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commission and they are looking wmito this.
I am also very glad to state that we have
received  telegrams from  some of the
authorities from U.P. saying that thev do
not agrec with the strike. Some of the
engineers, for example, the
project, have

~

generation
people {rom Yamunanagar
sent a telegram hke this;

“In response (o your appeal, main-
taining full generation at Dalipur and
Daktnianmi stations.”

Like that ] am getting quite a number of
telegrams saying that they have ag-exd to
the earlier appeal made by me. S far as
the generation is concerned, it Las not
been affected anywhere by the strike.

With regard to the question rawsed by
the hon. Member regarding the salaries
etc. of the Chief Engineers and the Secre-
taries, | may say that before independence,
the Chief Engineers were ex officio Secre-
taries and later they were only Chief En-
gineers and now there is a teudenvy to
restore back that privilege to the en-
gineers. So far as the party of scales 18
concerned, it is not a question of tie IAS
vs. engineers. The question is one of the
duties that a post carries. For example,
there is no corresponding post for an
Executive Engineer or the Superintending
Engineer. So, it will be different. But
when he becomes a Secretary. he has to
do the same job and carry but the same
duties as a Secretary or any other IAS
Officer Of course, the salary then will be
the same. So, the scales and salar.es will
be fixed according to the dulies perform-
ed. When he becomes Secretary, the scale
and salary will be same. Otherwise. the
salaries have got to be necessarily difler-
ent.

MESSAGE FROM THE LOK SABHA

The Uttar Pradesh State Legislature (Dele-
gation of Powers) Bill 1973

SECRETARY: Sir, I have to report to
the House the following message reccived
from the Lok Sabha, signed by the Sccre-
tary of the Lok Sabha:

“In accordance with the provisons of
Rule 120 of the Rules of Procedire and
Conduct of Business in Lok Ssbha, I
am directed to inform you that Lok
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Sabha, at its sitting held on the 2uth
August, 1973, agreed without any amend-
ment to the Uttar Pradesh State Legisla-
ture (Delegation of Powers) BRill, 1973,
which was passed by Rajaya Sabha at
its sitting held on the 8th August, 1973."

FTHE AGRICULTURAL REFINANCE
CORPORATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
1973

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF FINANCE (SHRIMATI
SUSHILA ROHATGI): 1 beg to move:

“That the Bdl further to amend the
Agricultural Refinance Corporation Act,
1963, as passed by the Lok Sabha, be
tuken Into consideration.”

Sir, I rise to move the Bill, seeking to
amend the Agricultura] Refinance Corpora-
tion Act, 1963 to enable the Agricuitural
Refinance Corporation to grant refinance
accommodation to the eligible 1ostitutions
without insisting upon landed security or
Government guarantee so that the eligible
mstitutions  coming up with  schemes
covering, inter alia, agricultural labourers,
could be eligible for refinance from the
Corporation. The proposed imendment
will vest in the Board of Corporation
necessary discretion to waive, in suitable
cases, the conditions with regard to secu-
rity or guarantee.

As the House is aware, the Agricultural
Refinance  Corporation was  established
under the Agricultural Refinance Corpora-
tion Act, 1963 to augment the resources
available for provision of medium and long
term finance for agriculture. the Reserve
Bank of India, State Cooperative
Banks, Central Land Development
Banks, Scheduled Commercial Banks and
the Life Insurancc Corporation arc  the
shareholders of the Corporation.

I P.M.

All the State Cooperative Banks, Central
lLand  Development  Banks and certain
scheduled commercial banks, which are
shareholders of the Corporation, arc eli-
gible for financial assistance from the
Corporation. The refinance accommodation
under section 22(4) of the Agricultural
Refinance Corporation Act, 1963 can be
granted by the Corporation to an eligible
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institution only 1t the repayment of princi-
pal and payment of interest 1s fully and
unconditionally guaranteed by the Gov-
ernment or the eligible institution makes
available other securitv to the satisfaction
of the Board. “Other Security” acceptable
to the Board could be a charge over the
assets held as security by the eligible ins-
titution to secure the repayment of the
loan or advance by way of refinance or a
guarantee of a person or institution other
than the Government or acknowledgoement
in an effective form by the cligible insti-
tution that it is holding the security offer-
ed by the borrower as a trustee for the
Corporation. In effect. therefore, the eli-
gible institutions have been securing
mortgage of land and accommodation is
provided either against Government
guarantee or landed security.

