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be taken up in the first week of the
next session.

Mr. Speaker: That we will see. We
shall now take up the next item.

(ii) SuGER-CANE PricES

Mr. Speaker: This is the last day
of this session. I hope everything will
conclude by Five o'clock, including
even the Half-an-hour Discussion.
Therefore, at the most I can extend
this discussion upto 4.3 and at 4.30 I
will take up the Half-an-hour Discus-
sion and conclude it at Five o'clock.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: Mr.
Speaker, Sir, it ig with deep and seri-
ous sense of duty to my constituents,
to the State and to India as a whole,
that I and 49 of my friends from all
sections of this House have given
notice for this discussion.

It is really regrettable, Mr, Speaker,
that a Ministry which happens to be
presided over by an exceptional a
man of exceptional talent, a man of
character and competence in the per-
son of Sardar Swaran Singh, should
be subject to such critical discussion
within so short a time after he has
made a statement in deference to the
wishes of the House.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra (Jammu
and Kashmir): Sir, there is nobody
representing the Food and Agricul-
ture Ministry.

Mr. Speaker: He is coming. I have
sent for him,

The Deputy Minister in the Minis-
try of Railways (Shri Shahnawaz
Khan): I am here.

Shrl Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: I
would request the hon. Deputy Rail-
way Minister to convey my feelings
to him.

The hon. Minister was pleased to
state that there was a uniform demand
for raising the sugarcane prices to
Rs. 2 per maund with 9 per cent
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recovery, and the Minister has added
his own appreciation of the situation
and attributed certain utterances to
Members, which was not the purport

of the demand of this House, that
this demand was particularly from
the Members of Uttar Pradesh and

Bihar. I must say duty bound to my
hon. colleagues from Uttar Pradesh
and Bihar that when they made
this demand of Rs. 2 as the minimum
price of sugancane their intention,
expressed in words and by their
feelings, never was that this should
be restricted only to UP. and Bihar.
By saying so the hon. Minister would
be doing an injustice to the Members
of both UP. and Bihar and also to
those who unanimously made the
demand that Rs. 2 should be the mini-
murh price of sugarcane with 9 per
cent recovery.

Mr. Speaker, I must humbly draw
your atiention to this fact that the
hon. Minister in the same breath, in
the same statement, said that this
was not a permanent assurance to
the Members that this price of Rs. 2
shall remain for ever as the minimum
price of sugarcane and that it was
likely to be reduced or increased as
the circumstances demanded.

1320 hrs,

[Surr Turumara Rao in the Chair]

I think that the tenor of argument
that he has used amounts to a threat
to cane growers and also to those
who represent cane growers here that
they need not rest assure that this
Rs. 2 will be the minimum price on
a permanent basis, I think the Min-
istry should consider this Point on the
background that the very argument
that has been  placed on the
floor of this House revolves on this
factor that sugar policy or the .o-cal-
led sugar policy of the Government of
India has been a tragic failure not
because of any faults in the policy but
because there hasnot been any sugar
policy as such. There has been a per-
sistent demand that a deflnite sugar
policy, if I may say so, if necessary
in the form of an Industrial Policy
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Resolution or in the form of an amend-
ment to the Industrial Policy Rlesolu-
tion is the prime need of the day and
1 feel that even if the solemn assu-
rances given on the floor of this House
by no less a person than the Minister
of Food and Agriculture are not up-
held or in practice are not observed
by the Directorate of Sugar, then, I
think there exists a case where the
working of the Directorate of Sugar
and, if necessary, the general working
of the Ministry of Agriculture should
also be subjected to scrutiny by a
high-level committee including the
Members of Parliament presided over
by an independent authority. The
Minister of Food and Agriculture was

pleased to make a statement .

Mr, Chairman: I should like that
one of the concerned Ministers should
be present here,

Shri Shivaji Rae S, Deshmukh: The
Minister of Food and Agriculture is
not here Anyway, with deference

to
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have raised this

Mr, Chairman: There is no point of
order,
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Shri Shivaji Rao 8. Deshmukh:
There is no point of order; there is
still a point of courtesy.

Shri Warior (Trichur): Maybe, they
do not know that this discussion has
started so early.

Mr, Chairman: The discussion on
the previous motion came to an end

abruptly. Probably, they may not
have the information, They will be
coming now.

Shri Hari Vishnu Kamath: You may
kindly inform them,

Mr, Chairman: A word has gone to
them,

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh: The
hon, Minister of Food and Agriculture
made a statement on the floor of this
House on 8th September, 1963, In that
statement the hon, Minister has made
a specific promise to this House that
all the sugarcane prices that were
fixed for 1962-63 season will be in-
creased by 18 np. and il is surprising
to find that this promise has not been
executed. I will quote the Minister
himself. He says:

“Bearing these aspects in mind,
Government have decided that
a Sugarcane Control  Order
should be promulgated authori-
sing State Government to re-
gulate the utilisation, purchase
and distribution of sugarcane
principally to  factories and,
where considered necessary by
State Governmen's, to power
crushers. The factories in
areas where the competition with
gur and khandsari is intense and
where the minimum price is less
than Rs. 1'75 per maund or Rs. 4'69
per quintal should be authorised
to pay a price of cane upto that
amount and the price actually
paid should be included in calcu-
lations of ex-factory prices.”

Now, this specific promise by the
Minister of Food and Agriculture has
not been executed by the subsequent
notifications which were issued. When
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the Minister makes a statement that
there will be a flat increase of 18 nP.
it necessarily foilows that all those
factories who were getting sugarcane
in 1962-63 should pay a minimum in-
crease of 18 nP, on the basis of sugar-
cane available to them. 1 say, there
is at least one factory in the co-ope-
rative sector where there has not been
an increase of even one single np.
There are as many as 13 factories in
the co-operative scctor alone where
the promised increase of 18 nP. has
not been allowed.

Further than that, the Minister has
also made a statement that this fixa-
tion in north Bihar and south Bihar
and in castern U.P. and western UP.
on the basis of minimum sugarcane
price at Rs. 2 and Rs. 1.75 nP. is neces-
sary because there is competition
from gur and khandsari. 1 think, it
was unanimously argued on behalf of
all sections of this House that gur and
khandsari are not a menace and that
it is something by which the cane
growers get, 1 should say, a reason-
able price immediately without any
middle man. If there should be
any necessity for canz supplies, or
assurances of cane supplies to the
factories, then the emphasis should
not be to eliminate gur manu-
facture but it should be to pay a
reasonable price for cane meant for use
by the sugar factories and there should
be some comparison between the two.
Therefore, when the Minister made
a distinction between region and re-
gion and between north Bihar and
south Bihar, between eastern U.P, and
western U.P. there was a clamour
that this discrimination should go and
the Minister of his own accord thou-
ght that this clamour was restricted
to north Bihar and south Bihar and
eastern U.P. and western UP. and
that is why he again said that he
would consider this and on the 12th
of December he made a statement
making Punjab and UP and Bihar
entitled to a uniform minimum price
of Rs. 2 at 9 per cent recovery. Here,
I wish to say that the only argument
given by the Miuistry is that in view
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of the particular circumstances there,
this increase is essential. What are the
circumstances? They are worth con-
sidering. He has said:

“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 repercus-
sions of increase in the neighbour-
ing areas of factories have to be-
given special consideration.”

Now, the extra-ordinary conditions
calling for special considerations in
U.P. and Bihar, according to the

Minister himself, are restricted to the
demand by UP. Ministers and the
Bihar Chief Minister of Rs. 2 as a
minimum price, demand by cane-
growers, the threatened strike by cane-
growers, the movement of satyagraha
that was launched in U.P. and Bihar
and perhaps the demand made on the
floor of this House. Now, in the-
sequence of things, what is more ap-
parent is that to the Ministry of Food
and Agriculture what seems to matter
is satyagraha, threats, strikes, demands
and not the utterances of the hon.
Members of this House, Therefore,
if the utterances of the hon. Members
of this House have any bearing, if
they deserve any serious considera-
tion, if everyone of us who has been
elected by adult suffrage has some
knowledge as to the existence of con-
ditions in his own respective area and
constituency, then the Ministry of
Food and Agriculture, by way of ele-
mentary courtesy to this House, should
definitely give sympathetic considera-
tion to the views advanced on the floor
of this House. When there has been
a uniform demand that without any
discrimination, the mimmum Rs, 2|-
formula should be applied at 9 per cent
recovery, the Ministry makes a dis-
tinction between region and region
and between State and State. The-
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same organisation, I think, deserves to
be very critically observed from this
point of view that at least in the in-
terest of national integration, in the
interest of economic integration, this
discrimination goes a long way and
this discrimation goes not to help the
cane-growers frem any region, in
whose favour this discrimination is
alleged to have been enforced, but it
ultimately goes to private interests,
to middlemen, to profiteers and to
black-marketeers. Therefore, I say
that this Directorate of Sugar which
has been since long presided over by
a non-technical man—I do not know
even the name of the person;, I do
not know whether he is a titular head
or he is an effective head—has been
for so many years only a sub-office
of the Indian Sugar Mills Association
and their manipulations and their own
trade interests have always been up-
held by this Directorate of Sugar and
the Ministry of Food and Agriculture
has throughout been the victim of the
manipulations executed by their own
officers. Therefore, 1 say that there
should be an introspection from the
Food and Agriculture Ministry side on
the working of this Directorate of
Sugar, The reason for my saying this
is this that the history of sugar policy
is one of periodical control and decon-
trol, exfactory prices and distribution
of sugar, regulation of production of
supar, grant and withdrawal of incen-
tives 1o both cane-growers and manu-
facturers resulting in cycles of short-
ages and over-production, and these
cycles of shortages and over-produc-
tion have been enginecered by the
Directorate of Sugar and have been
artificially created by the Directorate
of Sugar, and, therefore, this factor
also reserves to be gone into.

For instance, in 1951-52, the mini-
mum price of sugarcane was Rs. 1.75.
Even today, in 1963, the hon. Minister
has given the threat that this minimum
price of Rs. 2 or Rs. 1.75 is not a per-
manent thing. Then, the only inescap-
able conclusion that we can arrive at
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is this that the policies of the Food
and Africulture Ministry are ad hoc,
there arc no permanent solutions,
there is no permanent thinking, and
their policies, to say the least, are
situation-oriented. The hon. Minister
was pleased to say on the floor of the
House that it was not bad to be situ-
ation-oriented. I wish to know from
the hon. Minister whether it is good
to be situation-oriented when the si-
tuation is created by interested par-
ties. Is it good to be situation-orien-
ted when the situation created is go-
ing to kill the cane-growers? Is it
good to be situation-oriented when
the situation created is against natio-
nal interest?

The Ministry applied a uniform ten
per cent cut when there was a slight
excess in production. Is it the policy
of the Food and Apgriculture Ministry
that if the sugar production increases
even by one bag, a cut of one bag
should be applied? Is it policy that if
the production increases by 10 per
cent, mmediately a 10 per cent, cut
should be applied? Is it the policy of
the Food and Agriculture Ministry
that the cane-growers should suffer a
uniform and recurrent losg every
year?

1 feel that the Ministry should con-
centrate their efforts on the distribu-
tion patiern of sugar. I know that
the interests of the consumers are up-
permost, but the interest of the con-
sumers cannot be guardedq by killing
the cane-growers, because ultimaiely
if the cane-growers do not get the
incentives, or even leaving apart
incentives, if they do not get even
their input in cane cultivation, then
there will not be eane for being sup-
plied to the sugar factories. If we
are very keen to get cane supplies to
the factories, let ug not discriminate
between one State and another, bet-
ween one region and another, between
one factory and another,

The hon. Minister has said that be-
cause of gur and khandsari competi-
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tion, this discrimination is essential.
But to what lenglh this discrimination
is allowed deserves to be gone into.

In Andhra Pradesh, there is a place
calleq Anakapalle which is supposed
to be the biggest or the second
biggest gur market in India, Sugar
factory there has to pay Rs. 1'75 per
maund of sugarcane as the minimum
price. But six miles away from that
place, there is another factory which
has to pay Rs. 2 as the minimum
price. So, if we are leq into discri-
minationg of this sort, then there is
no end where we are going tp stop,
and the best way to avoid this is to
avoid the discrimimation itself.

When the Ministry hag come to the
firm conclusion that the sugar price-
linking formula is economic and it is
in the best interest of the cane-growers
as well as the sugar industry as a
whole, then no step should be taken
which gives a go-by 15 the sugar link-
ing formula,

When this uniform demand for
Rs. 2 as the minimum price for cane
was made, was it from the biue that
this demand was made? Was it so un-
realistic that the Ministry thought it
impossible to accede to it? When we
discussed thijs 'matter here on the last
occasion, the tencr 3f my argument
was that a sugar factory in Irdia was
making a profit on an average of
Rs. 40 lakhs per year. Today, ] stand
corrected and I would say that though
the profit remains Rs, 40 lakhs per
year, the investment is not Rs. 2
crores but it is only Rs. 40 lakhs, So,
here ig an industry where the invest-
ment is Rs. 40 lakhs, and where there
is also a return of Rs. 40 lakhs per
annum. I think that the Food and
Agriculture Minister should step in and
see that no factory is allowed to make
such a huge profit, and at least a part
of the profits is diverted to the cane-
growers. If you see the balance-sheet
of the Belapur Sugar Mills, you will
find that they have declared a profit of
Rs. 43 lakhs on an investment of
Rs. 40 lakhs.
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When I am saying this, I am also
sure that the economics of sugar pro-
duction is such that the cost of pro-
duction in UP and Maharastra, Madras
and Andhra Pradesh does not appre-
ciably differ, It may differ to a slight
extent only. But when there is no
uniform cane supply, whep there is no
uniform capacity for cane-crushing,
then all efforts should be directed to
the growth of an assured cane supply
rather than to an increase in the capa-
city. I fee] that if the profit margin
of the sugar industry is to be reduced,
then the only way to do so would be
by declaring @ minimum sugarcane
price. 1f we have to do this, then as
a first step, I would suggest that the
demand for Rs. 2 as the minimum
price for 9 per cent recovery, which
is most reasonable, should be imme-
diately acceded to, not because this
demand is purely based on the discri-
minatory announcement which the
hon, Minister has made, not because
this demand is nol unreaslistic, but be-
cause this figure of Rs, 2 can fit in in
the cost structure of sugar, as
declared by the hon, Minister,

We find also that every statement
that is made on the floor of {he House
discriminates between region and re-
gion. For instance, when the mini-
mum sugarcane price in UP and Bihar
was Rs. 1.75, the cost of sugar was
about Rs. 118. Then, the cost of sugar
in Maharashtra on an average Wwas
Rs. 113. That means lo say that there
was u slab of Rs. 5. Then, the m'ni-
mum price was raised to Rs. 2. And
the cost of sugar in UP rose from Rs.
118 to Rs. 125 or Rs. 127, and there
was then a slab of Rs. 12 or 13 bet-
ween the cost of sugar produced by
the southern factories end that pro-
duced by the northern factories. Is it
the thinking of the Agriculture Minis-
try that the consumer of UP and Bihar
is so rich that he can afford to pay
Rs. 127 per quintal of sugar at ex-fac-
tory rates, and the consumer of
Madras, Maharashtra and Andhra
Pradesh is so poor that he has to pay
only Rs, 113 per quintal?
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Another argument in thig regard is
that whatever may be the Food and
Agriculture Ministry's policy in regard
to the fixation of the cost of sugar,
their policieg in regard to the fixation
of the cost of sugarcane must be far-
mer-oriented. As long as they are not
farmer-oriented, wg long as the Direc-
torate of Sugar sits in the lap of
privatg sugar industry and forceg the
Ministry of Food and Agriculture to
allow = huge diversion of resources
and profits to private sugar industry
or to the coffers of the big lords of
the sugar industry, I feel that the in-
tervention of this House is called for,
and it is because of this that this no-
tice for this discussion hag been given
to the Food and Agriculture Minister.

