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ESSENTIAL COMMODITIES (AMENDMENT)
BILL

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The House will now take up Item No. 12, Prof. K. V.

Thomas.

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE AND
MINISTER OF STATE IN THE MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD
AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION (PROF. K.V. THOMAS): Sir, on behalf of my
senior colleague, Shri Sharad Pawar, I beg to move:

“That the Bill further to amend the Essential Commodities Act, 1955,
be taken into consideration.”

The Essential Commodities Act, 1955 was last amended in December, 2009 by the
Essential Commodities (Amendment and Validation) Act, 2009 to remove the
ambiguity as regards the factors that should be taken into consideration by the
Central Government for the determination of the price of levy sugar and to
validate actions taken under the principal Act.

Sub-section (3C) of section 3 of the principal Act dealing with
determination of price of levy sugar was amended in two parts. In the first part
vide clause (a) of Section 2 of the Amendment Act, 2009, a new Explanation II
was inserted under sub-section (3C) with retrospective effect from Ist October,
1974 to remove any doubt regarding the meaning of expressions or cost
components mentioned therein. [

(t1/1420/kmr/har)

In the second part the said sub-section 3C and the Explanations thereunder,
including the newly inserted Explanation-II, was substituted by a new sub-section
3C on and from 1st October, 2009 introduce the concept of "fair and
remunerative price of su@cane" payaij%;) the growers of sugarcane by replacing
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the earlier expression "minimum price of sugarcane", which did not contain
provision for margin on account of risk and profit to farmers.

Explanation-II inserted retrospectively with effect from 1.10.1974 was not
retained in the substituted sub-section 3C which came into force on 1.10.2009
since through the amendments to the Sugarcane (Control) Order 1966, the
provision regarding payment of additional price was deleted and a new clause 3B
was inserted, which put the liability on the State Government regarding the
payment of difference between the "fair and remunerative price of sugarcane"
fixed by the Central Government and "State Advised Price of sugarcane" (if fixed
higher than the fair and remunerative price) fixed by the State Government
concerned. Since this provision had given rise to certain misgivings, it was agreed
to delete the said clause 3B altogether. The assurance given in this regard was
implemented by deleting the said clause by amending the Sugarcane (Control)
Order 1966 through a notification issued on 7th January, 2010. Consequent to the
deletion of said clause 3B from the Sugarcane (Control) Order 1966, the necessity
for having an Explanation on the lines of said Explanation-II under the newly
substituted  sub-section 3C of section 3 of the principal Act has been felt, since
the absence of such an explanation may again lead to ambiguity in law, which the
Essential Commodities (Amendment and Validation) Act 2009 had sought to solve.
Hence the present Amendment Bill to insert a new explanation under sub-section
3C of section 3 of the principal Act with retrospective effect from 1st October,
2009. Ld. Attorney General for India has advised for making this amendment. The
proposed amendment to the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 in no way will
affect or disturb the status regarding the powers of the State Governments to
announce the State Advised Price of sugarcane. Thank You.

(ends)
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Motion moved:

“That the Bill further to amend the Essential Commodities Act, 1955,
be taken into consideration.”
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SHRI ADHIR CHOWDHURY (BAHARAMPUR): Sir, I rise to support the
Essential Commodities (Amendment) Bill, 2010.

We are all aware that both the sugarcane growers and the sugar industry are
needed for supply of sugar to the consumer at an affordable price. The Essential
Commodities Act is aimed at ensuring easy availability of essential commodities
to the consumer, to protect the interest of the consumer, and further to regulate it,
control it, and to make a good pricing mechanism so that the consumer would not
suffer. It is a small amendment, as has already been stated by the Minister
concerned while piloting the Bill.

This legislative document, namely the Essential Commodities (Amendment)
Bill, 2010, seeks to insert a further explanation of Sub-section 3C of Section 3
whereby the concerned State Government will have more liberty to add extra
prices to the sugarcane. This Bill is to clarify beyond doubt the intention of the
legislature that none of the expressions used therein with respect to cost
component of levy sugar shall include any price paid or payable above fair and
remunerative price under any order or any enactment of any State Government and
any price agreed to between the producer and the grower of a sugarcane growers
cooperative society.

(ul/1425/spr-ind)

Actually during the discussion on the Essential Commodities (Amendment
and Validation) Bill, 2009, the concerned Minister has assured the House that in
the course of time, the l\@try will delete Rule 3(b) of the Sugarcane Control
Order, 1966. Now, the @,tral Government has fixed the Fair and Remunerative
Price of sugarcane which includes benefit to the farmers on account of margin for
risks and profit upfront.

We are all aware that the FRP of sugarcane now fixed is more than 50 per
cent higher than the price earlier fixed under the erstwhile Statutory Mechanism

(SMP) that was in vogue. Actual price of sugarcane taken during 2009-10 was
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Rs.200 per quintal or more. The price of sugarcane was even up to Rs.260 per
quintal in some areas, which was far ahead not only of FRP of Rs.129.84 per
quintal for 9.5 per cent recovery but also SMP announced by the States.

The Explanation in this Bill has been given in detail - For the removal of
doubts, it is hereby declared that the expressions “minimum price” referred to in
clause (a), “manufacturing cost of sugar” referred to in clause (a) and “reasonable
return on the capital employed” referred to in clause (d), it excludes the additional
price of sugarcane paid or payable under clause 5A of the Sugarcane (Control)
Order, 1966 and any price paid or payable under any order or enactment of any
State government and any price agreed to between the producer and the grower of
sugarcane or a sugarcane growers’ cooperative society.’.

Sir, the amendment is to extend the application of Explanation II inserted
under Sub-Section 3C by clause (a) of Section 2 of the Amendment Act of 36 of
2009 beyond the 30" September, 2009 as well.

This is clear that the objective of this Bill is to give more liberal regime to
all the concerned State Governments so that they can come forward to pay more
price to the sugarcane growers.

Sugar industry in India is well developed and consumer base is more than
billions of people. India is the second largest sugar producer in the world. Sir, 45
million sugarcane growers in India are scattered in various States of our country
and sugar industry is considered as the second largest agro-based industry in our
country. Therefore, the Government is very much eager to make the sugarcane
industry vibrant so that not only the industry owners but also the growers,
specially the sugarcane growers, who are supposed to earn their livelihood in a
desired manner by producing sugar and by selling sugar, should get an affordable
price.