With a view to improving the economic
conditions of small/marginal farmers and
agricultural labourers, 46 Small Farmers
Development Agencier, and 41 Marginal
Farmers and  Agricultural  Labourers
Agencies have been established in  the
country. This programme is of national
importance. These Agencies, inter alia.
have prepared schemes for financing of
dairy, poultry, piggery etc. for agricultural
Jabourers in collaboration with commercial
banks or cooperative banks. For provid-
ing finance to these categories of botrow-
ers, the commercial and cooperative banks
are being urged not to insist upon landed
security for providing loans for productive

purposes. The  cooperative banks have
been allowed to extend loans upto
Rs. 2,000 on the strength of personal
surety for poultry and dairy, and upto
Rs. 1,000 for other subsidiary occupa-
tions. Minor  irrigation  loans upto

Rs. 3.500 can be granted on the hyvpothe-
cation of pump sets with certain other
conditions, without jnsisting upon mortgage
of land  Similarly, public sector banks
are financing small, marginal farmers and
agricultural  labourers upto  specified
amounts under various schemes without
insisting  upon mortgage of land. The
lending institutions. however, are not able
to secure refinance facilities from the Agri-
cultural Refinance Cornoration in view of
{he existing statutory requirement whereby
only landed securitv or Government
Guarantee is a necessary condition for re-
finance,
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The Agricultural Refinance Corporation’s
msistence upon the landed security was
based wpon the legal interpretation that
security of hypothecated cattle or poultry
or a ropidly depreciating asset like pump
set, eic, with only token margin could not
be said to be security acceptable “to the
satisfaction of the Board” within the
meaning of the Act. Tt is, therefore, pro-
posed that the present mandatory provisions
of section 22(4) of the Agricultural Re-
finance Corporation  Act narrowing the
scope of refinance may be modified, in-
coiporating suitable provisions vesting the
Agricultural Refinance Corporation with
the necessary discretion and authority to
waive the security in suitable cases, so
that the schemes covering agricultural
labourers, inter alia, could also be eligible
for refinance from the Agricultural Re-
finance Corporation without insistence upon
landed security.

1 would like to point out, Sir, before I
conclude, that if the needs of small, margi-
nal and landless farmers are to be met
increasingly by the financial institutions,
the Agricultural Refinance Corporation’s
refinance will be necessary in a big way
in future. The proposed amendment is,
therefore, desirable in order to enable the
Agricultural Refinance  Corporation also
to refinance
loans on more and more liberal terms than
nreviously. Sir. T may mention that the
Bil' has already been passed in Lok Sabha
on the 13th of this month.

The question was proposed.
The House then adjourned for

Tunch at five minutes past one tifl
two of the clock.

The House reassembled after lunch at
two of the clock, MR, DEPUTY CHAIR-
MAN in the Chair.

st Aaw fem  (IOT =) ¢
grawfa  ofr,  oimew frerE-
Fa wTwae (wHswe) fa=, 1973
a1 ey wreAw fafgeeT amy