Further, let us think over the discri-
minations which have been enforced
by the Ministry. In one breath, the
Ministry says that the price-linking
formula is there but in the next
breath, the price-linking formula is
given the go-by, because whereas in
a particular region, Rs. 1.75 jg an-
nounced as the price of sugarcane for
9 per cent recovery, in znother region,
we find that Rs. 2 is announced as the
minimum price for 9 per cent recovery.

This discrimination goes further
when we take into account the so-
called traffic or transport concessions
which the Ministry has announced.
For instance, the co-operative sugar
factories ip Maharashtra purchase
sugarcane ex-field giving the sugar-
cane-growers ex-field prices, and they
bring the cane to the factory at fac-
tory cost, and at the factory gate the
cane ig weighed and payments are

made. The persons concerned with
the Directorate of Sugar argue that
the sale is made at the factory, and,

therefore, the factory cannot get the
transport cost which it incurs, apd
they say this simply because the cane
is already in the factory compound.
Simply because payment is made at
the factory premises or at the factory
office, the contract for sale does not
start at the factory, but it begins at
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the field from where the cane is
brought. Weighing of cane and pay-
ment for cane are only details of the
contract for sale, This is a simple pro-
position which the people concerned
with the Directorate of Sugar are not
in a position to appreciate, and even
if they are in a position to appreciate
it, they are not in a position to enforce
this, because they think that this
will be contrary to the interests of
the private cane-growers,

With your permission I would like
to quote to you a cutting from The
Times of India (Bombay Edition),
dated the 18th December, 1963. It
says:

Cane CroP IN 20 VILLAGES TAKEN OVER
BY GOVT, SEQUEL T0O MILL'S REFUSAL TO
PAY EX-FIELD PRICES

Shrirampur, December 17,

The sugarcane crop in 20 villages in
Kopargaon taluka hag been taken over
by the Government of Maharashtra
under the Defence of India Rules. The
action followed the refusal of the
Changadev Sugar Mills—to which the
cane js usually supplied—to pay ex-
field delivery prices to the growers.

State Government employees arrived
here yesterday and issued notices to
the growers in the Puntamba area
about the taking over of the crop.

Under instructions from the Gowv-
ernment, 35,000 tons of cane in the
fields will be supplied by the growers
to the Belapur Sugar Company at
Harigaon, instead of the <Changadev
Mills, Puntamba,

The growers in the Puntamba warea
had started an agitation a fortnight
ago demanding that the Changadev
Mills should pay them ez-fleld prices

The demand was refused by the
management. A deputation of the
growers met the Chief Minister, Mr,
V. P. Naik, and the Minister for Agri-
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culture, Mr. P. K. Sawant and sought
their intervention,

The State Government's suggestion
10 the management of the Changadev
Mills that itsshould pay ex-field prices

to the growers is alsp said to have
gone unheeded,
The State Government, therefore,

applied the Defence of India Act to
the cane-growing regions in Shriram-
pur, Rahuri and Kopargaon and took
over the cane crop in the Puntamba
4area,

The Belapur Sugar Mills, to which
the cane from Puntamba is to be
diverted, will pay ex-field price to
the growers who receive an additional
Rs, 5 lakWs on account of the new
price formula,

As the cane from the Puntamba
area has been diverted to the Belapur
Sugar Mills, the Changadev Mills will
close its crushing season two months
earlier than schedule.

The growers in the Maharashira
Sugar Mills, Tilaknagar, the Godavari
Bugar Mills, Laxmiwadi, and Sakhar-
wadi areas have also demanded that
the three sugar millg should be com-
pelled to pay them erx-field delivery
prices.

The three factories receive 125,000
tons of cane from growers every year”.

Here is an instance where for the
first time the DIRs are being used by
Governmeni to enforce cultivator's
right to part with their rop at the ex-
factory price. In the background of
all this, 1 wish to draw the hon.
Minister's attention to this fact that
this reasonable demand for minimum
cane price announced by the Minister
to be made the ex-field price is not
appreciated or accepted by the Minis-
try on the ground that transport con-
cessiong have been announced by them.
Where is the fun in announcing trans-
port concessions and denying the de-
mand o growers for the er-field price
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and saying that L shall be ex-factory
price?

Further, the excise rebate announced
from time to time, which is 30-50-30
per cent and which is worked out by
the Director of Sugar works very
drastically against the co-operative
sector. There was a specific promise
made by the Minister on the floor of
the House that those factorieg which
start production earlier on a specified
date would positively get a rebate on
excise duty. This was reiterated by
Shri A, M, Thomas in Bombay when
he was invited by the State Federation
to a dinner. At the dinner, pleased
with the reception, he reiterated the
promise that all the factories which
started crushing earlier would get an
excise concession which wag announced
on the floor of the House. Now in the
notification which has been issued,
there is no such announcement.

Shri Inder J. Malhotra: Give him
another dinner.

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh: In
Delhi—very good,

What I am driving at is that solemn
promises Egiven on the floor of the
House by the Ministr; from time to
time are not kept. On the contrary,
the Dircctor of Sugar works in @ way
that the high-ups in t.e Ministry are
not in a position to conirol his activi-
ties. A drastic remedy is called for
instead of the 25 nP. or marginal in-

erease which has been the  subject
matter of this discussion,
There is another point. Even on

the basis of present licensing capacity,
it is impossible to achieve 33 lakh
tons. The only possible way to achieve
it would be to announce a minimum
price of Rs. 2 for 9 per cent recovery,
to announce u ) flat excise duty
rebate, as was done earlier on
the basis of average production, and to
announce that was an incentive mills
would be free to sell 25 per cent of
their increased production in the open
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market. ‘These steps have proved
successful in the past. The Director
of Sugar refuses to take any of these
steps, If these steps are not taken,
it comes to this that the Ministry
agrees that the sugar mill industry or
particularly the private sugar mill in-
terests shoulg be suported at the cost
of the interests of the cane growers, not
only at the cost of the growers' in-
terest, but at the cost of the interest
of the consumers whose interests they
pretend to protect.

That is why I sayv that if the con-
sumers’ interests are to be safeguarded,
if the cultivators’ interests are to be
safeguarded, if the industry as a whole
is to get incentive, the reasonable ap-
proach should be to fix Rs. 2 as mini-
mum price for cane with @ per cent.
recovery without any discrimination.

I have expressed the view that the
present discrimination will be uncon-
stitutional and illegal. I humbly re-
quest the Ministry to consult the Law
Ministry and Attorney-General on this
issue, Let him get the opinion of our
legal luminaries on this issue and place
it on the Table. Let us know whe-
ther they also do not regard it as ille-
gal and discriminatory. In an industry
where every step which the Ministry
takes is subject to critical scrutiny by
all interests concerned, in a field
where every step taken by the Minis-
try is challenged before the competent
court—if the competent courts do not
act as an adequate forum,—those deci-
sions are challenged by satyagrahas,
strikes and popular demands—the
Ministry has to be careful in seeing
that neither the interests of the con-
sumers, nor the interests of the cane
growers nor even the interests of
the industry suffer. Therefore, I again
appeal to the hon. Minister to consider
this reasonable demand.

With regard to licensing, the pre-
sent capacity is 28 lakhs tons. With
this the Ministry expect to produce
3:3 million tons,
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The Minister of Food and Agricul-
ture (Shri Swaran Singh): The licens-
ed capacity is much more; it is 286
lakh tons. He is using strong langu-
age, which should be buttressed by
good facts at any rate. He should be
sure of his facts.

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmuokh, I
thought T said 28 lakh tons. I stand
corrected.

They say that 5 lakh tons is the re-
maining capacity wunder the Third
Plan, For this, there have been appli-
cations to the extent of 20 lakh tons
and out of these, applications for 5 or
6 lakh tons are from the co-operative
sector—the remaining are from the
private sector. Under the plea of ex-
pansion of existing units, under the
plea of making the so-called unecono-
mic units into economic ones, under
the plea that it is likely to reduce the
cost of manufacture—none of which
is true—the Ministry seems to labour
under the impression that the only
alternative is to absorb these 5 lakh
tons in the private sector.

Shri Swaran Singh: I would very
strongly repudiate any such sugges-
tion. I do not know whereform he has
got all this information, because no
licensing has been announced. I have
told the hon. Member that, that ig not
my intention. Still if he persists in
making such statements, it is my duty
to point them out,

Mr Chairman: The hon.
should conclude now,

Member

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:
Vehement denials would have meaning
if promises made were kept. Where
what has been promised is denied.
where what has been stated is subse-
quently corrected, where what has
been stated is not followed, I think
mere vehement denials will not go a
long way, This is the definite appre-
hension of the co-operative sector
which has got 1]4th of the licensed
capacity, which is responsible for about
20—30 per cent of the production, that
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it will suffer unless it is allotted the
proposed capacity. Therefore, the
Minister should state that out of the
5 lakh tons, only after licences have
been given to the co-operative sector
whether for expansion or for establish-
ment of new units, wil] there be any

licences considered for the private
sector,
Mr. Chairman. Order, order. The

hon. Member must conclude now....

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh:
Therefore, I say....

Mr. Chairman: Order, order. He
does not listen to me. When I am
on my legs, he does not even give in.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh. I
was finishing my last sentence.

Mr, Chairman: He must definitely
conclude in a minute.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:
Therefore, I reiterate for the considera-
tion of the Minister that a minimum
of Rs. 2 should be given for cane for
8% recovery, the excise rebate to be
meaningful should be given on the
basis of average production uniformly
and this 20-30-50% formula should be
completely given up and if necessary,
a fixed percentage—I suggest 25 per
cent—of the increased production
should be allowed to be sold in the
open market.

Regarding raw sugar, where the per-
formance of the co-operative sector has
been par excellent, the Ministry re-
cently called for tenders and insisted
on payment for sugar meant for ex-
port at ex-factory price. To the cane
grower who demands the ex-ficld
price, the Ministry insists on ex-fac-
tory rates, where the industry de-
mands the ex-dock rates for export, the
Director of Sugar gives the ex-factory
price, So I think the overheads on
transport and this uneconomic work-
ing of export is not likely to help the
industry. Tt is not likely to achieve
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the requirements of foreign exchange
earnings in slipshod manner. The
hon. Minister may leave aside the
strong words as they arise out of a
genuine desire to protect the interest
of the cane grower w:thout affecting
the industry or the consumer,

Shri M. S. Murti (Anakapalle): Mr.
Chairman, I associate myself with
the sentiments expressed by my
friend, Shri Shivaji Rao Deshmukh.
Three statements were made in this
House by the hon. Minister. On the
8th September 1963, a statement
has been made assusing a mmni-
mum price of Rs, 168 per
maund, But there hag been np in-
crease jn many of the factories. It was
said that where there is competition
between khandsari and gur the mini-
mum price will be Rs. 1°75. That was
not adhered to. Later on this price
was increased to Rs. 2 as per the
statement made on 19th November,
1963. Only 69 out of 200 and odd fac-
tories have given this Rs, 2 per maund.
Again on 12th December, 1963 in this
House the hon. Food and Agriculture
Minister said that because of pressure
from U.P. and Bihar Chief Ministers,
the price of cane has been raised in
those areas to Rs. 2 per maund, If
there is similar pressure from others
also, perhaps they would raise the
price. The Andhra Government has
writlen that ip all the factories the
price should be Rs. 2 because of com-
petition with khandsari and gur. But
only 6 factories out of 19 have given
this. Not only that. Anakapalle is
not giving this price but Chodavaram
which is only 9 miles away gives Rs. 2.
Sitanagaram has been allowed to pay
whereas Bobbili, four miles away, has
not been allowed. Similarly, Samal-
kot is allowed while Pithapuram only
four miles away is not allowed, Is
there any logic? Is this not discri-
minatory? If only similar pressure is
brought will the Minister agree? I
want a reply. The Ministry has
not implemented its policies. I
wrote to the Food and Agriculture
Minister but they have not been good
enough to reply to me. A memoran-
dum signed by fifty Members has been
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[Shri M. S. Murti]

sent for that also we did not get any
acknowledgment,

1 do not know whether the Directo-
rate there implements the policies
announced by the Minister here. When
the Minister says that there should be
18 nP increase in price over las*
years, they consider the recovery
formula. Whenever they get 1.68 nP
they do not increase it by 18 nP. In
gur khandsari competition areas, they
say that the minimum must be Rs, 1.75
but there also recovery formula is
brought in, but not floor prices, There
should be a thorough enquiry as to
why the policies are not implemented.

The cost of production of cane is
not taken into consideration. In Maha-
rashtra, the cane grows for 18 months.
What will be the cost of watering,
bamboos, labour at the agricultural
wage rates? In Andhra alse, bamboos
and other things are used, Consider-
ing all this, a very low price has been
fixed, The rcbate to be given in res-
pect of cane tran-moried from fields
of a certain distance to the factory
has been reduced. These things must
be set right so that the production
cou'd reach the 33 lakh ton figure
from all these 28.6 tonnes capacity
factories. Factorics must be allowed to
pay Rs. 2 uniformly irrespective of
the recovery formula. They say by
this formula the growers will get in-
creased prices, But in effect the prices
have been reduced as the floor price
has been fixed at a lower rate than
for factories in U.P, and Bihar. Mr.
Deshmukh referred to the Defence of
India Rules under that people are
punished for producing more and for
being more efficient. Can it be so any-
where else in the world? They are not
rewarding efficient people, which is
something peculiar. Proper incentives
should be given and production will
only then go up as expected by this
Ministry.

Factories in the northern region are
given a higher price than in the sou-
thern region, The rate should be uni-
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form for all. I refer to sugar price. In
Punjab, U.P, and Bihar the price per
bag is Rs. 125—128 while for the sou-
thern region it is Rs, 115—117. I deo
not know why it is so in spite of the
promise given by the ex-Minister, Shri
S. K Patil in Bombay that this has
been mopped off. They say the Tariff
Commission rates have been followed
in fixing these prices. They gave this
verdict in 1959 and conditions have
changed much since then, It is ridicu-
lous to apply the same rate after four
years, Sugar prices in the southern
region factories were not allowed to
get the rebate advantage, There is a
difference of 5 nP there. That should
be allowed to the southern factories
also so that there may be incentive to
produce more.

14 hrs.