I would request the hon. Minister to look into matter. Now, the acreage of
sugarcane has been reducing. Not only that sugarcane growers are more prone to

selling their produce to the Gur manufacturers. The reason that has been described
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here is, that due to the lapses of payment by the sugar industry, sugar growers are

reluctant to produce sugarcane in their own farmland and also to sell their

P { Comment: Cd by w

sugarcane to Gur manufacturers. -
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I overwhelmin support the legislative document which is very tiny in

nature. However, it reflects the objectives of the Governments, which is, to give
more benefits to the sugar growers of this country.
With these words, I conclude. Thank you.
(ends)
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3 o AT (WRS): IUTHE Heled, MU 59 Heeaqul fA8e W g AU a1 G B
sraeR fea, gas foau # snudt gwuare BRar g sfavdd avg Afafiad # sl ar € 2009
H AeNe o o7 R 3l 39 HeNGT DI ATILIDAT b Wy H HA SN 7 | AU I Bal,
3 R IO A S 7 W D! T BT Fof Famax 39 e BT A I Ia7rdn T4
g 9% WS 99T oA & foY ¥ ToRTere 2, S 5l YR @ ¥ A j8, I8 Se
9 e BT gl § 39 WY H YD 91 DAl ARl g (b Pl [Hearh) ol PR Uil g
IFH TP fHIR TR SUHIET B, T IR W a2 ok di # wRaR don 9 fied €
$o 4 N 97 T & 1 R 1l B v S SR 8, SHH g AT e © [P A b
FARAT DI o) 954 31fd 99 faemm gl onft fise 789 & S 9ader Sy 45 St & oy
g, ST W UaT T o 5 a1 IR 9 wRgul SR R ¥ RS e aRe S <@ 2
AT qE ISR I BT 31 87 arent 21 AR die T a1 6 W8 2010 § AR SN @5 it &

JHT o

“The Government has no proposal to decontrol marketing and
pricing of sugar; we are not even thinking of it.”

AT AT JIT AT B HHA S BT BT § 3R IqD 916 JA® B 3fSR A G q19 AT 2
TEN 918 ST a2

“Shri Sharad Pawar announced a reform process in motion, a week
after he invited industry-leaders. We will prepare a proposal for
sugar sector decontrol in ten days; it will be placed before the
Cabinet in 2-3 months.”

I epd SN Ta@! Ao 81 6 S-dgidd BT o W T R S TR & o, I UHER
TS TE=IAT AR B gY d AT A0 T B @ [P PIY AT Sff B 19 H 89 A ©
3R B TP WR K &l AR U8l Walel I8 © [ 30 Jag § O g7 8, IqPI APR

T TR T 98 36 S BT S-Biel e o ¥ ¥, w1 g a A et gon 82
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(x1/1435/sk-rk)
zgqaﬁﬁswaﬁ?@@?mzﬁméaﬂﬁaﬁzﬁwaéwﬁzﬁlaggéﬁlﬁ

3MUch || A S dTedl g b g9 a1 fepy el €2 s9 a8 # |ad &l

AT Y| U 919 3R &9 § 3 © 5 9 ol &= 99y 71 SdTed, il 39

I H A= WMl R ¢ IR BRIS B o9 &, T SIPD f2di Bl &ard @1 Sl

87 I fod el 87 VAT HI T8 @I 8] 3@ AP WRBR Bl oeb RS ¢ IR AT

G AR A fod dar o= g1 PN A SR Hed RN a9 17| 39! RRE 8

5 fora & SE &1 oI T T § SHPT Soold IR @ g (& 50 TN Aq

& Irarar G frae wfaffe 89 smaws 21 smudl I8 S JmeEd ann &R wre

@ W A 5 A s e @ i A & T O R eW 9@ off U

Grefl § 3R dadt va Afd & Fgfa g8 21 framl & ddg 3§ gedi &1 haar &

arel AN # et 1 yfrfiiee vgar & 781 €1 g1 uRom I8 g 8 SR fear

S H UG BT IR SN Bl B & 91 6l A bR § =Iraqut T8 8l

7 figell IR W 39 vy & H99 & oo R @ o o amverd iR S o

T IR H FE AT UHR S a9 FE SNl &, 39T fo1p gonl b I8 sl 4 Igq

s B T gl JH IS db WHH | el A1 B 9 fF yHR TP 3@ A qD

uga 7 {9 fed IR W waret gur o1 % g9aT 9% o Fr 27 ofdhT I g aa
RERI

JuTeRs WG : 37T WA HIFY R ot iR TS drer el &

sft IOy ST (ARe): ey, # ol A AT T8 He iR &H A HH <9 fiee iR
S AT Far < P fha <) A dle T 21 MY WHA a1 § § Il ) A WHIE DR Q| g
A7 e 1 oY I AT A, 39 MY b Al § 10-12 e # oo 9 g AR g
JUTEAY HESd : A9 M|

3 IO A (ARS): HEGY, T b oI MaRT & aR § 99 Od & b IRBR 7 A
figell & AN 4 qA™T § - T B IR AN dBiAD BAA A IWGHI Dl A, PV
o=l & el o1 3 B3, I Jed IR SUFRIBI B AT BT Iuererd, I8 Jod o W
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qY YIeaed P ¥, SIRgH AR oM & HRO T+ IATedh! & forg Sfera arsi=| § srer
X # g b wra faget @1 S & uward Wi ST B Rl &l Wi & AR 50
ARIIT &1 AW ST & 916 M T BT oI 139.84 U B AT ¥? AT Hel Uar gar 77 A
1 R @ g b Al PR diferil § 59 A a1 9gd e @ 6 oy fh yer A fiRa
fopaT <1 <E7 © 3R 39 979 R AN g R ARl 81 W) Bel § 39T BIS YR A9 gl
#Y 39 IR A9 A A WX U BNl IR B R WRBR B NG A S AT 21 3T 39
J 3R TE oA fUwell aR A o

“Nothing relevant could be traced from the sources available with
the Parliament Library. The matter is referred to the concerned
Ministry and will be supplied as soon as it is received by us. ”

TF I8 IR e v o1l § S e § 6 o $9 ofids d@ Y MUY 59 aN H
fifeRex &1 I8 Sa o7l AR Fer 2 B 9 i Saw T8 © Iha Hifeh Sd U S
TE Bl B feae & T onmar f5 69 UeR 9 ¥ IW 99 g 21 9 39 W & T8
WD A 129. 84 Y BT M, W 39 IR IGIHR AT AT SATST 139 TV {pAT T B, IS 99
& T8 woa1l 78 A Teeh sy B
(yl/1450bks-rcy