s e &, & Sasy amda s A
g1 oftmq, uE fasr 1963 i’rm’
gaT 91 WIT I F a1 [AEIT TF

financial institutions. giving
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gHSHT SHAT 1971 H OHr @Al
o 38 & Fiz Ay AU HATHT
g1 &WA AT EFwIT & Hewl
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g wiv faavg ag 2 fF saF I
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-t 3T AZ TT A AT 3@ AT
7 owAwRE Az 2 R ows At .t
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Srag 1 ot o#iT waeEe ®OTEA
¥ oag gz & f& gEvr fEQAr
w=dr dlgq g1 AIY AT I
F1 fagar wer w9 feem ¥ AW
ar S wreEre e § A8 9T
97 & Saar waa e A @
330 MY avr omd N 7 famEm
¥ gz fefy wzAn fafreze 2@, &
faAaT wIaie wrzIoA sEAIZATA -
FeavA e E fay A g, oA
THT 37 §, 4% g FT B ¥ =
w2 feami @ g, @feaw faaml
& W gfeda wwgd F fax
§ ggFr 5 T@E W AdE JAR
¥ o adt ugEAr g, Garar dar
39 q&x ¥ g qgEa g feeEr

fF 8 AT 10 UET * AT TAN FATET

FHF g A faagr JHA 5 UFT
F A #T & ITRT FAST qGT FH
TET AT € |

sfygqy, 7z mWHEWT W1 AT
Tq¥ |y W1 F A% H OAHAT
7z % fp oa% F@ 22 F WA
qA-FACA A FT AT IAF LEUATEAT F
ait ¥ g faawa G g ford
&% o zfzar AT AT EAIR ATEIY
&1 A1 FAA faww §, v frodde
% 3% gqg f3=1v 91, 39F7 AE AG
ar f& fgar A%z faagpfdr & 4T
fgar waggz freAfeEr & g g
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a1 W7 3z zafay ar fr ag a8 FeA
a3 fF ug w1 qredy & ar €few ¥y
¥ a1 ofgn #za g, dfF ST
fafroma g7 A 7 g g,
pout ric I v A N -

zafaX it
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famr waAde fosfedy & @ 39
WEATE] F1 GAT T GHAT & I geArd
TIFACT THITH FT o HC & Wie
frami w1 Wifem fFaml #wR
Tfrdfa wogd & faF «&d =@
F far qar 3@ & A, W
froar FTE™ #1 Y@T S ar @
wFORAT T S fEAT SEF  miwe
W I8 g1 1970-71 Fo F
oiwe &1 o 3 ag g f5 wiw
92T F OFAT 14 FAUT AT FHY
#Ig &, ISaq &1 W Fha 14
FAT ¥ & g A gl w7y
FA9 @ Alkg FUT TIY & 3,
dgT F 13.14 Fr g, FEE FWA
30 AMG FI, HEIA FT 38
gATC FI, IET &t 80 FATT &l
g1 IUT 93T F wiwE W oUW
A g, TR A WEREr 3 9™
oiFe g 9l g1 3 fF ITT A’
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@t & f5 O97w gwemaw g, &0
THIAT g, vERT W g FA AT
7FEe 39 faq FT 8, AL WL A
s @& § ar AA qar §
f& awe 33 fF oEgeEs gx gmar
g WAgEA AT T AN g TA(
T J9y H 3g ara v 3@y &
g & feam & s gar faear §
g I1g FTRfes dF ¥ g, TR
d° AWs aF ¥ @ —aaifte
g ¥ A AgigEr wr mON
e w1 Wt wwa @ Hi w3
I F FH FIT & W g
AT zgar ag fa=e % f =)
gftqr &= &1 gu7 foer, =@ @@
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AGT AT, A9 9% IR sE@E
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g ag JEFT  ¥EEE [E
gar &1 dr 20 GIET J UEITHIX
& e JaT AT &, IW AW@E ¥
100 ¥ ¥ faw so gET TAF gg
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wifafager v ¥ AT S ARIA
ar  fafaezz %, <% @wT @)
Y g dr a9 ¥gay § fF @, Tg
T & WX Jawr Frs T g
2, A gEe A AT qF AT A
f& #15 g1 vaq fawe a6 g
¥y wgwRal § Faar fF owa aw
46 TG ®HY JAYRTE AR 41
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¥ zg i & fedd ov 3§ 9wy
ST qE Agm, # @ faw ag
TgaT § fF T 91@F w1 AR wiEe
faram s o