Mr. Chairman: Shri Ram Sevak
Yadav. T would request hon. Members
not to take too long a time for their
speeches. There are a large number of
Members who want to speak, But I
think everybody can be accommodated
if there is not much repetition,

st TERTE qEE: gqmfT qEEy,
HAT wEET A 92 fgEee, qecd @y
TH ¥ qeq T F frrafae § A qraor
#, g7 3 o ¥ 3w Y aE e
YT AEATE | HAT WEred A TH AHy
2 A FA—nF AT a7 ¥ i Q& Ie
w29 #, STE T FT qF0 AT ETT 7 A
F &, a7 qeq 21 wod fear s )

UF §AATm wae: 39 & fag
AEATT FTE FT FUTE AT TfEQ |

s U7 |a% qaE: 39 & fAg
agr | AN SqET aqré AW FT oAA
9TEAT &, WF A AT &7 A7 HeAT
wEea g F7 % | & 7 39 faq W @7
qe IETT 9T, AfET IA AT qAWIE TE
g€ | ¥ 77 91 FF 9 T a7 o 1@
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Wt UWAAS O1ew : agT gRL |
AT 7EET 7 A M 77 fmar ) Tw
faa & 37 ®1 TFTAR E AT IT A
qarg A 3

77 frafs & oF 280 a3 @
st & 1 Az A[, FEFET AT AR
"3t74, 74 K44 3 froSdr 1 sEma
qEEr MIT AT AT FOIAET AAT
LN, AT (% TF B 07T LA AA )
o w3 & waw Hrfr fay S a
IO ARl AZ, AT A7 AT AL |
gH A0 1 9v" a7 @ 729 |@ra 90
wZrag % Py 3 svar =fze, ag az
& Tar-3mres #1 a2 favary 21 5 ael
F graay # 39 w1 A e, 9w W
ama-gd fram 9T §9 qArsr o
frorm, f3g @ aRowd sfEa &1 =0
& | W AA wgRT IX A I AR
aff @, @t =g a7 fEaAr afaemo
@ fF it &1 aAEs 3@ I3, 39
adte F qrfer A8 1 AweAr 0

I qiqor ¥ gAY wIE A 2T A
qz FAAr Y 7z &Y fF 2T 577 7 7
w1 397 @ gan & fqq fear sar g,
afwr w7 z=fre 7 wwar o fF ag
AT FIT A1 TP, T FT TqOT AAZ
arz # grit | g7 T F 7o g
az v 7z (F arm (e o wFar & 2
X A AL WX AT F A F G X
AT Iq AT AR TT 92 AFAT 20
1@ foo gt wgzm F aw A d fw
foag @ IEA qz raar 12 Fr 7z D
94 &1 AT € AEA B ¢, 99 B
7t fad AT, 347 77 3q F1 gz @Y
aT% qryar &7 =@fze f& owre aw
1880 (Ai) LSD—4.
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| TH FT AW &Y B9 7 R Y A
AR, I 73 WA & A | WAL qg
T JE A A F¥ AT, A my
a7 # A & Fevre ¥ afg wfady
AT & g e )

¥ wr & A w4 wPew A qz oy
friz w71 wwear R o o Sy
F W AT A ST W H 0F g
fegra s =7 ar | T Ew TR ®
9 & AT A F, A AT A TE
A a7 #8 A =g I Fl AT 3T
} T3 qrEET A TF aF a7 fear swar
fF oo 77 & 317 F2r A9, Ay
ST F1 17 7 T AL A | AfFA
§ 7z 74T AFAC L 97 T & oA Ay
A £ aF a7 F, A 3T F /A A0G
& nF fAaw oy fazra ot 2 s
gfe A gl ra & Il & o fregy
A1z oF et #waq faa ma—az foear
7 2W H I A T ar—a ag ag q1
e e 572 wa 4T fawdt o, 393
& W 7T AT fawar a1 | ¥9 A ™
F TEH! F AT AT AG Dav 4,
A FE aT FTCETET A A EW Y
AT I T AT G 1A AT ;o
FA 1, ITAEDHT, FT G wA
TFTT AL ZAT

Fe™ & faq & sgar wvgan g
& qeve-¥e & 07 70 W & 9 &7
W 9 J1ETT WA, &) &7 7, gar N
79 79 A1 218 97 77 ot T9r 7R
Fard A 4T Y oA AT aF faay

14.05 hry,
[Mr. DepuTy-SPEAKER in the Chair]

afFT IW OF A% EH X v fw
q8¥9-¥3 # Y &7 IW AMER
FFAT TAT HYC T & 1 FE< fray
Tar | FrEETAErd # T1F A 97 T
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[y 77 Aaw arza)

Haasft2fesiaz Fismarm
& fow & AT 7 @y qgmr arfady
grmar 1 ag & 3w Al #1f% w7 77
g 9w WY, G @ &g e ard-
NTEAZH &1 FFEE SI4T {79 faEt
gE & F fom AET &< ST °F 91w
o J T aga @l fawdt 4F 1 Afww
oa A &7 ArE-NTZATH A T FIGN TAH
w1 T & Wi 59 (9o a7 aF o af
J]q FqFAT ¢ |

w fg 3w fdew g g f
fFem w1 ¥ ST ®E¥ & ¥R 9
M & fog 4 ¢ S¥ o fawrae
T & 1 ¥ g g & i d e
&T1 A FT AW IR @ WA & wiww
G| T FT T aw fear ang, Ar &
o o fagrar @arg ) & g aERE
o g ¥ 17 AT ¥ fe
fait ¥t et Si9t & qau fife
@& §99 ag fagma wrer wmar Jfge
fe fram & =9 a9 & 2w, AFE-
TS W IF T JATH 2 FL & gA
fraif fef o 1 o=t ag & F1e-
T ¥ o frE F g faifa @
guq ag sa 7'l WY fF IearEaTst
¥ o T ey 7t 7 gF 9w =
foq 37 dral & T ATE-EE & ¥
A & WA A AgA TaE | W ag fegra
ar fear g, at oy e fqfea
®q ¥ g g "gFd1 & 1 w1 & fraw
Wt 5 ) Frawi ¥ 49 98, 1@ A
AET A IH |

wgi aF foear s fagra
9% ¢, 58 & A1 gaw fFaa §1 e
gr | gE ¥ feEm #Y sawr ar R
are & AgY & 1 fopa & fagra A
¥« faa-mfesi 1 § HE@IT G
a1 §, Wifs fag a@ 1 30 20 A
E@EAT  f—WEEK  § WK

DECEMBER 21, 1963

["nder Rule 183 6170

W UE ¥ F FT AfET % g
™ 3§ H O¥W a1 T AErar
1 @ § fF srmEt § fomady
w1 gt 8, frw a %1 e w g
&9 99 217, faw %1 2J@-t@ § qg w1
g, § |9 O|r /g &, fom & weerane
ST Y AT § W AT I AT A
f§ feam gowm qea@ Iz § )
Jq ¥ Foradr w1 fagra 9=,
A WiFE AR W § I ¥ A
#ar & s fosad v it @ W frara
®) T gran 1 fee ore g fagr
g 91 WX S w7 T FTEe wE
¥ fgama & Wi F yFES X w7 W@
W T T T WA F AHTAA §
qr 7 WY T e s gsmt o, av
Wt 39 ®1 TH A gran ar | fopadr
¥ fagr " 2 & a7 framAl £
aaty frama & fad sz oar § e o
fara<r SavaT a7 SITEAY, O 9T KT IW A
T e, 3few waw & forrdi @
T qret 2, 97 FT Ay qE) g & o

gn g & gt weey & ag fraga
Fem & wre ag foara 350 5 faaa
WA HA WA, Fa4 ¥4 "9 HAT
at 99 & feaet #1 Srearga 6 fae,
wifh 79 TH & &a & Iq &1 Gaa7
T, I/ FT TIF T2, A IW A g1
& ot gATer fasem o gw & el &
graTed faenm 1 3w fage & am
w0 =1fed, Fifa ag fagra qawfas
feg # & 9= f& fwa?r amn faars
arawtaw faga &, fearat & faga o wv
oA ¥ fga § A fY &7 daw
fea-mfast & feg & 30

¢ fEaeas, qee3 &1 Aaft wgraw A
ST FT IeARA T3 & AT J G0 §
4T 39% M 9919, 999 qfowq
s f| sfawe o &7 f9 @
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¥ gz ¥ T fear ar 0T 77 A
-*g1 af f& 39 gz 71 79 fraE &
frder 1| Fieg W gsErdl & S A
JA &, 9T IO, TAH! 99
¥ g9 A foan § — 7 & 7 3| q@
F Y sy fear &, S |{9A 919 F FES
Y Fgdl § | 39 9T 0% T WR
wfaay T wREd feara &
faege faedla § 1+ 9@ gAW # HAY
wERY A IR WO # 4Y f§ 39 W
=T WIeg 9C A%« W AEr R
wife &1 96 & fade §3@ 1 @
grag ¥ I ag-ufery % fagra w1
garen frmr g1 XfFA AT A g 7
ot a1 {| WA gur 5 39 wA
F a9 Wi FER FHTC A TN
fed @, 39 ®1 ITEANT FEF A W@
qTETT X ¥V THr Wrowd FT §, 5B
¥ ®¥AA & oIy § ot fw wifew
Aifs & feegsr faodlr § 1 dT ¥
U W A ST @ graT &, gl
of a7 &, 99 % I A7 930 FER A
faa ufar wfgs < fan &
¥ forarer ¥ wTgA § | wEEER § 0¥
ageft Sl faer & 1 SER sl QR
wrd W wfae FT fzw o §, fr wmt
g 3¢ J1 AT 7 Ty A A Avn
g1, ¥4 TR ST AT AT I TAF FT
wrwaafemm g 1SR AR
wt § 78 AT A 2 AT IA T
aar faar mar § anfs wrf feweme a @
W | ¥ a7g 8§ qgr 9 0F THwL
% @veaT<) wife 9 Afqavw s §
R aTg I AT AT g1 G, T ah
QU S AT ATeY ) ag &e
guzardt a7 Sfaaey @, safs gat wgea
A % g F1 @ R 39 o wfFaey
Y ST | gg AT o9 99 W Og
¥ a@ ¥ gredry 9T A wfaawy o
AT, T T AT AT, TEAT gEm
g |
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ag qigon & %1 7 @ 5 17 AT
AgT W A7 FFAr ¢ 1 & qoAr S g
& qamn 9 fF 37 F7 9w 1T T
1 3 F AR A AR IEET | OFH
&T AATAT FA0EY 77T & | TH F1 A AT
T3 & aw e @ & W W
aawd & fF @ F1 AW ITNET FY
faer mar & a1 W WY AT 9 g
R A3 FT FEET A FT AERAT 50
AN TE ETE wOT W T fRT
TTATAT AF FEAT T AL WA G H
sfaaee ger fom som &Y @€ @3 g
ZTHT T §F HT AT | KW §T AT 48
grm & F & oW #1 wTEE T
#1 frdrm w2 A &Y forar w1, = A
QIEHY & TF &7 A9 ISEAT | ITHIEAT
it g7 ¥ fawmar & W17 Gar F qrar o
far et B & @panht & wf@
SYTAT A AT GATE FATA Y Fiforw
N AT 2| WX oF qHAT TIE A
7 & st 2 1 frarm it SovET @
A= ¥ 1| IvaET &1 Fg faay o §
fram 7 agr e @ AW Femg o @y
faar st & f 39T Zemn S TEr
2, zafog ga ag & 1 9 51 AEA)
g 2, 7eai A AT 1 8, o S
Az 7@ F7AT 2, At A wr ot gEAr
2 T guAEn &1 AT, IF @ T A
A 32 & 157 gfaw Faga g T
gW & 1 WOIATT W AT A @ §
HTT IAT FIN &I TG T A AF T
AqEATYZ AW EN & | AT AT AT ar
%3 AT | AT H v w7 f5q T
afya srwdr wwiady, qfm, sedrd
fawrr @ a2 fam 7 & agardt § afg
AT FII F AT TI0T T A A 2T F 0
fasdl ot 7w 2, TIEAE § A
AT AT A AT T ARG
A AT woETErT 49 T8, 30 qT
TF AG 9T WA 1 A & A9 wga
Y T 92 T & | FH A q4T qEEg
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&) FEIF A q¥yrEA ¥ T WA F
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A ITMFIET AT | F A F
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a& A 7 fzq g f5 Tw e
A e T T AAT I 7 ) FTER
T 9w &7 F7 qqr 1 e @A
sgr 72 fam fr aft AH 3 e=ife
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g Aify agerdT AT & 1 g @
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A 1 AE | FTHFTT AGA wFAT
qrza fA &1 F T F71 J 9T Few
IH F WY 97 39 &1 £ 07 27 faeem
e faFady ¥ gra 97 IF F7 AW
fowm @ oz IH & mEw ALY
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WM &% AT AT | OF TG
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W1 €| I 39 § 20 wiAF 1471 fady
g1 & a1 o, AfFA ¢ ar 2 7 1 W
" 3R T 3 1 frway frmard
4T 8l IR ALE H FEIAET &I
o & g0 A A faw ard
foer ara dfgee #7 a9a §, we aiRe
FU oaFr 1 ozw fay foeed &
wrae 97 €' A Fw JW &7 o
T wwr e ar afed

Shri Vasudevan Nair (Ambala-
puzha): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, 1
would like to associate myselt with all
the sentiments expressed by the
Hon. Member who has initiated this
discussion. But, Sir, it seems the hon.
Minister is a little perturbed by the
strong language used by him. The
Minister has to put up with it.

Shri Swaran Singh: You need not
have that fear I am objective enough.

Shri Vasudevan Nair: The point is,
we feel that.. ..

Shri Swaran Singh: 1 took the lib-
erty because he is a member of my
party, All that I said is: “If you use
strong language it should be buttressed
by sound facts”,

Shri Vasudevan Nair: Even though
I am in the Opposition, I would have
liked to use a much milder lan-
Fuage........

Shri Swaran Singh: [ do not object
if you use strong language.

Shri Vaspdevan Nair: ....because we
really want to give a chance to the
new Minister to see how he functions.
But I would like to say that from the
short experience that we have, it has
not given us much hope,
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On this particular question, I want
ly say that the Ministry could have
taken this step with grace. I am very
glad that the cultivators in eastern
U.P. and northern Bihar have benefiteg
or are going to benefit by this price
of Rs. 2 per maund of sugarcane. But,
Sir, 1 find absolutely mno logic, no
reason, no argument, in denying the
csame benefit to the cultivators in the
other parts of the country. 1 will
even go further and say that the Gov-
ernment hag decided to burn its fing-
ers by adopting such an irrational
policy, because I am sure the Gov-
ernment will not be in a position to
put forward any worthwhile argu-
ment to justify this discrimination.

As some hon, Members have pointed
wut, if the reason is that there was a
lot of agitation and pressure, that too
pressure from governmental quarters,
1 those States, then, Sir, it is not very
difficult to have these things from the
other States also, I, perhaps the Gov-
ernment thinks that there is not
enough agitation in the other States,
of course, agitation will be there,
campaigns will be there, If the Gov-
ernment thinks that those other State
‘Governments are, perhaps, for the
time being, sleeping over the matter, of
course, it is possible to wake them up.
‘So, the Government ought not to have
waited for the people to rise up, for
the cultivators in the other areas to
et agitated.

The fact is that they are very much
worried over the whole question. [
happen to represent a constituency in
my State where we have pgot a large
number of cane growers. During the
last ten to fifteen years, we were told
by the cultivators, it was very diffi-
cult for them to make both ends meet.
You know, Sir, sugarcane cultivation
1v a hazardous cultivation compared
to many other crops. This is a more
difficult cultivation. The crop hag to
be on the land for nesrly one {full
vear or at least ten months and un-
Jess the cultivator takes great care to
took after it, to nourish it to tender it
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he will not get anything back from
the field, Even some of the best cul-
tivators from the State of Madras,
where they cultivate it quite well—
some of the Members of Parliament
are cultivators—were telling me that
on an average per acre the cost of
cultivation is something hetween Rs.
1500 and Rs. 1800. They are some of
the best cultivators—of course, the
yield is also very good. My friend—
he is not here now—Shri Anandan
Nambiar was telling me. .,

Dr. Ram Subhag Singh: Is he also a
cultivator?

Shri Vasudevam Nair: He is not a
cultivator himself but in the rural
areas of his district, Trichinopoly,
they grow sugarcane very well. Of
course, they are able to get something
between 40 tons to 45 tons per acre
and it is a very good yield compared
to the average yield in our country.
But even in spite of this good yield,
what the cultivator ultimately gets,
according to the price fixed at pre-
sent, is at the most Rs, 1800 per acre
if one spends nearly Rs. 1500 to Re
1800 per acre. What js the meaning
in continuing this cullivation if after
investing so much for fertiliser itself
they generally invest nearly Rs. 500
per acre—there is no margin left?
So, Sir, there is a very strong case for
the sugarcane cultivator to get a bet-
ter deal at the hands of the Govern-
ment and at the bands of the mills.