Sueger S, P 59 <9 &1 U 99T fUAT 8 S0 UT hIehR IS gTdl Bl Ul
wwﬁ,wwﬁwwwmwgﬁﬂmﬁwﬁﬂﬁwwﬁwﬁl
[T THR ¥ I eI | gl HETS UR d@l gs| W U Bl IR W A WA S |
FEl 5 7EmE gafey ol &, Hife & aHed Jou 9grT B B fHu &I Sarar T
fopam 21 <IfepT I a1d g3 ke W 4 el ¢ AT g4 Al SUBT 3RR Bl 2| T8 1 Py R
HeT H 31 &, Afh # AT fhR A IHBT Soold BT dTedl § b HANSS gardst d S
ff fPaml & 980 9N IR B TAH SfST BT 21 SfST &1 U@ oAfdmel # SMUD! qaqr
aed § fUsd af $o MR 8,03,842 FRIS IUY & Wle g IR Seflad daad 2,243
IS TIT B g, O Pl A&l BT .28 UG Bl A O FHAE BA ¥ SN I qed ¥, 9
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framl & T & O % €1 9 ®al SR O B T 8RS UBR BT vSAH N¥aR fHa b
| Bl e B

#Eled, A § ordl A B 91 B A1 I8 Bel Ol & b SUH YHARA SireT Sl &
3R YRR & SMER W ot A B Bergore eni ¥ iR a8 few & det & forg omh
21 SES IR H HY IB! dH-310 AT A7 3R A3 JATHR I8 JH-31 =1 M| § MUt o
3 qarT arear g1 A+ &1 S e e wgw gar ® a8 dord # fhaer ® eRamom |
fopdmT & 3R 3= weEl § fohaen 2 ok v 3ifet Efear &1 g=8i1 U aila Midrarax o &1
I A 2, S Il AT WewT S ok o et #E w9 5 Swa of) o1 odt
S TT BT 8, IAH E Ug T BT oI U FRAT 1§l GO SO HIRS A A A
oo B i @ S Bive g, TN S S dfted o 7, Sue Red @ ) v o arg
IS ©, ST HRUT H G 8 Ahdl 8, 9 "l Sl 8] 39 TRe A ol [HeATdR U
fdae @ & SR e @1 S AN < ISl 8, 98 147.75 Y 37§ © IR TP AR O
3 Aol 8, 9 A Aol H a1 g b pfied W Red faan g @nfdy, SHd daviy R
FT B AR, 4 W9 Sredx §4 S e o &, S9s 29 9 I8 $o 357 BU W
21 3T 31ef I% BT 2 5 1407 30 H1 T AR A H S B, 357 U SArSDHR... (FqEH)
N qgorw R aea (AAqR): Surener weled, g9 sii-onfl e el & # daa gaET
%@l g, Wed B WHY qdie e B AT YA ol TR =@ B B qG RN A LT

W g ¢ % Pladrell THRYR & S bl HHARGR & I T AN 3 AT Taads
& fory S Sfrdla &) @ favie A sfidie aR S [l R e gR1 Alell aars S
& gl R st e faRar & g s 9] 9 Ua o TR B9 9 ue @ TR R
5 31 @1 gfer Se1 of 18 2 3fR ol TMielland ey 9 21 37T Jga§ sail Agayul g€l
BN & 918 g1 oMead T 6 IRPR g o W SeRewn SHH RN & fow wRel vud @
-G B gHT Bl AT I 317l fFEl B S @ ware T8 8, el wed @ warg @
g1 31 Qo &S # I§ el 39 SR ¥ SO, ofpd St Wt uRar TE 2l e R ggt
et =Tt <& &

= fasr aegr RiE (FIRGR): 390 aa &1 R a1 82... (@)

#t gemm R area (A9gR): I8 FEPIC T8 gl I8 GIW BIC §, 31T IS |... (Faem)
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N ¥RE AEE (WAYRT): IS WEISW, § FAM AEdl g B A8 FEA W U W erE Bl
WRHR DI Aeal Seal A SHDB! WaR ol AT AT S & 6 59 & W AR & I a1
qra Y| 98 B BIed R 27 q8 MR I B HRU Bl g9 TSl 7 8 oYl sAfMT

P { Comment: (fd. by z1)

ST HET 6 TR I8 F G A A 3R S G § g8 @ aqr Ao Swwar ovwy @)
(z1/1445/skb-snb) @
it et Rig @em (Rf): Sutemer Sfi, ¥=t &1 WS O WS & TR, IS A1 a8 AW &
TR, 3R I Ted gs a9 T B2
AT HRSd : 3BT S @g o HA S < |

(Interruptions) ... (Not recorded)
Sutene W ¢ R oY 91d Reapfs # T8 Smrft| e e A |
M gorw Rig aea (AAqR): Sureger Sft, Al W el g & 8 SR WHR B (6 a8
AT W T E T A PY AR T @ §| PR BN IE G CellBIA TR o Anfed | e w
gl He Ay |
wwd wE WAt iR o wweH WA (st vad pER @) SuTEny S, A A, Al
JHI S Y FE bel AT b 8 AT BRI BRA Dl DI B AR IHD d1§ IR SRR
Tl A1 e & WHE ARATl Sl 941 AsT PEl Off R 5, SWeb dg W A I a1 AN
HHal § Hifh 99 e 9l 81 8 3R TP [qvT W Fai 8 @l 8, S dad JAHd DIy
I I8t HE @ 2 A § AT el b el g B S A qS o A1y Afhd w9 w_E 9§
TG Pl O Ihdl & b 89 o0 Ml B ThIMNY HD d81 T BN o Bl B B
3R 3R SR HEYH DI TS Al I A& & AHT AR A |
I HEET A7 IUATA S, IATT A A BAbefS DI |
3 oIS AT (AR0): IUIEgE Sff, # Q- e B i) WA PR @ gl

ITedE WRled, H qa1 %@l o7 fb T B AN 1407 IUY 3R I W 357

JIY SISHR odl A1 B e i iR =9 B anTd 1757 J9 Ui faaed ot 81 # a8 ¥
g q1d el Aredl § b Ife T &1 e 250 3 U fFaea foar s ar @Y 10 wferera
F Repad o1 fewme aFman 77 21 59 fRe 9 A+t &1 o 28.57 03 9T el a9 ©

