sec whether I could create
some stocks with me. Today I am in a
position where T have no carryover from
last year, So I thought if I could increase
the quantum of levy sugar and if 1 could
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have some carryover, then some new policy
on sugar could be considered. That was
the whole idea. Therefore, the percentages
of levy was increased.

There are certain special features of the
sugar industry. Members have complained
about the arrears of sugarcane prices.
I know at one stage as much as Rs. 35
crores were pending with the factory-
owners. This is one industry where the
raw material is supplied 1o the factories,
the factories crush the cane, produce sugar,
sell it and then make payment for the
price of sugarcane to the grower.

AN HON. MEMBER Without
paying any interset.

SHRI ATAL BIHARI VAJPAYEE :
(Balrampur) : Self-interset.

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM : This is

a special feature of this industry, I am
not happy over it, Sometimes it so happens
that the factory does not make profit and
the growers suffer, because for five, six
or seven years the growers are not paid
the price. The alternative is to prosccute
the factories for non-payment. I am not
disclosing a secret when [ say that 1 have
been writing o the Staté Governments.

SHRIT BIBHUTI MISHRA : The
Garaul factory has not yet paid the price
to my Champaran growers.

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM : Garaul
may be one of the few with large arrears.

We decided this policy on various
calculations, Resistance to pay higher
canc price came from factory-owners out
of a misapprehension. The misappre-
hension was that the open market price
of free sugar was going to fall so much
that they could not afford to pay a price
higher than Rs. 9 or Rs. 9.50. [ have been
making my own calculations, discussing
with the factory owners and with my own
experts. | do not agree with the mill-
owners on this point.

Shri Kamble raised questions of reco-
very, duration and all those things. Thsse
are the figures worked out by experw.
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1 do not claim to be an expert. Perhaps
we can very well say that if the duration of
the crushing is longer, the overhead comes
down. The labour cost will be there,
but the overheads will came down. Simi-
larly, if recovery is higher, it is quitc under-
standable that other costs will be there,
but the overheads will come down.

Let it not be forgotten that in fixing the
cane price, we have given weightage for
higher recovery. The price has been link-
ed to recovery of 9.4 per cent and for
every point per cent increase, an added price
has to be given. Thatis provided. So,
in areas where there is higer recovery, they
get a higher price. That is quite underst-
andable, that should be, that will be an’
incentive 1o the grower to increase the
quality of his sugarcane and increase the
sucrose content.

Shastriji has made a very good suggest-
tion. I mayself have becn concerned about
that, that when the factory crushes sugar-
cane, the average of all the farmers is taken,
whether it is 9.4 or 9.5 or 10. One does not
know whether his field produced 10.2,
Even if it produced 10.2, the price will be
linked to the average recovery which may be
10 only. What is the solution? The solu-
tion is very difficult because what Shastriji-
has suggested will be workable only in the
case ol bhig farmers who produce as much
as will be adequate for at least one day's
crushing, but how many farmers do we
have like that? Especially in Eastern U.P.
and Bihar the holdings are so small that
even 200 or 500 cultivators may not provide
cane adequate for one day's crushing. T
have been myself exercised over this, but
as yet I have not been able to find any
solution by which incentive could be given to
individual farmers so that they can increase
their sucrose content, but if members suggest
something I will be always prepared to
examine it because I am myself very much
exercised over this, As a matter of fact,
I asked my experts whether in calculating
this recovery we have got some method to
check it. We have some rough and ready
method. We know the quantity of cane
that has boen supplied and the quantity
of sugar that has been produced, and on that
we can work out, but how far it is scientific
it is very difficult for me to say.
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SHRI S. M. BANERJEE: That is
a long-term policy., What is your short
torm_policy? Are you going to inmcrease
the minimum price?

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM: I am
coming to that, I am saying all these things
because all these points have been raised,
and thoy are very rolavant. I seck the
assistance of the members in solving these
problems because I am also concerned with
that. That is why I was saying this,

Many suggestions have been made,
but as I have said, on the basis of the present
formula T personally feel, and 1 agree with
the members who have made the suggestion,
that nowhere should the cane price be paid
less than Rs. 10 per quintal, I may assure
the industry—I can say nothing more than
that—that it is never the intention of the
Government to destory the industry, If
by paying this price it is found at a later
stage that the prevailing market price of
sugar is such that the sugar factories are
likely to lose heavily, certainly it will be
open at that stage to find out some method
by which the sugar industry can be saved.
I can assur¢ the House that I will take up
this matter with the sugar factories, and I
am sure that if they want that the sugar
industry should exist, they will not hesitate
to pay such & price as will not inhibit sugar
cultivation this year. That will be in the
interests of the sugar industry and the areas
conerred.

"SHRI S§. M. MNEMEE: The mini-
mum price will be not leas than Rs, 10 7

SHRI JAGJIWAN RAM: I am not
talking of the statutory miginum. That
should be understood. /’l

oft it swm (sgererame) :
o srAeT seTA Aot A AT W Fwe
stw ¥ oy N FER srvrrew foar §
fr gz wwwrdt & ety g fawre
w3 w7 JET ) ™Y wTH AR xE
swrc o7 fvwa foar § a1 fe g
Lk ol
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oft wmoiter W : IAFT A 19.45 Hrs.
w7 @ meT ¥ AwA weEd A A .
The Lok Sabha then adjourned till Elever

I L] w9 ot gfee ¥ @@ ge 3 ag of the Clock on Tuesday, December 10, -
s &) 1968, Agrahayana 19, 1890 (Saka).