It is really painful to see that during
the last ten to twelve years the culti-
vator was treated very badly by the
Government and the millowners, We
are told that in 1951-52 the price of
sugarcane used to be Rs. 175 per
maund. What was done afterwards? It
was to cut down this price from Rs.
1.75 to Rs, 1.31, and during the last
ten or twelve years there was so much
of fluctuation in the price of sugar-
cane—going up by a few naye paise
or coming down by a few naye paise.
But ultimately we come to this posi-
tion that in 1951-52 the cultivator was
getting Rs. 175 per maund and today
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also, even after the recent statement
of the Minister the cultivator in our
parts of the country are going to get
Rs. 1.75 per maund. So he remains
where he was in 1951-52. Can the
Minister advance any valid argument
to convince us that he is really giving
a fair deal to the cultivator?

During the last ten or twelve years,
we all know that the prices have gone
up. Although the cultivator lives in
the countryside, his own needs have
gone up and the cost of cultivation
has gone up very much. I would like
the Government to go into that matter
in detail. I would like to know whe-
ther the Tariff Commission bad taken
pains to estimate the cost of culti-
vation in the wvarious parts of the
country, If they had made that esti-
mate, a real estimate of the cost of
cultivation, then I am sure they would
have recommended a better deal to
the cultivator. And meanwhile the
price of cane remains at Rs  1.75, at
the 1851-52 level.

What has happened to the price of
sugar? There again, our sugar barons,
the mill-owners should not have any
grudge of the Government, They are
always looked after—fortunate people
in our country. As in every other sec-
tor, in the field of sugar production
also the Government is kind enough
and takes enough care as far as they
are concerned. If you consider the
1052-53 base as 100 as far as sugar
price is concerned, on November 2,
1963 it has gone up to 214.7. That is,
more than hundred per cent increase
was allowed in the price of sugar;
and the Tariff Commission was so con-
siderate that they themselves recom-
mended that the mill-owners should
get at least 12 per cent profit. Now, in
a country like India, if there ig a
Tariff Commission which takes so
much pains as to recommend that the
cane grower should get only what he
used to get in 1951-52 while the mill-
owners should get at least a profit of
12 per cent, then it is something very
strange,
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And then there are the middlemen,
the selling agents and various other
agencies. And these middlemen at
each stage are getting at least 3 to 4
per cent of their own profit, All this
accumulation of profit by the mill-
owner and the middleman hag to be
al the expense of the cultivator as
well as the consumer.

About the plight of the consumer I
need not say much, That is our own
experience in this country. Fortu-
nately, for a person like me or my
friend Shri Thomas it ig not a problem,
because under medical advice we are
rejecting sugar for some time now,
and because of that our tongue may
be a bit bitter! But we know the
plight of the ordinary man in the
country as a consumer,

So the result is that we have faulty
planning, and the Government, espe-
cially the Food and Agriculture Min-
istry has been bungling in this mat-
ter all these years, We thought that
perhaps after the criticisms that were
levelled against the Food and Agri-
culture Ministry during the last so
many years, Shri Swaran Singh will
take up the matter in all seriousness
and perhaps end this chapter of bung-
ling. But T am sorry to say that he is
only continuing in the foot-path of his
predecessor. I1f Government decides to
go in the same path, T am sure that
this policy will only give rise to large-
scale discontent among the cultivators
and among the consumers in this
country,

So I would request the Government
to consider this matter seriously and
at least announce that Rs. 2 per maund
will be the cane price throughout the
country, And I would also request
Government to appoint a committee to
study the whole problem to assess
what is the real cost of cultivation of
sugarcane in this country and then
come before this Parliament and the
country with a co-ordinated and
rational policy on the question of price
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of sugar, priec of gugarcane and profits
for the sugar industry.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: Shri Deorao
S. Patil.
Shri Yashpal Singh (Kairana):

Some cane-grower may be given a
chance, Sir.

Shri K, N. Pande (Hata): One is
here.
Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Shri Patil,
=it 2o firo mfem : saTewy wgizy,
T g SWA & At # @ aqr 3w
WA g St AEaed fzmm o g, w1
¥=gT IHEE! AT A HFT A4 F¥ TGT 47
afw w7 &3 g g §R) T w997
gr @ qu fa=r it aw w gy
g @A T g i

wq & oriwarde ¥ wmr @t gE
¥ &Y w9 & g agqr #fe o &
I H OF gier |91 a9 zqr 91 Wik
ag g 971 (& = @ fag 1 7 g
NI &I R TGN §, a4 qHUOET
Tee §, 9w ag {wdt A o w@
& ot aga "= fa=re F% @ w7 &)
I T4 qg 99 wAT 9 1 AfEE W
uTa w1 & SAFT faw o=«
grm, war & A "Ean

Ff 7eo Afs 1 = St
¥ fAuifza fwar &1 S84 ag aqar
2 fF e @ gl F sizw w®
T § a1 SR ger fawifad s
arfew | ¥ad ot ez fear mm g
S aavar T ¢ % Q) wegl E, fage
T IENIW F, T F1 FHAT W qEa
qT1 OF Wnr i 2 gwar (wfaww
gEH 4T WIT gHT VFT W IHY FW
A1 AEAE WA HEET A TEEI
4T 97 #1T §ET W2 A7 fawr
& fafww woll ¥ o1 gg T F1 F19A
H quUTE 97 SEE1 g FIA F wifaw
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&1, HIT TR T A1 USHT F g TH
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feafa § seat @iw ' 9 wfEg
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Ty w1 fafaww s falesa o<
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A I ¥ OF AT AR A
Tamar & F o Mo |IT fage & arkt
¥ o favig fear mar @, 99 % feQ
T G FZT T TIH0 74T 47 HIT
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qz1 73 ATl A ISAT GI—ATIF T
a% &€ FwaT 9T AG Gar g g,
g9 % 9FFT WIH Agl &9 €Al g-
w7 qrizgi & FWEwEl & ITAT 97,
I97 TN ST f@er & @ qEdie
X ot #wifaw F W7 59 art ¥ g9%
T 1 & ag) wwwar (& meede
g T FF &7 F1E KA FAT 20
7 w1 ogvar A1 A Arfemy wEw
o W ORTE AW 21T & HiT B OF 2T
F1 g¢ a1d ATEH gl e, ar a:tgq'f’r
Cam @ alFT Aemani il W
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g A we w28 9 forg ¥
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g) %@ W § g TF AW
qEeq #1 ag T4 41 fF 1% #7 fmfm
Ay &1 r9r A= fagifa fear s
A &7 ag FAT 7E) FgAr a1 fF g7 ww
a9 gofle WX fagrr & & @
o g qmg A6 A g IR
gafrmm T Gt f§ wer w@r A o
g g, &€ s =z @1, i oA fom
oz o= g1, agr 7 F71 a™ I ey
77 grar anfgy 8 37 7 w1 fafen-
frdrar gt 2 wrfgw 1 @A w0
St &1 e 3w AT frarw # faw @
A § AT A T TEET FF
Afew fearg 1 Farm s g i fom
A WA HAT A 7 Fofto W fagr
& art # T8 FATH 9T JAear fa9IT §T
# eqra faan §, 96 atg A g4 AR
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el 7% FfU-FeqaT G FT qATH
¢, oifr sty 3 g Aifa faifa
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Afafar srHoFr mimm a3 fearar
faed s 2 &7 WA TR F IW
F1 " #1471 A7 wgr 91 FF 78 TIW
gL &7 ¥ gram wrfey | K SR wmA-
T & fag aavar svgar § £6 Ia%
WA ¥ 41 %78 79 TR T 309 § Abha
Feat # f7 Y A7 w7 | AT 4
T T AR E |

ot franitm 5o IwWe : TEE
q@IT AT !

oY wriate Qi 32 A1 HTRr
FATAT F | GEWE AT qEUN & ATdA
# w7 fr fafen edw afi ar,
37 Fmr 1A w1 T fegEaE & A
fedi ¥ 0T ®T4T AT AMX AT q1 AR
3% gun =4 fagm & w@ee fen
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a1 41 ¥ g 7 29 TRz T F1 AW
s g wfga s s esmE g fE
ur 1 o grgon 3 2, IEH 1§ qTwa
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®F T a0 g7 fue @y & ar A 3
wgrar adt wfgr o xR B oenE
fata afr & 1 Afew & qan a
g .f& o fegra ara fonr 3w
ey ¥ T faar, o= o agr
fagre g7 zm & fawfas & aop &
IfF at ¥97 W A 92w W fagrr
¥ 3 A1 SwET 79 THE 19 A9 99
guT W Al K 1 s fw o
dar Wi fo| gr & 1 Wi WY =
aw # vy AR

ATz F fo s = My
w1 | g1 omar g, 94 ferwraa fae R
wgi a% =7 go o w1 ATAF &
ar fagr? @1 areaw B, 6 awt o7 oy
A gl 34 IV 7 AZ aF H
2 =g AW A ST A AT A
a5 ws v g Afea s= A% A7
gzw F ofvadt fa=1 1 Aedsw &,
gl 97 N3 917 A4 77 Q1 oAGT 8
39 Al F7A T aFF J VI FIT HA
g & oW g a7 41 AfEF wa g%
F W o AT Le BT AT 2, ATAYR
% & g4 wfemar g1 9 2, tw7 ot
AT WIT AS ZIWE 21 ATA AT AT
fear a7 721 2, 73 AW faas @0
meETT AT B, WA TEA P, A 1Y
1 FW WG T7 T AT AT AT A A
wfazar 3z g, ax w=mI 93 77
AT | =2 39 A T ANE E {F R
FTFATE I

BAR 437 1 Al & owig
"5 q94T 97 fAM7 Foa1 gEon o0 &
WM g & adiam @ aw F fafq=a
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tfezm damm TFETE AT T
£ F T V0CAT ZN, FHET 2AAT ZA
fo i Fraf ¥ faw g7 qig 38 2
nEyw &1 afg Aanmy fegrma # faw
g7 g g 1 wE W gEE Ea o
mawt f famv gy o afr @ 3
awar ¢ fo ox fz= 87 a1 9w fF 7w
® zig gaq smwfaa 740 &1 &7 fr
a¥Y 77 97 qrEw A B3 § 91T IEk
arz fggema 7 T oW FrEAATT AW
T FFEE T AR A Y3 F § A
<% FNT UFS ® AHT AT AT o7
qET MW 3 ATE I FATT TFT H v
T wrar 2 WY ot fem & e
®! TG ETE |

off frealt v gl Rvmrw . faw
TR AT o TIRT FIHT AT Y, IF
Lo

= wTHtATG qfE: WY faE ¥ qR
G A3 FT GFA | TR WY YA
Tawfgr sTAFAE | yTH Fr oA
WY AT FTFATATE | A AT JEYI-N3
% co ZATL UFT {4 &1 G447 1Y A1,
Ffex o q AT cuw FAVT OFT 7
T &7 AAT 21 TE ¢ SAY FIT A AW
qara ¥ Aay | qumw ®H 2 @ 99
g uFz A H aw ¥ AA 2 6
AL Qe =42 W, WIA A 7 § A4
%& ZA7 0F3 A AH A1 @dr giar o
118 g A WY o fro F1 1A
ey 3 § og® v AW oo FAIT
OFT FHA H T KT GAT 14T 47 agr
TTH 23 AMF &3 gAY O0FE WH W
T AT AT A @ 0 & TEgw qEar g
f& 37 & & #=2e 741 & fF ixom
A1 047 wHT Tgar @ faw A ag ogat
G T =TT QI FL ww | AfFT 4
w9 & Afzw § wrw wwar g AT
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9 agT favar o G wvAY 2, Fr
qifaT oF gz Z1dT A7 aF g TH %
g & @FF & ar famAr 2o oot
TA FY qGTAFA | AT AZ ZTHA T
A & Faremar wEAr § 5 o Az A w7
7 T 2 3% 7 A frawA AT A
w{Y AT |

& 1T FY =y & AT H A T
Lo

Q¥ W \AR: THT 9T 3 A
ferar 11 & o< difrgew fead Y7 &
g o A FgARY )

it wreftre oty : g ot F grT &Y
TIATAT FAL ETAT F07 AL T T 21
O WY AHW ¥ AY A7 §Y IA9T gFAT

g

FFT AT GEUH FT AATH §, IART
At o ey 1§ mgrow # Far g
77 9exo-¥s # A1 w17 A @
NFAH 47T IH FT AL H &%
TR AT g1 A TE /7 988 9-4 %
H .9 TTRT I T | §AT T7F 8§ 52
¥ gt 79 eve-ys ¥ @ sfzar
WIEIIH FT 9. 7 qTQ7Z  FIAT 4T 777
q9 98%9-%7 ¥ €. c q@= Z1
AT /Y qeve-ys ¥ ¥ & A
BT AT AFT AT qEE9-52 H Y UTRT
gur | ¥ ATR A o oo H AT 1 F@
argeeR a7 TET 2 1 ®Y qeue-us
Tt 9w Ffenr & sreawe #
99 .9 FAT FFAT T WL HF 9859-€Y
Fot T qo.o TRz g ) faEe §
g Aifod fF s@T 77 qeve-4s ¥
.3 9TAT FIAT 4T @ <. 5 TR
2| g8 fo & oy & IR S
g 7 ag oF far fagw & o aw @
F THFATEF fanT F7 93w
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& 37 A A1 AT BT B R
1T 77 T AT A 08 ARy ¥ Uy 0w
qeaqreT T3 qow feqfa o4t 97 fF wmae
o A afom $NE 7oA 9y Ad &7
3R 9 @WifF g9 A swEr TE® A I9
I F1 qY fF T s A s g3 8y,
dfezal 1 surer A suwEr g @
& g ¥ AMHF T qNF @ E AT
T Y OF T qT gEear @ w7 Ay
7g fF gart 2w # 2 ara wEer we
€2 ¥ w7 w4 § ) food ad ot mgr
T R IR 9 A w0
w7 met g 7 4 7T =/ gre o
RN W I w9 AAAET E ) WL Lg
#faa ag 2T a%F e @Y At e
oF TE qT FRIES 6T A qACEHTY-
¥z o® ¥ ¥ gwm mww Wt
21 g9 A g 48 dEy ¢ R us whar
oY ZTH aqT A E T R wEA a
TV WTAT & 1 WG T A FET, IO
o # fed Y g ¥ o #Toaw
T & 32 T, Y wwar & fF ww
q ¥ #1€ 377 #¢, ¥f7 & o7 grw
§ AT £ 247 AR 9wy
AT ¥ Tm OrdT A4 R @
aet & far 3w owr dEIr w A
Frag w31 Zrm A maz & o ®
ga* Ao 3 mar frey o zw felr mre #Y
g7 A= T famT 497 F OT 97 F]
T &1 &7 +fgy o ag oy sfwa
Zrr wifgd 1 & za fawir A %%
w71 Z, afew v @ aven 2T Wwew
B, 9E 33 ENT A AT H A w9 A
Q4 BT 2T AN FT 47T AT Fo fro
¥ fad au e & agr @iw #7 g o
Fga g3y fF W o8y MFAGF 87 arfw
ot faAt & 3 oY wr & fag
dar & w1

foq 9% 15 1 FREEH AW
¥ AT @ AT avE A =Y 71 q%
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[=: Frqr W1 qiF )
gt fr f3y =3 O N Gad
frRiws §i 4 SEF I 9 @ A
Wl maz # fawr # 6% g
aifw faoft fewrs fFaa 41 2 Saan
®FIT A 2 1 T T (AT F A F
% F §% I gerd A ararE e
HEAA | WU THI ZHT AT WA 60 FE
W wEfed = o

Q) @t (@raie) - T Wy,
|/ T AT 7 57 T2 o 7 &1 B
Fa To o uY7 Fagrs § 71 3 ®o WA
% 9 47 wiT &gt {2y o @ 9
FeTH H AT AW T ¢ Al Wed AEW
H3q & ¢ F T gA9T g1 T |

7% AAAT™ #IW:

Ffagar 1

aw fead

g gy 99 & 1 A qT F I
s amfem g 1 Ao g fF
Heg SaW &1 ArIEr 9, A & @A g,
arw § | qg T g @ ok | g
&Y STAAT T AE FEAT & 6 T&l T2 o GTo
i fagre & fafeer W & 1791 A
T TIAA SUTET AT § WL Tiwarie §
Qo fro 1T g & Wra< suRT g &
ag T suveT 991 g 1 & | W W
Y ST €1 1 8 1 2) "Far g fF ar
EFT T g, W & I § @gAa A&
g, afea w0 w1 FaT ag ¢ & 7w
wIW. ...