3R Afe A &1 o7 40 W &l (Interruptions) ... (Not recorded)
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JuTeAy WEIGY : HUAT AN I | 1 AUATA SN B S(eArdl [Hel B g Reprs # 7@ AR
(Interruptions) ... (Not recorded)
IqeAE WIS MY AN QS| AU H A T HRY|
3t IOrE WA (WRS):  IUIEHE SN, I A BT I 40 I Al B A1 9 e A
HY FATTT HF TRE A AT &A1 T, T fBAE BT 364.30 B9 URT fFaed T @1
e =nfEd | ARPR THTRUT | Bl & <feh Je¥l WBR W BrS <l & & a8 Wl oo
el @1 S| Gfh a1 HH &, T Bl I A g3l &, A Aol T 8, gl 250
B AT 275 B qb T BT o Al DI et San| df § gt a1a I8 e s
g P 7 fPAMl W AaM T8 PR W E] O 40 BUY A BT AW T A AT B B
350 ¥ U HI AHR g, I IFd Read 10 afowrd &t 21 I8 T UHR 4 URGrIdm
Tl €, T HA 9 B 8, Rpad w1 o %@ §, el Far b @ 87 Afhd ad B W
T I9 N9 s R R SRl & e a1 See T8 8. (aem)
JUTAY HEED : PUAT FHE HRY|
3t TS AT (WRS): U Sfl, # GHTE BR 8T gl Y3 g & 3R Uit <w e W
AT T € 6 Al &1 @ frar oR? feae W aferd gt @iyl #§ sy |-
A ISRV SHR I AT § B SMIDT $9 d1d DI §91 IOFERGR §9dl ©, S9q fUwel
qut B IR 38 UfAwd W AT QR 40 TN BR Q| S | 68 UfIe W IQaR 72
RIS BR @, BIRAT 7 54 UfAerd A qa1ax 58 vfaerd wx <l § 39 91di &1 ey R ax
%l g 6 &9 fpamil 1 AfeS! o A1 §R, 8H [Tl Bl Sdb! Hed Bl Iradd o T8l «

S o W ARl g, I8 dees o vlel 8, § 39 91d B Sar gl I8 u ff 8 SR,
QAT M B S RS 8, T WHR S-hgld B ol Bl 8, T WIHR S-Holel Tl
aﬂﬁw@.’,W@Iﬁﬁﬁwﬁfﬁrw@ﬁwé?a’s’GﬁHwE@TaHuf&d & g
@ AT BT HM? ®1 T T A A W @rel 78 gl

I HEET : HUAT FHIC DY
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3t T A (WRS): WA Wiell 8l Bl Al g B Urar & B8Rl = B fHae S
WR TE R qHAT & T8 IH BBl IR SIN?

IUTEAL HEET : HUAT FHG DY

it oS AT (AXG): 98 SW W AferT o | fewgm Jfert & sieR 98 qafg gl #xr
MU AW | A PN FHA S F Had I8 del ¢ 6 A o Ff Aift @, Sus
3R Pl &1 &I J, fHami 31 & W AR Al B 9! Ue@aR 1 I I <
o ol A & IV o B R A B, S A0 R W WS F B a8 59
e w0 & <o o srferdwen g Bl A s & aeT wRe U a1 JHE bRl gl

RERRSERICIREIRT

(3f)
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1451 a9
3t Yo PAR (HIEEE):  HEIG, AT q9 IMaD 9% (Fened) fgges, 2010 W aled
BT AR Y B, # g9 oy aus! g=dre <1 g1 3l saR ARIa wed srrdrel St
IR JMR o9 off 3 ST U 917 | IE 910 A © P 39 s fage d g6 we™
TECl SUMIGRIRIT & fRal B T HR G| 3T FF Tl J@T A7 SR MY @ 5 HEME B
PR PN GG B B ARG TG T -3 a7 T 3MR gt =@t B 9 g9 3R <l
SR A SIS W WETS 99 W8 ® SR didl # 9garen gfg W Ad T o 0T & 2| S a@
IAEH DI I R AHBR ed o7 Bl qd 8, 918 98 S9N (b 8 AT big 1 frerd
B, 39 W 84 THRAT A AT O] S8R SAGE 7, a8 T B [Hard 8 A7 3 qAEH
LA IS BT IeUTET DR ATl AT B, T8 U B IIGD 8, T8 Sl [HAr o off
=T BT IATEA BN 8, SAB! T Yol o &l &1 I Yol & Jaidsd 84 I8 @1 I &
I 3 SeUTE B WE Hed el 01 T 2 AT AP 3 W ARDR Bl TURAT A A o,
I SHBT HeTd BT el oo el R@T1 & AT AL, 30 W W WROR bl TR A A T q
qE STS], T, TRAT, g, Id-faT IAET BT 2

weIqd, # ol afids <@ @ of b Froitet ofik Afdgat § ST A+ ST ol €, 519 9
I R A AR RF0 g 8, 99 9 S 3 @ Rfa de g8 © iR feami ot 9 Rufa
b g8 ol B W 39 WR AR ¥ A US| WK ARBR Bl I8 A H G IS B
AT @1 o S @ e qou e TR o9 Ses ue i 8RN, IdRSG BN
HISAER BN 3R BF A HH IR TNc A W fham & b foar SRl R 8k
fasTelt @) awen & 998 fog a0 gsT qHl SR AR ¥ BT e guEre gnml agd
A Al & VY A & S B A ifd T &1 3931 St ¥ fAgert fhar S ARyl B
qeheHl Bl AR 81 A1 e Ael Bral A s | A1 el # fHAri & Sit g sl
g, # smexeiia Hemaw R ared SNt 1 g=gdre o arg 6 o/ SR Q¥ H g WRDR o,
S BN SAES ¥, T a1 AN el )OS gern o1, S WAR B ARG A
AT gargd (8 I1ed Sff 7 SHST 4_U1s B ol 9 980 R PHA A HA g9 A GRE
AW 1 7l gFHT [ o F YA TS B IR 2l by WHR P Ay b =i 4
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RUC orax & FHel-wel R fHAFT &1 IHRI &, ISABT YA B 8 §b a1 A1 bl 99y
Gebot SR fhaml @l e euHi RAfT & SaRA & foy S9et ywar fban S| 9ga &
W frae € RFeT ta SWied B 5, 919 S S9dl aifvid oI feldr B 99 98 gad