AfET ard & ag Fgar =rEan
g 5 aft-st gfida g S
g1 ¥ Smgw ¥ a W oAg
EERIE U 16 LI S O i
sfatam faumr g gard et 2
LIRS S e i & O 0 K i
s fawmr grow Y g STy
g1 # gg Swar A g fFoag
gfdam &1 fouddie N g, a1 9§
¢ waw feude §, @ aw
¥ S gedAa oww fooeww o
BT &, SEHT QT STAT TR |

dar @Y & A F@ oar fF
gt % TW guifay fadww &
qaar g, f9@ fraqd & ag @
T g, SERT § GWgd FWaT g,
afgq st feafrua &1 gamwr &
ag ar oA a1 #1 g T @I g
aig #g A F Fwar g 5o
wie feam & v windm feaa
g STEr wax & AT =fEd, W
3% g S fewf¥uz &1 q@aw g
3T HAYT o fHEE ggEar 4
afaq @ w13 €1 Tar qg g
afgd |

T @l & 9g § 3@ fadaw
FT GAET FIA
SHRI SARDAR AMJAD ALI (West
Bengal): Sir, I rise to support this Bill,
the Agricultural Refinance Corporation
(Amendment) Bill. So far as the Agricul-
tural Refinance Corporation is concerned
it has played a very important role in the
reconstruction of the agricultural economy
of our country with its basic objective of
augmenting the resources available by the

provision of medium and long-term finance
for agriculture. I support this Bill also
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[Shri Sardar Amjad Ali]
for the reason that so far as the economy
of our country is concerned to a large
extent it 1s based upon agriculture and this
agricultural  Refinance  Corporation has
definitely played a very vital role not only
in reconstruction of the economy but also
in giving much more impetus to the agri-
culturist and to the different States to
implement their plans and schemes for the
betterment of agriculture as such. From
the statistics I have collected I understand
that 888 schemes have been sanctioned by
the Agricultural Refinance Corporation all
over the country involving an amount of
Rs. 524.51 crores and I also understand
that 278 more schemes are under the
consideration of the Agricultural Refinance
Corporation involving an amount of
Rs. 165.88 crores. 1 believe if all these
schemes are cleared and the States in their
wisdom implemented them then there
would be a lot of good things done in the
agricultural sector of our economy. At
this particular stage I would humbly sub-
mit to the hon. Minister in charge of this
Bill that the attitude that has been shown
by the Agricultural Refinance Corporation
in giving clearance to the schemes piloted
by the different States is not helpful. I
should say it is a disgraceful attitude with
all respect to the Agricultural Refinance
Corporation. Sir, you will be surprised
that up to the year 1972 this Corporation
has cleared altogether 711 schemes all over
the country which involves a total amount
of Rs. 404.75 crores. ln this country where
we profess so much and let our people
understand that we are going in for planned
economy, while we say on the floor of the
House and also in our utterances at public
meetings that we are for a balanced im-
provement of all parts of the country, I
am sorry to say that the attitude which has
been shown by this Agricultural Refinance
Corporation is not compatible with the
objective which we announce and pro-
nounce because as I stated earlier out of
the 711 schemes I find—and you will be
surprised to find—that there are certain
States with no schemes at all. For ins-
tance, for Manipur, Tripura, Meghalaya,
not a single scheme has been sanctioned.
Out of the total involvement of Rs. 404 75
crores up to the year 1972 you will be
surprised and the country will be very
much surprised—I do not know whether
the Minister will be surprised or not—that
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only Rs. 3.06 crores have been given for
Assam, Orissa, Bihar and West Bengal while
for Maharashtra, Mysore, Gujarat, Tamil
Nadu, U.P. and Andhra Pradesh the
amount involved is Rs. 102.76 crores.

SHRI
Bengal):

KALI MUKHERIJEE
Discrimination.