The Minister of State in the Minis.
1try of Food and Agriculture (Shrl
A, M. Thomas): In Madhya Pradesh,
all the factories are getting Rs. 2.

st ay : & w19 F1 aqTar g fs 3w
¥ T ZAT | Wey 9IW F AT F FW
For 7T faur v § ARt 9T S AN
TR X T Qo WA WX 9 Hlo TA &
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feama & 2¥ §, 7z =2 v< 5 o form
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S ® AT WIEA A A9 @I WA A
fad og 2ar & f& &&r7 a1 77 @
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® A W7 ¥ O #, $rE & wiEd
A g & oA F 9w § dfea e
fafoma wfezgzt &t o owa F 2
fergmmma &, T 37 W F1E AT
&eqr gry At F39 go o F FrT AT
wrgx 4131 & fagre § @i we
"I ® ZMT A1 AR FTowvars s
A" F 47 & A @Er g, afe
HEq T2 # ¥ GIAT FT HIE ATTAGS
ESEIAEIA & I FT TTH § G4 aT4AT
w7 TN | L A R F OF
fafre< &, 7 ag 3 #g3 §f @1 R
arqw 4t AfF Ao e g oA
EIEAE: SR

o TW gt Ty : w19 o1 ALY |

ey Fgut ¥ war afFa
q| A4 AgY | & AW FgAn ag & fF wrew
UFEH §T 99 F ATEY WY A BRI
1 s wpfmad &, afeq smo &
I} AHA T TCH £qTH AGT AT 1 WY
F Tmm 7 & W wrEAETC A wie-
e frm w0 fredt 2, g
& et g2 8 AT 39 &1 A 9w
&9 qeaT § | 91 wgmt g 9w & Raw
¥ T WIT A WH FT ETH qI0AT & |
few wfrea 3 fow o< w21 fF qa 9
Iwfa FET § IH IFT{ AW ¥ W1y
o7 fear | ¥fE avdr v svw F |
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W IREmaasafEamFam
wir qer €1 Aifr 78 & 1 Fla ge7 Af7
T AF AT & QAT 74T 2, FIOTH F
&4 fHaT 9T ¢ 59 F 9w A9 %
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atsd ® wimfer & 1 wadT g3 wgEg A
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& w9 & g@ar =Aear g & s s
F1 wg o9 & a2, gad fasi F,
Tyt Y & WA AT & 9§ 7
foagr 4 wE A4 § ) AG IT AR F
fan q0 W7 9% "o F ATaT =IH TH
faaar @ | Z3a1 2 A, FITHQ A
@l gAY & a21 WY I 5 9T,
G A1E VT IF T80 38797 9370 & a7
FEY AT T & | TIAT AT 21 F AT AT
Ao W F art F w7 7 §9 T4 fRar
AT Faw fagre #7739 93w & w@Er
#1 @271 faar | ag #49i g

OF A4 6IF AT F Tgl A
T AT &, 98T &1 5947 79 fagr Jwar
g

st g & quar g 5 e O
# gg wra famar & 1 & S FE g
FAF AT FT FgAT §, SUL H2W &
Foawz gar § AfsT mex w3w ¥
FTIEAHIT AT+ & TIHE g, AV TAT a9
#, afz 3 #t aftfeafa wa &G a1 o
F GAT TR | AT F AT F IR AN
forar @ 5@ ®1 =7 3@y | AR A 3
g4 F1 a1 481 =fgd, afz sEEA
qo WEY F TAT AT AT IH F AN
TA TAT GHT, 1 TAAT AT I, AT
FT TEY a4TAT & | IH WHI q TAAT
FTTHE wTEA &7 g 2 fF Fmawe
1880(Ai) LSD—5.
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& |y war @ AR w37 2 fF wiw aw
T AT TR AET AT AT AR FIT
FIT FT AT I Fav )

wWh #fafar sy Afasmw
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IAT AWM AR fEe ¥ & Fmr A
@A F ST F A AT FET AT
ZRI ®izq 7127 A w21 3 fr fraw
OIS BIF F AATT TIAT AT WITIW
FT AW TR AF N ENF I NATTZ 0
w7 ®1E Az AT w0 wlrwEr q@
AT FOATE ATAATE 72 A7 2 | PRI
F1 FIAT TAT FIZI AT T AA A QY
A3 A9 912 ITIT 7IY & AV TAA
I AGT AFT AT §, TAR ALY AvI0
ST W QAT ATT IAET frar straw
&1 9339 & 3 A weg 93w #
qTT AT ®T 3 TTT 7§ K7 9rF 57 I
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gaTt @ #grad g fr grare &1
ZaaT a141 & A WATT ATST ¥ AT
& | W AT qoF WIW & [wardt
&1 17 T 3T Fe3 @I A A
i, Wa g3 Fr MR A Ay
% ga 32w ot F03T | FfFT g
wfzari 7z & fF wex 93w g7 7 aga
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wre g % ag feafa @ w3 | ot wma
ga fagre st gav 93w # fagr & agdh
gart agr W faar st 1 wrq @A W
g & |t dfee /F fwar 9o fF
qer AIW H AHT W F FAF W
frqaT @=i 98aT1 & |
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8hri D. D, Puri (Kaithal): Mr.
Deputy-Speaker, 1 found ‘it extreme-
ly difficult to follow any part of the
speech of the speaker who preceded
me. In Madhya Pradesh he says
cane growers get 10-12 annas per
maund in some parts. I dare say that
there is no grower anywhere in India
who does not make much more than
twice the amount suggested by him,
be it that the cane is changed into
gur or khandsari or sold to factories.
1 do not know whether the place he
has in mind is outside India,

I welcome the hon. Minister's state-
ment of the 12th instant as far as it
goes and it goes fairly far. In one
or two respects, however, the state-
ment has been a disappointment. At
the tail end the hon. Minister says:
“I would not like hon, Members to
get the impression that the Govern-
ment is committed to maintain the
present level of cane prices.” Is it
seriously suggested by the hon. Food
Minister that the sugar situation is
going to ease between now and Ist
November, 19647 If they think so,
they are under a serious illusion.
The sugar situation will not become
stable until we have at least five
lakh tons of sugar as a cushion stock.
For the next 12 months we have an
international commitment to export
three lakh tons of sugar, whatever
we may or may not produce. [ do
not want to sound pessimistic but in
all responsibility 1 think between
now and the 1st of November, the
sugar situation for the consumer is
likely to continue o be at least as
bad as it is today and it will neither
be sound nor intrinsically correct nor
even pnstihle to  reduce rane prices
below their present level. Then, why
do you not make an announcement
now that at least for the next season
the price will not be below what it
is todayv; the cane for the next season
is going to be sown shortly after
now. You will inevitably have to pay
this price next year; yet you are
frightening the grower and scaring
him away from putting more area
under cane which alone will solve
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your problem. The present is the only
way of paying lhe maximum price
and deriving the minimum benefit
from him, That is to say, paying Rs, 3
this year that too by instalments iIn
certain areas, certain other areas
have certain other rates—leaving it
uncertain whether the grower will
get the same price next year. I go
a step further and say that if you
are serious about producing 4 or 4:8
million tons of sugar in this country,
you will have to maintain the price
level at Rs. 2 a maund &s the minimum
and also linking price to recovery.
Even now it is not too late; sowing is
shortly going to start and the Minis
ter should make an unequivocal
statement for the next season at any
rate that the price will not be lower
than what it is today,

I am against discrimination between
certain areas znd cthers. 1  have
stated repeatedly that Rs. 2 a maund
is the minimum price and 9 per cent
recovery alone will solve the prob-
lem. There is no short cut to it
We plaved with this problem far too
long. In certain other aspects too
there is  discrimination. Certain
zoneg produce sugar at Rs. 8-9 per
quintal, lower than ir, certain other
areas. Under the control gystem the
price paid to these areas is Rs, 8-9
above those paid in other areas. I
want to go on record against discrimi-
nation in the matter of price of cane
but also in the matter of controlled
prices of sugar in this country,

Now. what happens to the con-
sumer? It ig admitted that 66 per
cent of our country's cane goes into
gur and khandsari. Today the prices
of gur and khandsari, at their lowest,
are 100 per cent above the price last
year. True, a large part of thig price
does not go tn the grower but to the
middleman. But the consumer of
khandsari and gur surplus arcas pavs
between 25—30 per maund in the sur-
plus areas to Rs. 70—80 in some defleit
areas and on account of the inter-
state restriction, ,
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Therefore, T respectfully suggest
that this discrimination should be
removed as between one part and
another part of the country, in all
aspects, be it the price of cane or the
profit allowed to be retained by the
sugar industry, etc. Sugar is one of
the most controlled industries in the
country. All parts of the country
should be treated without any dis-
crimination whatsoever.

I shall make one or two observa-
tiong about what the hon. Member
from Saharanpur spoke He deliver-
ed g tirade. I could not follow whe-
ther he was speaking on this motion
or anything else. T could not parti-
cularly follow his crilicism with
regard to the formula according to
whict the cane price is to be paid on
the percentage of recovery. He said
that it does not apply in the case of
wheat or rice. 1 respectfully submit
that in every agricultural commeodity
as in every other commodity price is
paid on quality, whether it is wheat
or rice or anything else. After all,
when the grower sells his cane, it is
the sugar in the cane that he sells,
apart from everything else which is
only trash, literallv and metaphysi-
cally, Therefore, like overything else,
the price that is paid for cane should
continue to be paid on the quality
basis,

st fasam wmr  (FTeRE) o
Furenst werEm, & WA gEt S &
qR fegras & amm F FJ7% ==
faerre amgat £, o & w=ia W@ v
fe qff 3oz Rwr & ara J = W
fag at st g &, AfF 5w 07 Fs7 fa=e
g oA fasme #w4 & @ @@ ¥
fafewa fFar siom, =7 A%z oEw
9@, w07 aW F TEH 97 g™l
s | & w9 & fqdEA s Qg
§fF @ ¥ 3w A g wy
wEE & w97 w= 37 fAr Aw &y ot
f& |qfe wfrit fasi # 18 w9 &is-
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A F s g @ ofeady frat
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0.3 A GfgF z@ AT 9, 77 fF
foed @9 39 @97 a% % WY A"
ifzF 27 WO A STSEEA GHT 97 4
gt avg W 2a fr A, ey H
fr o= @Y Y, o7 fF QEER ¥ Yo
fad o T A | wIEC F 9 q 7S,
Q8% aF (Y. &¥ A Hifg® a7 AT
&1 &1 a1, 97 ¥ {137 a9 39 a0
% ¢.30 7T AfeF oA AT T €1E
qr | T EH IAAHI &1 2@, A1 W
TH FA 07 g9y & f& mA 7 wE
3 97 AA FO IANET AL & |

nr ma frs FAA AT e
Wz z, faw @ fesma wis wrEw
¥ a § §9 wres faaaw 3 wmIa
WF Fq: 9%.6Y, ZITA FAAT AT
faw, sdmm, &5, qiEET I
Y.y, T ATE GTHFAT 0 7. Yo,
dfen wemifas: o, grmzd 77
o 90 .90, frzt : 0%, fam &1
e .o T M E W fF
FAT &fer 934 & 1 73 FAUT qEYe-us
# 3 w7 & frwsd owdEy eost
21 qeys-4& T &7 AT qTEH
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qEYE T &.ec g7aZ 4T | fe@Ead
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F AT 1 oFa g
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owE AT H F 7
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UF 31 ¥TT KA FTEE WH AT FH
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ifsast w17 fefaoger & <
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1< g w14 94 fzana 7, 4fFw 7 awaa
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et agl g wie faat ¥ e@s ¥
Wt FHY AEY g o

& s wA S A qrdAT FEa
fFag g8 Tt # Fgam fox
T T | & fegama w7 At fran
wvar § fF s feara &1 ard e
w1 ot fagr stram, a3 o faat w1 f
FFEA A g 3L S @ Ay
R 77 &1 Fma @t @x faggEmA
¥ giam FAq T@ AT W W A
s1¢ fFart &t far @ =@
@t ag sifmw &1 f& wma FoT &
w97 w F7 9vew fafeag € oy

JAETH |AZA : AT Fo  MHe
faardr

8hri Bishwanath Roy: Sir, I come
from a districy which has got 14
sugar factories.

st o Aro faardt : IaeAE wI-
@, & 99 gl § AgY @rAr =rEar
@1 fF g@e GAT g3 gra #Er T
v gwrt mAmAa & et ¥
e & far war & |

ot g wew: (FendT) o SR-
TTT § ar weart ?

Wl Fo ATo fanmdt: Hgmwam &
wagad § & g7 wma & §1 qara
fagrT, goiTe WIT gHL Wil #1 & &Y
faqr mar & | fagre &7 ORTw a7 @
fF gt oF =T A, q oTEdr &
fegét fafqeer 4, & &a & faar
t —

“The sugarcane production in
Bihar has come down to 472
crore maunds in 1862-63 from
11'38 ecrore maunds in 1060-f'.."