B B (Y TR BRAT 2 W R I e e W/, aveR o e i e
o IR W W1 B Wbl g qAr 1§ 5 1.350 BRI$ WY A W THRT 8, S WDR
BT AHRAT A o1 TS| W) Uil SR UeNl, qaiad, dgd 3 Rs b & W § B
fPaml @1 qd HRAT AT, ST T BT IAEA B 2] SIRES AR I qaw A T B
I F 8, IR0 A o 5w Ieae B g
(b2/1455/mm/tbr)
SR R T R T 3 St 7 § | S 9% T a1 et @ feem
@mwﬁﬁw%@:ﬂﬁﬂm@%@aﬁﬁwwwﬁ?mém%lwm
H TR @ WA B AT g9 T <u # frafd wRe @t | @ €1 gus d 2010-11 H
& BOR <A A &1 fAad Bt S & 81 BHR gl 7EMs & SR A v wud wfa fber
TP @ Bl 39 R dgid ST 8l IS gAr Jgt It & & § ofR 78S € o1 & A
o1 frafa e B ARyl g6 Ugel N Ul Bl hIwRl Bl <@l alev| AN by AT
ARl < Hel 6 ugel BH oI SUHIN & 34l Bl M BRA 8, SUD A1 A (A Bl AT
EasifeliEY

HEIGY, STEl 9 T~ ® IAIG BT 91 &, & A+ B dnd BT A o b gl
T ITed, FEH |l frel & § § o weafa B 8 ST sare Sft 4 FEl T
Iared fram, e ok S9s dig § WwaerR @1, 37 9 @ R ) g wikar 9 faar
FAT B Ry Susiaelt @ wgforaa fier ofik = fram @1 off Sfia qew fra w9,
o9 favy § WDHR Bl U8l B! ALY

RIS, S8t 9% T fHAm B AHER I e @ A B odl & e 7 W FH
Bl Gl &, I8 IR DI RG99 AR 2| § =agm & 59 w izar far e sl
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W I9 R AT 2 iR e ff gAR SE 9d % € Sl W Ao enfl, Saer o
HIeT T8l 8RN 9 THM dTai Bl 8H <G B

eIy, WRBR IE el & b Il W RPN dHald 8l | Th dRE Ig I
I 2 fp A B fSpaial B BT YA WRPAR AR &R B 2] 39 W W T6Rar & Qe
BT A ST o™ @ U T Saesd [l B AR Weg o W AR B Bl
I 3TN U9 3= AN 1 fpami & f&q &1 ara o o, fari ot qgferad o ard
B ot b AR Ffed B R W B bR 84 AT Bl Arell R B d8aR e | Sfaror
ARG ¥ T, HUR U4 3O SATad B arel fhami &t onfde [RAfT &1 SE@d gu TWRaR
B TR A AR SAr B
B AT a1 g8 8, TN AR 9 SR TeW H W A gAUdl B Ao gl 8, s SR
e arel M &1 daR e H gl ds WRAGR DI QAT I AF] S Aty S |t
I WHRI B [N TR & JFAR @F 81l 81l g2 aal & 91 § 59 fad &
FHT HRAT g 3R R QreR =g & fhaml ok Sudiaar & fadi & @ &R gY

P 3V | gdie|

(&)
1459 hours
SHRI RUDRAMADHAB RAY (KANDHAMAL): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I am
very much thankful that you have given me an opportunity to speak on this Bill.
I come from an agricultural family from the State of Orissa. Sugarcane is
such a crop that it is called as a “cash crop.” In India sugarcane growing is

absolutely essential. But the production of sugar is decreasing day-by-day. L

(¢2/1500/tkd-sb)

The cultivators are not at all in favour of cultivating sugarcane. That is because
every year the Government is increasing the Minimum Support Price (MSP), but
the thing is that the farmers or the cultivators do not get the actual agricultural
devices, viz., irrigatic:ﬁertilizers, etc. They are not getting them in such a

manner that it will be profitable for them. So, for this sugarcane, we have to think
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three aspects. 1) is production, ii) is manufacturing, and iii) in the delivery side,
that it will be cheaper to the consumers. So, these three things should go side by
side. Therefore, it is the duty of the Government to devise such a method that this
sugarcane should be profitable to the cultivators, should be remunerative to the
industrialists and also to deliver to the consumers at a cheaper price. Therefore,
we have to look into all these aspects.

Sir, I support this Bill. However, I have a small request that the
Government should pay more attention towards the sugarcane growers because
there are so many small countries in the world who have increased their financial
stability by doing sugarcane. A country like Cuba has gone up very high by doing
this. So, why should India not go up? We have all the resources. We have to give
more stress on sugarcane production for which the Government should take a
positive view in sugarcane industry and sugarcane production. The Government
should provide the sugarcane to the consumers at a very cheaper price.

Therefore, with these few words, I support the Bill.

Thank you.

(ends)
1503 o
M ARG O (VHYR):  SUTRHE Heled, U qI Savad avq A deed
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W AT HY AATAl B TG W B
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B I 8, a8 AR TE B UMl g A A B e W T, showrs 7§
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1508 hours
SHRI M.B. RAJESH (PALAKKAD): Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir, I would like to
thank you very much for giving me this opportunity to speak on this Bill.

At the outset, I would like to say that the objective of this Bill is to clearly
definite the FRP. This will help clarify the ambiguity created by an earlier
Ordinance. When that Ordinance was promulgated, the FRP was lower than the
State Administered Price in many States. The FRP was Rs.127 per quintal. At the
same time, the SAP in Uttar Pradesh was Rs.180 per quintal. In Haryana, it was
Rs.200 per quintal. So, this Ordinance created such a situation that it violated the
federal right of the State Governments to fix the prices. The positive aspect of
this amendment is that that right is retained now. So, we welcome this
Amendment in that respect.

At the same time, I would like to say that the term “FRP” is misleading
because this is neither fair nor remunerative. So, we demand that at least Rs.300
should be fixed as the FRP because this FRP is not considering the increase in the
cost of production. The cost of production has increased substantially. So, this
FRP is not providing any incentive to the farmers to produce more. That is why,
the area under sugarcane cultivation has come down. So, this indicates that this
FRP is not fair; neither it is remunerative. It is not providing any incentive to the
farmer,
(e2/1520/ksp/mkg)

Another aspect is that the mill owners are benefited through by-products of
sugarcane like bagasse, molasses etc. But the farmers do not have any such
benefits. S@’hile fixing the FRP, the Government should consider the cost of
production, especially t@:ost of inputs which have increased substantially.
Subsequent to the reduction in the fertiliser subsidy in the last Budget, the price of
DAP alone has increased by Rs. 2,500 per tonne. On the one side there is such an
increase on the price of inputs and on the other side the Government is not

providing any subsidy for organic fertilisers. For improving the soil conditions,
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gypsum and lime etc. are used, but from the side of the Government there is no
plan to promote these things and the entire blame for soil degradation is put on the
farmers. Therefore, while fixing the FRP and MSP, the Government should take
into account the cost of production, especially the increase in the cost of inputs.