AGRAHAYANA 30, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 193 6208

oA fge @ A ¥
FEC GT FT AT G &0 S FHY
g% 9uF FT0 3¢ a1 fF sy gEd
e ot 4t w1 @Y 4t ag Ifwa a@y &
T @Y 41 1 qg wafay g fE o
TR A FATE F 9gA FE IH {FX
@ fsaq | 7g #170 q1 ¥ qEga S
g9q # cqiZaA ga FW Frav @
71 fAda ag & i worer &y &7 /7 &
arw 2, @ ot & wirfaa 7 faar o
ot STETT Y 1 TAST I AFAT w
fearomg afs feam & ez W
FEAY 1 F1E AATTT A @ AN fFET
FE@ *Y TG GdT FL TH WL ToAT
qarETT FA & O FE |

R ue faar & &2 aF 97
ard W7 2w sy v owae @

“The factories located in Maha-
rashtra, Mysore and Andhra and
some other States have been
showing a profit of Rs. 60 lakhs to
a crore of rupees per year in
their balance-sheet whereas the
biggest in Bihar has hardly earn-
ed Rs 10 to 12 lakhs in the peak
year of 1960-61."

feam &1 27 wrar foea & @are o
wgi 7% 7w g, & gwar fao T
Faar g | fram ey & am, & swwan
g f& framm #t fas samer far a3
fadr | guFt groa AT & | 5w AT
greer & gmar faaar wfaw frdr, gaAr
&Y mfas gawar ghn | &fe ag T A
T FT N qATT § 47 agT HIET FATH
gmr g & g g fr @ G
qaTe ¥ g9 gOwA & fay ww oF
sfawa wt frafes 9 ar #1 arw
femddea gaq@@d F0F AT AT
FOT AT "I & A g e
W 9T ST AT FQT AT @, §IT
T 7T T &, THT &1 w4 Q-
N9 &, AT AT FNEE | 3T A4 ;AL
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[t Fo ATe fArardl]
® AT FET FF WA & Ay ww
enfar &1 @RjIed qafes o
fraifa &3 1| @ s e foradt oy
mmmi‘ ra?r-nit mg‘m‘h
ﬁiwlﬁ"rw‘rwhcnziz @ o
feera &t faamr & wifgd | s
% W g@d SEl o A N e w1
o S8 ¥ #rf oaas agy R |
o # § oF faaga 9 ¢
wgar § & o ot fram w1 gfaed
¥ F SE® SUew &1 oA wifgd o
. gat 2w, fagr, qure wifs & S
o & arg ™ %1 yew fas 5 of
b, s & ariz sar g 1 afss |-
§ foacw s sgar g f& &
gfaard, J¥ @@ &, O &, 559
s #1, S N, fFaE T fgET
wifzd 1+ g7 9 3 g fasie aw
1Y, T A gTEAT @ |
st fora A@w: & 7iow w ATy
I I FE I T A g et
sgTHAM @ &1 & &N Fw@
OF Y97 &9 F™ & AGAT  FAS
FHFAA FF WTAT F | AW KAAT AT
mw*aaqarmwwmmw
wmgiaarﬂagwrm%hq #
R O[aT g | WI9A 1 §TAT HA KT FAT
ﬁél@ﬁmwi{ﬂﬁﬂ‘nﬂﬁw‘!
1 T F A FY 40 WY AET &
WAEE FrE A1 FERAgT ¥ W 2,
aqr gut 7 o wrr # fE af gqwea
g s wre ;1€ wTar wia a7 fam
ard | &7 gz |6 9gd A & 4 5
o T FTAT g F @ FT AT
i gre e @ 1 I T
& frwma g, Sg e g, it § e
& wE H aTE {1 A1 1 §, 0 AN
TR MEATFT T AN aF W
AT R TF FH ST E | GEIT

DECEMBER 121, 1963

Under Rule 198 62l

wr€ AT A @ feanal ¥ ¥ wF 9T Iy
g 9% ¥ 97 T qWsl AT
7L grg ¥ 1€ 07 A , *¢ fvara
T 2 o w70 A wEAT g, R
®97 G FEAT §, §1 L TG FEATE
& 1 qF &Y ava w7z § f fora wodr a9
A, gaR W W ™ oA Je
wifgd | R A T 9 oA
fawdt & a1 gn®r ot w1y S WA
w1 R ¥ 2 Aifed | ag dhar arer g
&1 g ¥ wr fadng 7 g wfgd

m9 & fF siw arfee & 1 v
W A fas T g Towfema §
TH A1 WIF A} A § 0§ 1 AT
F A3 7 T H AT ACAT
T 8L a1a ¥ UHNT A g A "
F9 oft 72 AT A7 T4 T € A AT
FFA 2 | NTH F T T G@TAT TG
F7 g AT9:7 T AFA ¢ AT(H ITHT FE
QI 7 AF Q1T TR 19 FLAGA |
q&A wrw & fF Tt F Iw |, Taet
& IHA |, QAAATAL § FAA H, qIEME
AP A 4 77w FT G 9 AT
WA 91| wATSEA § YA W qArgfew
fases 4 /i Far W fet <t f
ufg® & fodt § a9 &0 &)

WY FAAAILTIA FT TITT 07 A
721 @ Y wer o wer @ f waw awy
& Foarg A &7 fagr s aifgd
& wwmn g o= aF w9 it e
F ATARITT A Fd §, a9 A%
fear &1 wfy qmw adt fam awa §
A T A 7 gaEr 7 g
L i

fagwi % A7 T g7 w1 WA &1
Tgi o7 A i ¥ w0 agr 92
TRITE ) A ST HTHT QW
afax, a3 Hfad o agi frr @ &1
WY gW &) 9, gw wiew 43T
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& & s wwar g Fodw T w
o | ¥ A g faa f qIfT A
NI A 3| faw @ Qs war g
# fema g 1 & qaqdz & g feaw
wTAT | F a7 Fe fomra At §
¥ frvea g, arw a9 fewrm g, 918
Wgar g 1 & feed o dro Y mar g
St o7 AT FT FETET 2 1 a9l 97
AT qgeftad | & famv g | g9 a9 =7 AT
T &, WIT &7 9T 97 FX @A § |
fow ag & a0 g7 1 A, g W
oYE| FIAT F1fed | qrafaea & Ao
A AT € & #gm fE e gaw
TR F o 3w =€ W oWT A
arfir, a7 A fF gy qe¥R ¥
HIdt 1 A & fAg mar gqr
#argan g fr ant fggema ks g 2w
g7 | wgrNg ¥, IFT 920 H, fagw
T T4t Tz OF W AT | qIGR A
famm 33 % g Ao & 1 @@ fram
& maide §, qArfad # aaEEe
gl #, fam wmifas & 78 8 0 =
aaAAE qat, T8, TEEt F g e
#1 59 Taq5z § favaw 1 & o= Y
¥ g wgm g ¥ frd evg vy 96
I WA T AT TF F7 99 A a6
g ) mgagT AT Ay
SATZT AT TG g0 F4d § | g9 99T ©
arr § | %3 fafaees @z faam €
HETAGT AT, W7ArT:, a9z feam
A5l &, fedt & st qfa &1 qaa g 1
Ty wra T € R d9 &0 g R,
AT FY IME AAT § 1 qg A
¥rg 97 far € 1 &9 ¥ 67 § w@mar
§ ! HU AR G GG qH
/A A & AT qF fEEm ga ser
FCH, WO A9 qax fe a@ 4@
G & 1 U7 27 frem wifed 1 wox
7y &7 faur smav g ar faa=r = e
FEh 8 HTURT T | T FHIT IE TE
v faa a3 &, famar adon W g fE

Discussion AGRAHAYANA 30, 1835 (SAKA)

Under Rule 1836212

GaraTT F9 gAY § WY gwy fawi @
g At ozt § | wEw A o T
o @, Swat gfn faadt aifga o
g gET g ¢ fF af T dhw
arl & A wqm fadt g§ & @Y
AT FAT &, THD TH AIAT A TG
21 w0 ot & B ot ot g g,
g #vw "3, fram srem g,
Wi feam wawr  freer sy S,
41 & M W wwEr gfwr ¥
WG AT F T TE€LT aTHT TET TG ST |
garfea W feam w1 W afud
k5 Y & 70T F@r g 1 & 9w
Ry aarg + & =rgar g v gaer
=T AT e THo TTo aqTal &1 7 T3,
o Sifwd 1 ey fag o &1 9 difed,
g fwr 1 far a1 dfqd
T aTq A=l ATy | g NEEww
I FE g

Fgr aF T3 F T ¢, THR! N
Afsdr s faeett ¥, @ 9T o
Wl | AiFE F 4E T97 Qfod o
#r€ w7t 7 W&y | e oww A ga
faar @) @ s1g ag faer = S
AT F1 AT FT AT} 1 Fgr AT
& f agt 13 aga 7 faear @ 1wl
o7 59 fa% I g 1 F AT " g
& F g 7 g S ) o Siferr
T &1 3@ | ¥4 Sfqew Wy T
gU & 1 &W TRl F1 0 §g wiew A
faer s AIf9d 1 &TE @1 9T T %7
wq W9 3¢ w9 &7 ffey ) fEaR
& ®| ATl A TART ALT HT W qw
H9A "1 AT 1 w7 F7 0T fEar
urg &1 =ifgd & = e '@ T
a1 fag ot ®1 A7 gEwr A dfay
# 9rga1 § F #@I @ 9C A S
QI wgrawe # a41 gEd g1 W 9T
TFHET TH T |

ot fawadre ww o & @ fame
® ¥ AR W E fF oW d ¥
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[sit fazamma @3]

wfew fa7 ol 728 & w9 w1 &
WI9A HE TH Age@y s (99 9% 19 1
waET W T ¢ 1 W Iw fang ¥
T wfes g g | fow gas ¥ &
WTAT § qRf 9T 9TE P hAera & M7
faet amg, ot & w1 o A9 9EW
IALHIT F A AT T g0 wiama
IaEA FrT OT A vy A g, gw
war &1 T ST A e F fan, fowwr
e W ¥ gAT Y 97 g, adwe
&7 WA A Y F=W IIAT B, IAE fAy
AR o g 2 2 free s ar
68 Tg A (9w aww g @
w7 T WAl of7 arfew & qarfas et
FT gaTen ¥ FT TH F1 §eq fagiver
FT T A% Aifq ®1 oA 97 W AWy
¥y o T9 FT Haa (7 ar {5 afz
T g9G A9 TAR! TGIAq 794 & a1
WA F 39 (FaA1 &1, F1 €19 559
¥ o &, (79 & foer a7 g 2,
FAFTAFAAZ] &FAT 2 1 [58 7imq w5
g3t arza wag {Agivor fifa av mmda
%7 3¢ § IW ANg HY IA ¥ 06 gEA
fem ar f& @ gmr o wfazgr &
" H {99 47 9y 7/7E g A7
fom &1 Fs =< "7 £ F a7,
fam #1 w3v9 =717 2 & Freor, A
%1 wfara &9 giAT 2 1« TR famAt 1
FATZM T | IR @A &I WAET HA
9% 1T WFS 47 HT Ig "I
afam g mmT i g 0 ¥ g 2
THFIAT, A T U IS GAE w7
sfama to° ¢ & W17 FH T ¥ gEA
HFEr #1 = F1 Afawa ¢ ¢ @, Afew
" F WA Ein SET 9T UF A #
W TS F | H A ¥ dwfaw v A
™ F1 g fAwif §79 ¥ a9 A
ag W a@ar iy f& &g fFamr &1
T & Ag) afew dfadt 1 m@dr ¥
fFamt & vew fd qu e & Al

DECEMBER 21, 1963

‘Under Rule193- G214

A A ® R TR
g Aqfaw v weay, afgq wr
FEd Qe FY Tt F w7 ¥ sfqwa
&9 grar ¢ a1 39 & (a8 W 1€ Svw
¥ 1 gg 47 Q99 \YA™ET AT
afed 4 (F @ &@w gl F1 GaF
1S FTF | $a9 OF UF R H1 HAT-
e 7 a4 Jrfed afew fxdt ofigr &
=41 F7 gfFera A1 qgar § IR nAar
g 7 fAgir &% 0

# zo arg F1 @wg A g '
=S |A 1 AW €T AT q7
£ e SRS UM @T R T & Wfama
@ ¥7 g7 fawiver 1 Af7 moard
Z TR oF I AT@ Agl, aiF WA
UF FT I TAT TARE K1 T AR
giramrd fFsasan ¥ @ wa
# g &1 3w ¥ gt wav o7 @,
fow &7 (7@ ot 3T F aRT W@,
¥g feazar mam | 937 g7 waww @
f& v www T (w7 afrads gar,
g7 @i of@da g % 97 a1 3§ sEn
g # w7 (& &1 9rieF (rqfq ®
foqvaT @19 AR I 49 ¢ 1 e
A7y @ g7 At g €M Hr 6 wewz
fazed & wwy §, qg Afa woArd d 41
f =raE OF @1 9 AL s F R
fEmal ®1 SEF! TZEIT FT o aqen
fzgr wra, 3% @@a § «@w@ar g fw
9 H T QT T LR F fAw w7
g adig geET & fad ¥}aT q@ A
15 (F g fean o 427 § 0 & W
z8 foaar AT &1 IATEA W@ 2,
afex g gz f @19 5 3 dr @
aF gw Wid A faFaar g FTFF 2 |
ag w=C #9 & ¥ grar Wi
wfzd 7t 7z fF v e Y, A 7w
& fay foswm &7 9 (% toget aar &
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o ¥ @ FT gen faeior 1 |
g *I 1 gg wweqr W= g ?

R To WA &Y aTa gE | ;gL ?
ag T Froor g gferor & stgt £ A
IOET AEY qT g AT FT FORA
7 & AT IWT WA |, WH FT IAC
T3 WX fagre & FemaT F9 g 4 |
FAT TAT H T AL AT F Ie0EA
FT S o IfTHT gHT FIAT 9T AgT 4€ 9T
T ¥y qfawd g mr {| faREr a
gz 2 & fous = s a=t § S
" &7 gereA fagre FWar wav & wEfAd
T I 99 9%, F1 fF OF 9T, 7
o1, @I 97 | UF §IW H FEl A
qfsqw H S W wia qar g1 T 41,
SaF! fazra & fA% 7% 59 SO 9
%1 4T freafg ® =ma & faw fomd
&9 A Fae wrew e 1 W 29 F 7eaT
afew gw wwar A< ot W9 wifF
i & @i ag @ ¢, 7ew fagior
foar a7 1 @ F fad § 7 g9 A
TF T TT § WA HIRT AT
TR AT WEAT §

W & @19 g2 Fg1 A fE S
wfawd agrd MIIIF A7 eW ™ &
weg F1 fagio 1) @ faq ar qrig
g % fau iy mo g 73 o a®
¥ gadr e g gwenr ®, 9 aifz
ATea ¥ W § dar @ af oY, gEwd &
forr WAl wEraw A fAARS FIW AT
g, dar, SEA weear Svew gf @ AR
EHA! YHA ale gAT Y, TeT ag A 2 fE
ST A FT ATHAT TH F G F WG 70
g & SuET awh = faar st wfgd
ar @ ¥W ¥ AT FB[@, TAT IOTEF 4T
AT | T AEHE F) AT graT §
AT IW ATH FT W IACH IHE § Feawra
T ¥ 3§ I FT GE@AT L 1 WS
TH ¥ SeRA # FHAI AT A B, WA
GfzargaT & AW 9T, ;% W F AW

AGRAHAYANA 30, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 193 216

9T a7 gEI A9 F g 9T A AW
faar omar £ gewr w7 7 F7 § afea
qAI I T GF A § (q, fAa
fodr ag fagr war 91, s&d woed
EEIIS TE FIA & | TZ UF OAT AT §
fam & fod ¥09 TFC & gaew
A g ar sdw '@ Fart 6 &y
g7 W% & W@ i, O fassw
sfeq am ¢ f& fag siw & A
qT &A1 g 7ar 3§ SN 944 §) 477
& o oo gfaer 7 £¥ o9 & 4@ &
e AT 99 & fax &1

THT AT4 § A1 A AT GRS 30
1 2, wq a1 fEadt gy 2 sua maw
ve faefeer grar 8 ) AffR 5® &
qra ¥ AT 4 AT fr g R
a7 fFam @< A ¢ | WA 0F
HETT FT AT CHARE GHI | TR
qOANE ®F § WA T T FeTEA gIAT
g @i T grmogn afer gy fral
gt W1 ufmar 1 §79 T WA
g7, 7 IO 92T &1 qqs AT ¥
T4 I 1 q@T ATl HA TeeT g7 AT
§aT B1AT & | T 9T SR # @0
A FIAT & IEHT AT AT W FY A
fa=ivor faar S a1 w=agy g | auf
AH GLHTL T 919§ TN TE & 1§97 F
SART FETC F1 GH7G G20 g0 4 | gAY
fa<rar z=t & A1 @1 I ar wfaa
ard FgA 1 wa| fawar ;o AfFw
W A9 & 9w &5 Affas m@an
grn faa & a2 w19 geg faafor &30
aY AT T F AT 4 AR 9L AT AN
T, AfFT AR TE FgT & AT A
faemm 1 wigd g o gem faw &
HTITC 9< &7 AT KT IH aHATY X
O g FFAT &)

FeT R fE & s F A a1
Tgi T ARG & | AT AT ®IGT AT 7 A
@ & I V3T ¥ ag faegw w2 0.
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[« fagaema )

77 W1 I WEATT AT WG | TqwE
T 3, 3fET w1g Wy afaw & St
% 5t OF T F AH T AY FA
wifgd, ot f& &9q §9q 9 wIW §
wrar & fs afz sax 92w & dw
AEAAE® F19 4G F q9 § @
gaer  eqrarac #< feqr o o afz
T THT HAET WG Al THET AAFT
fatra g 1§ g% 1 KT a6 ¥
TR faiy T W aTE @ g Afed
Gaga & FAET #7 fa0w Ted@ W7
¥ grm

oY o Tvaw  (7EET) o TTe
wgrea, & &€ g7 I a9 AG TN
s 1 & at fas 3 ar A ard #
aTF &1 FAT T @1 T A g
W WA i AT § AAAIT qI6GT A HOA
aara faa, ®a= A1 forg ATy Ft #1
gz ¥ F4ifF Igia AT T TH-
T AFHT F7 & WaT 97 grfaa w9
Ft wiforw &1 & 1 T ot F9iTATE O
YT QL1 ATEa &1 av gt ) Fegi freer
T g 7% faar fr o & @, S o
A Agr g2rAT |@ifza afs fgge &
F ITAET AT § T AT FT SgTRT
FEAATT 7 FT qF Afex AT AW
qgA TR AT | TEA XZT AT w7
TAr A agrafsr s ST A am @
o as fr 347 feor & v 1 W
FTEH qF T a% Iqfeqa fawar fE
SAIRT WAT [T AT @MOE L W T
TR F1 7Y FF FTAAT AT FOT AT AAT
F1 GI¥ FT 791 AT 1 TwiAd TH &
W s Agt %34 wrfgd, gt
98 §g & #¢ fear 5 77 7@ =feq
g Avw gl §Ed 4 e fr
frradr & wmare 9v 2w g wfed |
gife fogr =% 3= w21 91 fF
FAEFT IA I To WA AT ATfEd | fawmw

DECEMBER 11, 198

UnderRule 18 6213

T & 3 %o 79 MW Wy WP a
81 9=31 & § T w1 g Higeaw
Tt 8 fira aroor ot Y, @@ & g
greafeafm ¥ o e ag g i
™ ¥ ITWM A WIGE qEEqH AR
gt | 7% oF fw o omar
0 FTE OF A g @ fomwr A g
#FT @ar | 3@ gu fowmEr a1 gew
TG g, 1 X 47 Av A g A
FT | TET AWd gy SN IawT
FTF AT § | g I EATE ATH
¥ T o W ey graT g R,
TMAR N AT A gA AR A ®
T TTHASTEAT 2 1 WIS A FREYT,
dafan, gt @ gay foei & geaw
BT 1 W wUR T & FY gfaew
am fear 1 faedt & @) ) afes fht
Foer & oY ag amT 78 o9 qwar | W
FAM AR R E 1 T AT F @&
A g g3z faerd s o &
e |1 €27 7 7 frege §, afew
wAfrem &) s Hwmaw
F1 3\ 23 7 fr fad oifeqi & s
TA HATA[ BT IS | 9F HOT AR HT
7 9 7 ¢ A A g o g,
At \rT I I B AT A 0 F wgan
g fr mfar 9t o o3 e wm
g1 I F arg AT TR 9 AT §, A
ar ®r§ I A1 A A & 1 ew ar
aq wd fr o F2d a8 ¥ ag A
T A« & g g s ow @ 0%
7 i &1 sfaa w1 wra Aifag

wdt gare oF W & we fw ard
&3 77z feay awdr | q@ Gaww Ay,
IE T T A0 | FfE g Fay ar
st & o foms ama ww = @) waw
& ®9% 7 Y gAY fgd 0 wr A
A F1 HA Afod 1 | g
H g O |
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s JET FT P EreT ¢ 7 IWA
SR FY @Y 3 o fedt Ama g9
Y gast =28t fa=ar o fe wifsamte
¥ T §, gETT WIEHY arew wy Sren
¢ 37 A A faedt foa-fer g 3
IE A wT & P @ qw 8
ST 2% & " e 9 aE %
o w71 ar & ardy g &
qraTR #1 w47 § gafan agt o w47 )
wfea S 1 & 2w § agt 2 faw
wifas Y #T A F W@ E | TR
o § f amge & arerdl § S e
Wi FqTeT § gEfau agt o ITHEET
F1 A= I g o7 wa fawa @ o
GERICEE A R Rt
AT AL T AT | WL EAIE g
g3l W AT T A AT AT T Iw A
Lot O

g fAaat fF o o
sfaaey i1 faar w17 | w9 a8 Ffaaw
T 97 41 T3 II99 T W o ¥
m fa a1, #fea @ gfhee
F FTOT AT 41 WIT 9< 9 A7 2 |

st e Fag: wwi g 7

oY W qIvRT © EFHI AT AT
¥ 8, wra far 98 O3 @ W 1w
T | 8 AT Ad o g, g
T ST 99 F5 G T AT TR 4§ |
at wr fraga @ fe gz @ ® faegw
sfaay ger difaz

ga fram w g fs I v e |

Fifor AR o1 grary of g1 Er 2
AR e F1 F1 qoF K1fqy 1 39 a9
#1 gfaeet w1 g37 7@ AT @rfgo
fatnft @il w¢ F1€ mrd amar aty
H AG0 92AT ARAT | g AT g T @
¢ fo waa & sy Sft s AoA A T AT
¥g 33 & Wi T * 19 vAwRr A §
wiff s A g e Q@ asw @

AGRAHAYANA 20, 1885 (SAKA)

Under Rule 198 6224

FART AT A T faed 1 oy W |
2 2 fr 2 w71 7= W faw

st for Avoww : #F ot foger e
¥ ot qrE T W 9T & 41, 6

ATTATEATA ST W T G )

e qvea: gw gy § M
T I FTRAY qLeT T HF AR FEA T
1T agr 97 T ¥y A & 5 ogw oww
X fafaeeT 7Y aran, g9 ay wegr
& at wgar § ¥ v A w9y
W fog dar gf @ & o da< g o
ST T A BT W A NG 90T
T FT AR 2w A AR S A e A
e ar & e 2 gm

# st WA St ¥ 2 A e
g W A Fgr fF foad 3 Y
TATEr S WX AErae 97 @ W@
g T My s ) f i oAt ¥
8! AT |Tgar | ¥ g fogey gw W
#faa o @ & & aY fos ag wgar
g fF 13 ox & gfvamw ger feagr o
" ST # ger frar aw arfs o
wE §1 @ & 7 & g1 9 T faet
# 3% & AT fAe | wT oar gy
FGT 1 AT &7 THT FTAT RO | §H
T HEAEAT A2 HE W fREET
& WIITT TG WY | W AT qg
argy & fF fAmE 8 feEEi 6
sfaa qew fear sma @fs seem &
WeT B

o famasrg UG UF T AW W
FOX & forg grow ¥ o wgd &

Shrimati Savitri Nigam (Banda):
Mr Deputy-Speaker, Sir, there is no
doubt that the question of sugarcanse
prices is a very complicated one. But
I am also sure that it could have
been solved very easily and indeed
any problem could be solved if the
Government would not have yielded
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to various pressures. It is very sur-
prising that while the prices of sugar
have increased since 1953, by hundred
per cent, still the sugarcane growers
are getting only the prices obtaining
in 1950 in all the places except Uttar
Pradesh and B:har where the prices
have been increased and also Bombay.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: In
Bombay, they have increased only by
7 nP,

Shrimati Savitri Nigam: I am sorry.
The conditions of farmers are so
pathetic and they have been exploited
by so many ways to such an extent
that very soon you will gee that a
very great cry and demand for
nationalisation of sugar factories
would be coming soon il the Govern-
ment is not successful in solving this
problem. If the dis-satisfaction
which is wvery much prevalent
amongst the cane growers and the
various types of exploitations which
are prevalent are not stopped, natural-
ly the sugarcane growers and the
farmers who form three-fourths of
the population of the country would
surely come with this demand. The
sugarcane grower, even today, in
Uttar Pradesh where the price has
become Rs. 2 per maund, which has
been welcomed by everybody, in spite
of the fact that the price has been
increased there, is still being ex-
pioited in many ways and there are
still many sugar factories with whom
a large amount of arrears of sugar-
cane prices are still pending. What I
want to suggest is that this question
nas become so much complicated, this
has reached to such a pathetic situa-
tion, that unless the Food and Agricul-
ture Minister who is so kind and
helpful and who understands the
plight of the poor farmers appoints a
special committee to go through all
these questions and to give some
immediate relief, this dis-satisfaction
would never be removed,

I have got many points to make but
I would like to conclude after making
one suggestion. If the Government
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is unable to solve this question
thoroughly and give a minimum
decent price to the sugarcane growers,
it would be fa: far beier if the Gov-
errment washes off its hands from
the entire responsibility and de-con-
trols the production of sugar and the
prices of sugar altogether. That would
be much better. So, I would again
request the hon. Minister to go
through this question more deeply
and to give immediate relief to the
surgarcane growers,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: The
Minister.

hon.

Shri D, N. Tiwary (Gopalganj): Be-
fore the hon, Minister replies, I want
to make one submisscn to you. Only
those whp had sent chits or had gone
to the Chair have been called, It should
nol have been given an impression
that those who tried to catch the eye
cf the Chair have been cold-shoulder-
ed,

Mr. Depuiy-Speaker: The hon.
Minister,

Shri Swaran Singh: Mr. Deputy-
Speaker, Sir, this hon. House has

considered and discussed this prob-
lem of sugar and gur, sugarcane
prices and other allied subjects three
umes during the last three or four

months. There was a long debate
during the last gession and even
during this s:ssion "we had only

some days ago a very full and detail-
ed debate on the various issues some
of which have again been relerred to
by hon. Members who have parti-
cipated in the debate, To my mind,
the issue involved at the present
stage is a simple one.

16 hrs,

I made a statement on the floor of
the House on the 12th December,
1963, and two important decisions
were announced when I made that
statement. The first decision was
that the remaining factories in Fast
UP and North Bihar should be enabled
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to pay Rs. 2 per maund of sugarcane.
And the second was that there should
simultaneously be a general increase
of 7 nP in the recovery formula so
that the minimum price at the level
of 9 per cent recovery or below would
be Rs. 1:75 per maund of sugarcane
and prices at other levels would be
correspondingly increased.

1 have listened with very great
care and attention top the speeches
made by hon. Members from both
sides of the House, It is a wvery
inleresting phenomenon that not a
single Member has criticised these
decisions on the floor of the House.
Not a single Member has said that
the price should not have been in-
creased to Rs. 2 in North Bihar and
UP, and not a single Member has
said that the increase of 7 nP per
maund of suparcane, which I had
announced, at the level of 9 per cent
recovery is not correct. Therefore,
so far as the announcement of Gov-
ernment’s policy  on these two vital
issurs is concerned, T venture to sub-
mit that both these decisions have
been welcomed........

Shri Sinhasan Singh: May I sub-

Shri Swaran Singh:
sections of the House including my
hon. friend Shri Sinhasan Singh.

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh:
When demand is made for Rs, 2, 1
think that it will be injustice to say
that the increase by 7 nP. is not ob-
jected to.

Shri Swaran Singh; No one has
suppgested that 7 nP. inerease should
not have been given,

I shall now explain what their
demand is. They cay that it should
have bern more. But, at any rate,
so far as the additional basic price
of 7 nP. and also putting on a par the
remaining factories in Bihar and UP
are concerned, there is unanimity of
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opinion that this was a step in the
right direction. So, whatever else
may be the circumstances or whatever
else may be the demands or new
points that might be urged, so far
as the decisions on these two issues
are concerned, I take it that they are

welcomed by all sections of the
House,

1 am quite conscious of the fact
tha: other pxuts have been urged

sometimes politely and sometimes in
strong language, and all types of
issues which, to my mind, are ex-
traneous, have been raised, I shall
venture to place in a very objective
manner the whole situation, and 1
shall leave it to the House to judge
for itself. I myself have no inten-
tion to enter into any long argument
on this issue.

Historically, the sugar industry,
the sugarcane prices, the level of
production and even the level of

consumption etc. have passed through
many vicissitudes. We had higher
prices of sugarcane and we had also
lower prices of sugarcane; we had
less production in certain years and

we had more production in other
years. And depending upon the
variety of circumstances not only

have different views been taken in
the matter of fixing the minimum
price of sugarcane which is payable
to the canec-growers, but different
considerations have been adopted in
different regions, depending some-
times upon factors which were neces-
sary at a particular stage of develop-
ment, which factors were later
reviewed.

In support of this, T would like to re-
call to the Fouse that there was a time
when the price all over the country
was based on just the weight of the
sugarcane, and the minimum price
pavable was not linked to recovery.
Then. a more scientific and a more
rational thinking went into this
method of giving the price, and as has
been pointed out by some hon. Mem-
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bers, when you sell sugarcane, you sell
really the sugar content in the sugar-
cane, and therefore, the linking of the
price in some form with the recovery
was & sgtep in the right direction.
Some hon. Members have criticised it
on the ground that in actual applica-
tion and implementation there are cer-
tain defects. It is not for me to pro-
tect or to defend those factory-owners
and the like who are indulging in those
practices. But let us not lose sight of
the fact .

Shri Bishwanath Roy: In one vil-
lage, the difference is 05 per cent.

Shri Swaran Singh: Let us not lose
sight of the fact that the linking of the
price with recovery is a step in the
right direction, We can eliminate
whatever defects there may be. As 1
said on the last occasion, there can be
a difference of opinion as to what the
minimum price is, and what the level
s at which that minimum price should
be fixed. Those are matters on which
there can be difference of opinion.
But, broadly speaking, the linking of
the price with recovery is, on the
whole, a step in the right direction; it
will give the necessary incentive to
the grower to improve the quality,
and he will also adopt better farming
methods to ensure that the sucrose
content remains higher. But 1 would
like to say that this was not the prac-
tice from the very beginning, but this
was introduced later. Still, certain de-
fects have been found and certain
defects have been thrown up by hon.
Members here, and 1 agree that we
should do our best to rectify them.

But tn mv mind, it is a step in the
right direction.
There is another factor which 1

would like to mention. namelv that
formerly most of the sugar was pro-
duced in the north, that is, in U.P. and
Bihar, and the total consumptinn in the
country was also less. It was neces-
sary, when the consumption pattern
showed nn upward trend, that the
sugar manufacturing capacity should
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be increased in the country. It is
quite common knowledge, and those of
my hon, friends in this House who
belong to villages know fully well
that farmers do take some time to
switch over from gne crop to another.
It is not like changing a particular
part in a machine after which it starts
producing something else, but like
many biological processes, the growing
of crops is something which you can-
not order about easily. You have to
creale conditions under which far-
mers find it profitable to switch over
to other crops. When this situation
unfolded itself, that it was necessary
to increase production in the country
and it was necessary that the sugar in-
dustry should come up in those areas
where sugarcane would be of belter
quality, and where the sucrose con-
tent would be high, and where the
yield would be higher, which should
also resuly in diversification of the in-
dustry, certain concrete and definite
steps were taken to encourage the
cstablishment of sugar factorieg in
Maharashtra and Andhra Pradesh and
in the south. Government took a con-
scious decision in giving a higher price
for sugar to factories in that area
Some people could probably charge
Government with discrimination at
that time on the ground that a diffe-
rent price which worked out at a level
higher than the one which was justi-
fied according to the norms was given
there. But that was a deliberate deci-
sion to ensure two things, firstly that
the whole thing did not remain con-
centrated in one area and secondly
that there was utilization of pntential
elsewhere, and, therefore, what is
called a freight advantase was miven
for factories whirh weres established
in the south includine Maharachtra.
Pennle could sa. that that was diseri-
mination. but Government took that
derision conseiously to attain a certain
objective, it being to inerease produc-
tion and diversify the industry.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: On
a point of information,
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Shri Swaran Singh: Not now. He
can ask at the end if necessary.