I would like to draw the attention of the hon. Minister to the fact that a
large percentage of sugar is going to big companies which are producing
chocolates and sweets. So, we should find some effective mechanism to benefit
the consumers. I would like to stress this aspect as this is important from the point
of view of consumers.

Finally, T would like to request the hon. Minister that the Essential
Commodities Act has to be amended comprehensively. This is an important
weapon to fight inflation, price rise etc. The main reasons for price rice are black
marketing and hoarding. So, the Essential Commodities Act is an important
weapon at the hands of State Governments to fight black marketing and hoarding.
So, the Government should come forward to amend the Essential Commodities
Act. Then, more items should be included under the purview of the Essential
Commodities Act. I would also request that more items should be distributed
through the Public Distribution System.

Thank you.

(ends)



17.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 9730

(f2/1515/rcp/cp)

*SHRI M. ANANDAN (VILUPPURAM): Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I thank you
for the opportunity given to me for speaking on the Essential Commodities
(Amendment) Bill, 2010.

The Procurement Price for sugarcane is being segregated as Fair and
Remunerative Price and State Administered Price to be determined by both the
Centre and States. If the SAP is more than the Centre’s FRP, the difference shall
have to be borne by the States. On 22.9.2009, the Union Food, Public Distribution
and Consumer Affairs Ministry announced this. On 30.10.2009, the Cabinet
Committee on Economic Affairs decided to enhance the FRP from Rs.1,070.60 to
Rs. 1,298.40. This was announced by the Union Home Minister. Due to this move,
a situation has arisen in which the sugar mills need to pay only Rs. 1,298.40 to the
sugarcane growers and not the SAP announced by the States. This lingering doubt
about the responsibility of the sugar mills towards the payment of differential
between FRP and SAP is sought to be cleared through this Bill that has been
brought before this House now. According to this, Centre’s FRP and States’ SAP
are to be considered as two different things. Henceforth, it is impending on the
State concerned to pay the SAP announced by it.

Here, I would like to recall the move by our leader and the former Chief
Minister of Tamil Nadu, Dr. Puratchi Thalaivi Amma Jayalalitha to make the
sugar mills take upon themselves to pay the sugarcane cutting (harvesting) charges
and the cartage (transportation) charges. The Centre must take note of this and
implement the same now.

I would like to draw the attention of the Union Agriculture Minister to the
recommendations of the National Commission on Farmers and urge upon him to

include production charges, risk factor, marginal profit in the Procurement Price to

* Original in Tamil
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be given to the sugarcane growers. Currently, they have been excluded in the FRP
announced by the Centre. Dr. Swaminathan Commission recommended that the
agriculturists must get not only the production cost but also an amount equivalent
to 50 per cent of the production cost to make the Procurement Price fair and
remunerative.

As reiterated by our leader Dr. Puratchi Thalaivi Amma J. Jayalalitha, the
General Secretary of our Party, All India Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam, the
sugarcane growers of Tamil Nadu must get Rs. 2,000 per tonne and conducive
atmosphere for the same must be created by the Centre. The State Government
there may also be impressed upon by the Centre to enhance the sugarcane
Procurement Price.

While welcoming this Bill, I urge upon the Union Government to ensure
that the sugarcane cultivators get really a Fair and Remunerative Price. With these
words, I conclude.

Thank you.

(ends)
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1516 hours

SHRI PRABODH PANDA (MIDNAPORE): Thank you Mr. Deputy-Speaker, Sir.
I rise to support the Bill. But even then I have some points, and I request the
Minister to clarify them.

The existing norm was there in Section 3 of the Principal Act that the
procurement of sugar will be based on the Statutory Minimum Price (SMP). In
the States, there is one State Advisory Price (SAP). Usually, State Advisory Price
is higher than the Statutory Minimum Price. The Supreme Court has ruled that the
price of levy sugar should include the additional price as indicated in Section 5A
of the Sugarcane Control Order, 1966 — popularly known as the Bhargava formula
— and the State Advisory Price set by the State Governments. So there was a
contradiction. One was the SMP at the Central level and another was the SAP at
the State level. Now the term ‘SMP’ has gone and the term ‘Fair and
Remunerative Price (FRP)’ has come. But the price fixed is neither fair, nor
remunerative. So, this is nothing but a joke of putting such names and such terms
in this matter.

So, my question is whether FRP would be really fair and remunerative and
would be not less than SAP. It is clear that if SAP is higher than the FRP, then
State Government has to pay. So, liabilities will be imposed on the State
Governments. Neither fair nor remunerative price would be offered by the Central
Government. These sorts of contractions and ambiguity, I think, still exist. The
Minister should clear it. Otherwise, how the farmers, the sugarcane growers will
be benefited? We have witnessed the huge gathering in the capital during the last
Session. More than a lakh sugarcane growers came here and worst sort of
pressure had been mounted. We had had a discussion during that period. So, I
think, the Minister during the course of his reply would remove this sort of

ambiguity,
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(g2/1520/kkd/nsh)

My second point 1_phout the levy sugar. Its percentage was raised from 10
to 20 for the current sugar season. The price paid by the Central Government to
the mills is based on the SMP earlier and FRP now. Now, the mills are free to sell
their remaining sugar in the free market. Is there any control over the mills that
they do not increase the price in the open market because it is putting pressure on
the customer, the general public?

Now, I am on my last point. The farmers can only sell their produce to the
designated sugar mills and not to others. It is not that they are free to go anywhere
to sell their produce. So, how to impose control over the mills is also a point of
concern.

Sir, I hope that the hon. Minister would clarify all these points during this
reply. With these few words, I support this Bill. Thank you.

(ends)
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HH | gAY 3T TN a1 FHI BT

... (cTayr)

A

Comment: Dr. Raghuvansh Pd. Singh-
cd



rjs
Dr. Raghuvansh Pd. Singh-cd


17.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 9736

S, Ygdn yare R (demelt): # oroell a1 @A & PR @ gl H Wiscs a & Pw <@ gl A
U AT WRHR A JOA1 aredl g (P A dawe 7 A @1 g9m & fog, e =1 &
T ofik ama SuHeT B! gaM @ fU WHR B B A HRag MY S A6 8, S e
H @M & oy AR B A SRAE HEN? HAEN BT T FaE & {7 IGRHR S 6
PIATE BN ? I8 I AH 8 B S-bgidd 8N ... (FAEF) AT LA AR Ahie fha du
oy .. (aur)

QUMY wEIed ¢ YA SN, 319 YD! 4G Y9 8 WA 21 MY [ 9 gD 2l

... (Eagm)

3. vgdw yae R (demelt): 99 Wy Wi iR e fhd S oa1? oW % IM 99
% 87 I TRE QAN ATl BT W Ge o B WER B A 21§ 3@ @ g B 59 TR
JeH), fopd™, T SUUIHT IR B BHAT Bl I8 919 W% Bl ey b S-dhala &1 T
TR & 3R T8 DY fhA 3R SUHIGRIT BT BRIGT SI?

3fd #, # o1 ared g 5 48 @ il &1 ®m enm? SR gy ok fagR # St 4%
A el €, .. (aeE) avel! SR o= Wil & IR ¥ gard 6 e i Mol @9 €° o
dg I el o1 1 Bem? U9 g1 © 6 e ueiferw fafics 7 faeR A &1 9 fired
ot 81 ...(eger) 9 fiel Pa I are] BN? . (FAEM) SR T WRBR b H@ wR A
ol 1 9o fi? . (Eu) 89 YR WRHR A FaTel Yl 9red & (b feami & & & fou
<o W S 4] A el © L (sraem)
[UTafa AEE : AT W AT 9eR B BIS ad Repre H A8 SR

..(@agM) (FriaE-gar | |t T8 e )

1. Ygae ywe fig (Jumett): S99 9 9 frdl @ 9 1 & folg SRR B A dRaTs
HAM | 7 G Il BT ARBR oA <l I8 W WedR § {6 a9 2009 A YAl yWE o
A6 PR o1 S 98 $9 ST de-%a 7 811 AT de-he B I HE F Wfed e §,
qE TT T W o 3R TG-Hg IS  AIHT BT < ... (FFET)
| ARG : AT WA DHIFY Rifh F9g 984 fafics 2l

... (cTaum)




17.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 9737

1. gde ywre R (demelt): & SRR A AWM & HICRN & 999 S| S Afed WE T,
Sua Raar® sRivfod fham iR Sudiaa .. (argem) gawT <ifcw waret 2 ... (@ragm)
[T AEEA ¢ AT SN, 379 MY Hhels DI | AT g AR #%R &1 <r8H agd A
gl

P '{Comment: Dr. Raghuvansh Pd. Singh }
Tl ed

S, vgaw yae fE ( ): Th qTad A TSl S Ao

ae HHRE fha $uam 9g7 | gal o1? Al BT &/ SuHIeT WR R vl 9a
T, S TS BHIYT S0 7 HHS BHINT Bl R BIS0ET fi? 99 W R BRAlS
BS7...(WAUF) FTEE HHYE DI qd W do ARG AT AL, A BT S W I3 @

gl ... (cgau) safere g9 WY 9l & oiae iy 9|

(3f)


rps
Dr. Raghuvansh Pd. Singh cd.


17.08.2010 Uncorrected / Not for Publication 9738

1531 hours
*SHRI PRASANTA KUMAR MAJUMDAR (BALURGHAT): Hon. Chairman Sir, we all
know that if the Government has good intentions and will, then much can be
achieved; otherwise nothing is possible. Already policies of liberalization,
disinvestments and PPP have been adopted by the Government due to which
people are suffering. Big, well-to-do industrialists invest huge sums of money in
the sugar industries and therefore I doubt whether their interests will ever go
down in the priority list.

There is still an ambiguity in this Essential Commodities (Amendment) Bill,
2010 which needs to be removed. Hon. Minister earlier had indirectly hinted at
decontrol of sugar. Here also we find such indications of decontrol — this is an
alarming proposition. Already 80% of the sugar which is produced is not under the
Government control. The remaining 20% which is supplied to the ordinary people
of the country is of extremely poor quality but they will be deprived of that sugar
also. Moreover, the sugarcane growers are actually losing on all counts. They toil
hard in the fields under harsh sunlight everyday and try to produce good quality
cane. Investment in cane production is extremely high but the poor farmers never
get good returns; they do not get adequate price for their produce. Therefore, the
Government should intervene and bail out the hapless farmers. The labour cost
and the transportation cost must be paid to them so that the cane growers do not
incur losses. The Government must bring all parties together — the sugarcane
farmers, sugar mill owners and the Government must sit together to solve the
problems faced by the concerned people. If that is done then the price of sugar will
not shoot through the roof. Today people are shelling out Rs 40 or Rs 50 for a

kilogram of sugar — that price will definitely come down if proper measures are

*Original in Bengali.
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adopted. But I don’t think that the Government is very keen on doing anything
worthwhile. As Mr Raghuvansh Prasad Singh mentioned, the rich industrialists are
making huge profits, almost to the tune of Rs 14,000 crore per year while the
farmers and ordinary people are suffering. The cost of the byproducts obtained
from sugar industry should also be taken into account by the Government. I have
seen that in my area the jaggery manufacturers pay more for sugarcane but the
sugar manufacturers pay much less. This is a huge loss toe the small businessmen.
The jaggery producers are generally small entrepreneurs. So it is not possible for
them to pay more. But the sugar producers are mostly wealthy industrialists who
can easily pay what is asked for. They accrue thousands of crores of rupees from
this industry. So their interests should not top the priority list of the Government.
We have lakhs of sugarcane growers who are the worst sufferers. The Government
should take care of them first which in turn will result in lowering of retail prices
of sugar that will actually benefit the poor consumers. Thus I urge upon the
Minister to keep these in mind and formulate policies accordingly. Which these

few words, I thank you and conclude my speech.

(ends)
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(k2/1535/jr-krr)
1535 a9

# 9 A (FABITR): FUIRT ARG, § A figell B e FeT 1 & MBI B
=M | IR et wiferpl 7 Afed SR oo ol Y AN & <M @l QY SR U AR H
gfg B <l AP S T SrEd A €, S gD DIy v el 1| AT A
oIS AT St 7 3 W~ H BIH! el a1 el off gwfery § S Qre} T8l argdn!
IR firdd Aferdt 7 THRdt &1 Begeled axd odl PR & W Fa1 oy T a8 ol W%
T ScAEeD [P Bl SUHhl i Jed W TEl e uren 8 3R St FReR et a
SN Bl BN AR oI SRANT 1 Sl 39 Wy § gara Ay 9, ITab! 1 el &l ot ©l
Hael PR el wferdl & fBae A & YHharRe T gIaT § $Afey I8 T ITaT bR arel
Pl © A1 T Bl TSl S fHaMT ®I 370 SWE & dNd Jod 9 W &F 3 Ad @
g, oW @ @ 9d & BS §