For the information of the House, 1
would like Lo give the actual figuies
in this connection which will amply
clarify the point ] am trying to place
before it. [ am not using that as an
argument to dispel any suggestion that
a particular price should be payable in
w particular arsu. What I am saying is
that as a polizy, we have been pursuing
necessary correctives and giving neces-
sary incentives and we have been
oreating conditiong where the industry

should develop and grow in particular

areas.

What js this ‘freight advantage’, be-
causeg this expression has been used?
I would like to pinpoint it so that it
mnI be known clearly as to what it
actdally implies. While the controlled
ex-factory price of sugar fixed by
Government in the north js nearly
equal to the cost price of sugar plus
margin as determined according to the
wishes of the Tariff Commission, and
the authorised cane price and the
estimates of duration and recovery for
the season 1963-64—I am bringing it
during the current period—the prices
fixed in Maharashtra and the south are
higher than the ex-factory cost caleu-
lations including the return permissi-
ble under the Tariff Commission re-
commendations. In Maharashtra, on
the basis of minimum notified prices
of sugarcane calculated on the basis
of Rs. 1'75 per maund related to a re-
covery of 9 per cent, the ex-factory
cost works nut 16 Rs. 10850 per quintal
while the ex-factory price fixed is
Rs 115 ner quintal. Tn Madras. the
ex-factory cost ecaleulated comes to
Re 1098 nar quintal while the control-
led ex-factorv price is Rs. 115 per
quintal. In Andhra Pradesh, the cal-
culated cost in factoring which will pay
the minimum notified orirs works out
to Re. 110:8 per quintal while the con-
trolled ex-factory price fixed is Rs. 115
per quintal,

An Hon Member: Kerala?

Under Rule 193 6228

Shri Swaran Singh: It is insignifi-
cant, because the total production is
very small.

It may be observed that the Maha-
rashira factories have a greater mar-
gin than the factories in other States.
The rcason is that the majority of the
factories in Maharashtra are new and
have been establ.thed a' a higher capi-
tal outlay than was taken into account
by the Tariff Commission for working
out the cost schedule. Even after
providing for the additional incidence
of the higher capital outlay which
may work out to Rs, 3 per quintal of
sugar, there is still a substantial mar-
gin available to the Maharashtra fac-
tories for paying a higher price to the
sugarcane growers, which they did in
the past in lieu of the price linking
formula. The Maharashtra factories
and the factories in the south paid in
the past additional price to the cane
growers out of the freight advantage.
In fact, the Maharashtra co-operatives
are payving additional price for cane to
their members from this advantage.
It mav also be mentioned that the
freight advantage enjoyad by the
southern factories was reasonable so
long as Maharashtra and the southern
States were deficit in sugar and de-
pended upon supplies from the north.
The position has completely changed
during the past four or five wears.
The southern region has not only be-
come  self-cufficient, but is  fast
approaching a position of surplus. Un=-
til 1953-54 Maharashtra, Andhra Pra-
desh. Mvsore and Kerala together pro-
duced about half the suear that thev
consumed. They herame  gradually
<~1f-sufficient in 1959-60, and during
the past three vear= have hecome sur-
plus. The oproduction of surar in
Mahara-htrs has risen from 1:35 lakh
tonnee in 1057-53 tn 5:30 lakh tonnes
in 1962-63. Tn the circumstances,
there wonld not annear +n he justifica-
tion for continuanee of the freicht ad-
vantage at the came leval for all times
tn rome, Tt i however heine continu-
ad in the interect of ~tahilicing the in-
dustry in Baombav.—Dereean and the
south and giving incentive for further
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development because of the higher
tonnage of sugarcane per acre and
generally better recoveries of sugar
from sugarcane obtained in these parts.
At the same time, there would not
appear to be strong justification for
increasing the consumer price by rais-
ing the sugarcane price further simply
because a little ad hoc incrcase has
been allowed in the north owing to
special circumstances prevailing dur-
ing the current year.

I took this time of the House to
place very objectively the factual posi-
tion before it. T am not advancing any
argument based on this. But this will
defin’tely indi>ate that whatever else
may be the charge, there cannot be
a charge of discrimination against Gov-
ernment in the matter of treating fac-
tories in the south, in Maharashtra or
in other parts of the country. Again
I very carefully wanted to understand
as to what js the argument. It hoils
down to this. Tt is said that Rs 2
should be the minimum price payable
to the grower and the further price
should be calculated on that basis all
over the country. That may be put
forward as a demand. but certainly
the charge of diserimination has no
Jegs to stand on, because even in the
north, it is not that Re. 2 has been
made *he basis for further calculation
on a minimum recoverv. On that
basiz, the prices in East UP. and Bihar
would shont un verv much above Rs. 2.
But that is not the intention. The
conscinus and deliberate decision was
that there should be a certain uniform
price increase all over which price in-
crease will he reflected in higher mini-
mum price pavahle to the growers
based on recovery, and on that basis
7 nP. has been given all over the
country.

I would also like to recall to the
memory of this hon. House one thing,
becaus, snmetimes in the heat of argu-
ment and the Jike we are nrone to for-
get basic fa~ts. This verr, there has
been an inerease throughout the coun-
try in the basic minimum price of
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25 nP. all over the country, That js &
thing which is conveniently forgottem
and no mention of this was made by
hon. Members.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: M
was mentioned.

Shri Swaran Singh: Did I interrupt
him when he spoke?

Shri Shivaji Rao S, Deshmukh: it
was mentioned. The only criticism was
that it was not uniformly adhered to.

Shri Swaran Singh:
hon. Member sces certain inherent
weaknesses in his arguments. This
increase of 25 nP. on the basic mini-
mum price that is payable to the
grower is applicable throughout the
country. With regard to certain fac-
tories and certain arcas where as a re-
sult of the overall asscssment, Govern-
ment cumne to the conclusion that there
is such a competition from gur and
khandsari that an assured supply to
the sugar mills will not be possible,
they made the variation. That varia-
tion was made not in the statement I
made -.on the 12th December but in the
earlier statement. We are discussing
the 12 December statement and not the
earlier one which was discussed in
very great detail when the House deli-
berated over this issue some weeks
ago. In this there is no new principle
except the extension of a principle
which had been already recognised to
certain tracts which had been left and
where also it was thought that if we
did not extend it to that area, we
would be inviting trouble in the sense
that fresh competition from gur would
start in those areas. Therefore, the
basic structure of price fixation conti-
nues to be the same, I have not intro-
duced any new idea or new thought in
this excepl that 1 have liberalized it
in two respects. One is that I have
given a T nP. increase overall which
wi'l alsn be reflected in the additional
calculation of price navable to the
grower all over the eountry, including,
south, north, everywhere, I have no¥

1 am glad the,
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made Rs, 2 as the basic price for 8 per
cent in any part of the country. So
there is no question of diserimination.
There could be some jJustification in
this if I had decided that 9 per cent
recovery in U.P. or Bihar or the
northern part was the basis for further
additional price to be paid to the
grower if the recovery was higher.
That is not the case anywhere. So that
whatever else may be there, [ am sure
that the charge of discriminrtion can-
not certainly be levelled, purticularly
when it comes from an hon., Member
for whom I have great respact for his
ideas and the way he expresses them.
I felt somewhat distressed when I
noticed that he was saying this in a
very heated manner without under-
standing the full implications of what
he was trying to make out. Some hon.
Members said that the co-operative
sector is not considered properly in
the grant of licences. I intervened at
that time and the hon. Member men-
tioned it to me also. I find that the
whole matter is still being examined
and no licence has been granted to
anybody. I would like to repeat that
it is the Gowvernment’s intention to
give all possible help and encourage-
ment to the co-operative sector and if
they are coming forward in any parti-
cular area, we will see that they re-
ceive all encouragement. Tt is not fair
to base an argument on a matter which
iz not yot decided. As my rcolleague
answereq in Parliament, a committee
is examining various applications for
the grant of licences; its recommenda-
tions are not yet known. If the
sources of information of my hon.
friend are more than mine, if some-
body who might have done some not-
ing or some opinion has frightened
him. T have sympathy with him but I
have nothing to rebut because no deci-
sion has yet been taken.

1 was unable to follow the point
that he raised about the excess rebate
on additional production working to
the prejudice of co-operatives. If he
gives me a note T will examine it. It
is a straightforward rebate on addi-
tional production throughout the
1880 (Ai) LSD—6
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period. The rate is slightly different
in the initial stages when recovery is
low, for the period when the produc-
tion is optimum it is 20 per cent on
additional production, and again when
the sucruse content shows a tendency
to go down at the end of the period
the rebate is 50 per cent. On total pro-
duction, there is incentive over the
year, but divided into three seg-
ments—earlier period, optimum period
and later period. This iga fiscal
measure which should work in the
same way whether it i co-operative
sector or private limiteq company or
any other structure., Anyway, he
must have studied this point and if
anything works against co-operatives,
I welcome a discussion between him
and me or he can give me a note. It
is not our intention to do so and I
am still unconvinced how it could be
so. If it is so, [ am prepared to rec-
tify it.

Then, some legal and constitutional
issues were raised. I also studied law,
though I am not actively in it now, I
do not know the basis of his advice to
say that it is legally and constitu-
tionally incorrect. We took a cons-
cious decision to give incentive in a
particular area. Some years ago,
we gave additional price to Maha-
rashtra and other regions in the

south. We find that the situation is
that during the last two years, pro-
duction has been reduced by one-

third in U.P. and Bihar and it causes
such a difficult position in the coun-
try. It is our intention to step up
production and therefore, some incen-
tives are provided in an area where it
is needed. I cannot see the constitu-
tional or lega]l point in it. Can we
judge it from one angle when incenti-
ves are given to increase production
in one area and from wanother angle in
another area? Can it become discri-
minatory and illegal if it is done in
some other area? One may not like
One

it; it is a different matter.
can examine it. But to say, it is
illegal or unconstitutional is some-

thing which ig not sustainable.
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I am purposely not referring to
the general observations about stepp-
ing up of agricultural or cane produc-
tion because they have been discuss-
ed in great detail some time ago. 1
agree that the price payable to the
growers in the next season should be
known to them before the sowing
season and a statement will be made
indicating the minimum price paya-
ble in different parts of the country
after examining the various factors
involved and also indicating the basis
on which these prices are to be fixed;
it will be before the sowing season
commences. ... (Interruptions.) But I
may say clearly in respect of gur that
the prices now obtaining even in sur-
plus States of U.P., Madras, Bihar,
Andhra Pradesh are not uneconomi-
cal. If prices sag to an unecongmic
level, we could consider whether any
modification of the policy is necessary.
If anything, 1 notice certain harden-
ing tendencies because some traders,
clever and shrewd people that they
are, see that some pressures are being
built and some arguments are advan-
cted and are waiting to see whether
Government is not going tp remove
control or relax the control, I want
therefore to ‘'make @ very clear state-
ment that we are  watching the
situation very carefully ang we will
step in for modification only it the
prices fall to distress level. We are
satisfied that the present price com-
pares favourably with the price that
one gets for supplying gur to the
mill. If traders resort to hoarding,
cornering and try to push up prices,
they will be sorely disappointed, if
they think that Government is going
to alter their policy on these consi-
derations. I am fully conscious  of
the difficulty that is being experienc-
ed in Stateg like Gujarat and Rajas-
than which depend entirely on sup-
plies of gur from other parts. We will
certainly see that gur which is
obtained at a reasonable price here
is moved in sufficient quantities so
that the consumer there does not face
the difficulties that he is {facing
today,
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We tried to grapple with the prob-
lem and take some concrete steps and
that itself would yield results; the
price of gur had ruled -at =a very high
level which ultimately ig not in  the
interestg of the grower also because
that can be maintained only if this
balance between sugar and gur s
maintained at a proper level. If this
is violently upset, the other consi-
derations would arise, and they have
risen during the past, when gur
price crashed to a very low level. So,
we are watching the situation very
carefully and it ig our intention to
pursue the policy of giving an equita- .
ble price to the grower which has
been done because throughout the
country we have given 25 nP. more in
areas where the competition is more.
We have given an additional incentive
in the interests of stepping up the
overall production, because the carry-
over this year was very small.  This
is also a step which I think will con-

vince the trade. Nothing else con-
vinces the trade than concrete steps.
Let ug not be frightened merely

because there are seme difficulties in
the immediate future or at the mo-
ment. This is 2 situation which is a
complicateq one, and I am susceptible
and amenable to rectification of cer-
tain difficulties that might arise. But
let ug reconcile ourselvesg to the basic
policy which 1 ventured to make when
I made the statement on 12th Dec-
ember,

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh: One
question, Sir.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No guestion.
If 1 allow one question for you, I will
have to allow others also,

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
At least for the Mover gne guestion
must be allowed,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No question.

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
One question by way of clarification.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No question.
The discussion is over, Let us pro=-
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ceed to the  Half-hour Discussion.
Shri Kishen Pattnayak.

-

16. 33 hrs.
FAMINE IN RAJASTHAN**

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
(Parbhani); Sir—(Interruption),

ol fes qEAw  (FEEEg7)
FUETT WER, HH G 39 & .

. Shri Tulshidas Jadhav (Nanded): I
wani Lo ask one question.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: There cannot
be any gquestion. I am sorry.

Shri Talshidas Jadhav: One
tion.

ques-

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: No.

Shri Shivajj "Rae S, Deshmukh:

On a point of order.

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: No point of
order now,

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:
Even without listening to the point
of grder?

Mr, Deputy-Speaker: I have taken
up the other business.

Shri Shivajj Rao S. Deshmukh:

I had raised it even before,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Is that with
regard to the Half-an-hour discus-
sion?

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:
No, before this discussion I raiseq it.

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: I have called
the hon. Member.

Shri Shivaji Rao S. Deshmukh:
The discussion is not yet initiated,

Mr. Deputy-Speaker: Order, order.

A ferw qzaTme : Iunay R,
A fF oo ¥ e A
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uFTq #1 frafq gt § #tv J@i grEE
o7 FraT @A H 9% 94 8, a1 I9%
UF qt a2 Wfaw 2@ 2 fF g @7
Arfrgt sagw A g oz R
qIFTT F WATRA F1 AFAT 7T 0T
"7 ag @ g 1 gz Afa #ar
" gtz gEa & A 0 OWASEAT 7
afeorrs @ fF g7 a0 § 917 o A
frafa qar 21w &

A a1 71 9 ¢ fF fas ayswgr
T g 7 wfew fergeama & 17 ot
T B w7 werw & feafa 2
FT M, dAT HIT A 9IT F TG
AT | Fg Tl w0 frafy gur [
1 | wEardd § 3 3w @ A A ol
Fdt fF e & foafq o w2
T ¥ A g fegfa &1 oF e
farm d, AfFnferdrmar g w9
¥ & 29T ARHY F F0G gF 7 AT
Frn gAY sEAmarfaw feafa & afrom
¥ = A oFw mEE ¥ A
7Y §g T & Afqw &5 F w0 w0
#t feafa ar fgg mit ot & &Y
he AT | 3H AW H, WA F L AT
F A% AW F 0F gATH H OF I w9 H
T gATT AR AT ZA AT T A AT
& AT g qgA TH A ATE

At at nF zfrz & fesgema & 39
AT oF ¥ w7t 5 faveas wEa &
feafas Tedt @, w1t gw Tow ¥ Gav
OF oF IAET ZET g AT fgges
# fom an & g gE &, =@ gt
AT O G R g uE
T A fF A ol a1 A T R

» 'Hal;-an-hour discussion.