ST AN Y AThe B 9Tl Ol B S9d! hadd hive fhadl g SUdT 29 RN
3MU] AT & IeUTeT BT S T BRAT Ay, cfh Iqdb! 1 el B Ol §l 39 aRE
H A AN A1 PR A AT BT AR SHR THSIRYT SR odl YR BT W qd fHAr S
g1 H TSR A Pl dredl g 6 S TR A T 91 A Tt fpami &1 ot w8 arvd Jod
T @ e &1 aM fie afey| «ifes S 2ar 78 8, I8 =S Bl
P BIE YUdl T8l ¢l S BN TG S 7T F AW 2, I TAD A YHARY T B 2l B
e ¥ S I+ 9= Sl 2, I9H T der R arer feamt @1 ot 2R B =Ry b o
# g feww 9= Mo afeT et St Sy A1 S 98 S A @ e e gl e
g JfeR A o 8, Rfe PR Fgia gae & g% 5 T Iq9 4 o & 78 5l 19
AR I F1T 2 fh I8 aR1 5 U SR B B aeghdl 2l Bis ardl Urede 8 a1 = &8,
IR W AThe ¥ a8 O g™ R 9 oY @1 S0 e I fooamt &1 O <1 =nfeu|

I frat wiforel &1 &1 | F o &1 wva fid @1 g fes = A e ara
i = S T R e @ fear o, Swet S fSwNd 8, a8 T8 et w@r gl # HA o @
f=ielt et =mee g fob ¥ 9w g fhesl @bt e feeman syl

(zf)
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1538 hours
DR. TARUN MONDAL (JOYNAGAR) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, this Bill is intended
for getting fair and remunerative price, particularly starting from the growers to
the manufacturers and to the distributors. But I find that there is no guarantee for
the consumers to get sugar at a fair and particularly cheaper price. In our country,
where more than 50 per cent of people live below the poverty line, sugar is going
beyond their reach and already the price of it in the market is beyond Rs. 40 a kilo.
Children who need medicines and baby foods etc. to sustain their lives are the
worst sufferers due to the high price of sugar.

Sir, I particularly believe that the Essential Commodities Act should apply
not only for sugar but for other food items also to ensure the availability of food
items at a cheaper rate to a majority of our population. But, it is very sad to say
that after 63 years of Independence these essential items like rice, wheat, sugar,
oilseeds etc. are not being available to a majority of our population. |

(12/1540/ san-har)\

We listen very often about rotting of wheat, rice and even sugar etc. in the

[ Comment: contd by 12

_ { Comment: Tarun Mandal contd.

storehouses of FCI. At a time when there is shortage of many items, includin@

sugar, in the country @f, we see that many essential items are exported. I
sometimes wonder whether I am living in free India or in British India!

There was a huge discussion over here regarding reduction of price hike of
all essential items in the beginning of this Session, but we do not see any impact of
that discussion in the market. For that reason, I particularly believe that the
hoarders and the black-marketeers of essential items are mainly responsible for
this. We see sometimes the Central Government saying that it is the responsibility
of the respective State Government to take action against them, but the State
Governments are saying that the Rules and Act are not stringent enough to give
punishment to them. It is a pity. I believe that it is the responsibility of both the
sides. If the contention of the Essential Commodities Act or any amendment

thereto is to give real relief to the people, then the Government must look into it.


krr
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It is also the duty of the Government to see that our sugarcane growers get
remunerative price because cost of production of all the agricultural products has
increased. But in this particular Bill, more stress and importance has been given to
the manufacturers who can be most benefited by this amendment to the Essential
Commodities Act. My submission is that more stress should be given to the
sugarcane growers and availability of sugar to the consumers. I would also like the
majority of the population to be protected by the Central Government.

(ends)
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PROF. K.V. THOMAS: Sir, I am thankful to the hon. Members who have
participated in the discussion on this important amendment. This is a simple
amendment which clears some legal ambiguity. At the same time, certain valuable
questions have been asked by hon. Members.

One question was asked about the functioning of Commission for
Agriculture Cost and Prices, CACP. CACP is an independent organisation where
representatives of the farmers are there and all stakeholders are included. It
consults everybody connected with agricultural products and pricing. They give a
price.

Another question which has been asked is how pricing is done under FRP
System. Determination of FRP is done by considering some of the major aspects.
One is cost of production of sugarcane. The next is return to the growers from
alternative crops and the general trend of prices of agricultural commodities. The
third one is availability of sugar to the consumers at a fair price. This legislation is
mainly connected with the levy sugar, which is now 20 per cent. The price and
other mechanisms of non-levy sugar are decided by the market. We have nothing
to do with it. It depends on market forces. The fourth aspect is the price at which
sugar produced from sugarcane is sold by sugar producers. The next is recovery of
sugar from sugarcane and realization made from sale of byproducts — that is one
question asked — like molasses, bagasse, press-mud etc. All these aspects are
considered.[ 77777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777
(m2/1545/sh-ind)
Before introducing this FRP, we have got the data, there was SMP. In 2001-02, the

SMP was Rs. 62.05 per quintal. Now, when compared to the FRP which was
introduced in 2(@10, it is Rs. 129.84. It has gone up. In 2010-11, it is going to be
Rs. 139. At the same t the States have been given full powers to fix a price

according to the conditions in the States, that is, non-levy sugar.

)
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Another question that has been asked is about the sugar control and
decontrol. The policy of the Government of India is to balance the interest of the
farmers, industry and the consumers. This is our policy. If there is going to be any
framing or changes in the policy, definitely, this House will be taken into
confidence. We will not do anything secretly. There will be adequate
consideration given for it.

Another question asked is about the export of sugar. There are certain
international obligations. What is earmarked is 10,000 MT and this was
recommended by the Department of Commerce based on the international
obligations. Whatever we export, there will be import of equivalent quantity of
raw sugar. This is the policy that we have adopted.

Another question is about the burden on the State Governments to pay any
amount to the farmers on account of difference between SAP and FRP. No longer
that burden exists, and we have taken care of this. We have takenc are off all the
interests of the farmers, industry and the consumers.

This Amendment Bill has been brought only with a limited purpose, that is,
to clear the legal ambiguity that has arisen because of the Amendment we made
last time.

With these words, I would request the august House to support this Bill.
Thank you.

(ends)
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MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The question is:

“That the bill further to amend the Essential Commodities Act, 1955,
be taken into consideration.”

The motion was adopted.

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The House will now take up -clause-by-clause

consideration of the Bill.

Clause 2
MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The question is:
“That clause 2 do stand part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted.
Clause 2 was added to the Bill.
Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and the Title were added to the Bill.

PROF. K.V. THOMAS: I beg to move:
“That the Bill be passed.”

MR. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The question is:
“That the Bill be passed.”

The motion was adopted.