(West

SHRI SARDAR AMJAD ALIL: While we
say that we want a balanced develop-
ment of the whole country as such, we
want balanced growth, it is surprising that
you could give clearance for 36 schemes
for Maharashtra while you could only give
clearance for two schemes for Assam, two
for Orissa, one for Bihar and four for
West Bengal. In the case of Mysore it is
22, Gujarat 20, Tamil Nadu 22, U.P. 33
and Andhra Pradesh 48. Of the total 711
schemes Maharashtra, Mysore, Gujarat,
Tamil Nadu, UP. and Andhra Pradesh
get a total of 181 schemes while only 9
schemes are given to Assam, Orissa, Bihar
and West Bengal. So I would like to
draw the attention of the hon. Minister
to this fact at this particular stage when
we get the opportunity of projecting our
1deas, projecting the ideas of the States on
whose behalf we hold the brief. The hon.
Finance Minister should see that the acti-
vities of the Agricultural Refinance Cor-
poration are planned in such a way that
there is no imbalance created, that the
attitude of very furious ecriticism is not
brought about all over the country. I
believe that on this particular occasion the
hon. Finance Minister will take note of it.

Sir, with regard to my State I would
humbly submit that the State of West
Bengal has gone through a lot of ups and
downs. At this stage we are having a very
stable Ministry and a very good atmosphere,
That is why the State of West Bengal,
under the dynamic leadership of the pre-
sent Government, are taking certain com-
prehensive area development projects. The
State Planning Board probably has already
referred to the Government of India for
clearance of 14 projects. It is surprising
that only three or four projects have been
cleared. I would plead with the Finance
Minister to look into the matter, so that
all the 14 schemes which are worth a few
crores of rupees and are very highly needed

are cleared. It is needed not only for the

. L r ~
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sake of the State itself. It is needed for
the sake of the entire eastern region. There-
fore, I plead with her to rescrutinise all
the 14 projects which have been sent and
of which only four have been cleared.
The rest should be immediately cleared.

With regard to certain other things, I
would suggest that probably it is the duty
of the Agricultural Refinance Corporation
to see that some better facilities for mar-
keting agricultural commodities are assured
to the States, When the State Governments
come up with certain schemes and plans,
the Refinance Corporation will have to
judge them, analyse them, with all suitable
attitudes, with all comprehensiveness and
with a better perspective and planning. I
believe that some international monetary
agency is financing the Agricultural Re-
finance Corporation to start some market-
ing facilities in some of the States. In
this regard may I submit that omly two
schemes from the Refinance Corporation
with regard to my State have been sub-
mitted to the Ministry of Finance and they
are still awaiting clearance? 1 would plead
with the Finance Minister to look into the
matter and see that these two marketing
schemes, which should be totally financed
by some international monetary agency
through the Refinance Corporation, are
immediately cleared. Therefore, without
going into the details much more, because
it might cause some annoyance to the hon.
Finance Minister, I would definitely say
that the Agricultural Refinance Corporation
has played a very vital and important
role. . . .

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: You
are free to say what you want and we
would be the wiser for it.

SHRI SARDAR AMJAD ALl: The
wisest is there. I would definitely say
and expect of the hon. Deputy Finance
Minister that she will kindly look into the
matter in detail and see that the schemes
which are forwarded and submitted to
the Refinance Corporation get clearance.
While the schemes are being cleared, it
should also be seen that the Refinance
Corporation does not play such a role that
the States might question its attitude or
leniency to some States or some sectors or
some side and some sort of, what I should
say, apathy towards certain other States.
With this limited submission I once again
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say that I support this Bill with the expec-
tation that if any anomaly is there, if any
imbalances have been created so far, they

should be spilled over and discrimination
should go.

With these few words, I lend my sup-
port to this Bill.

Mt wEEl sAR”R gRw
Sraafa wgiaa, ag S gt frdas
g8 ¥ wwwat § fF ame diee
e FF I qFIR Faq
TN a1 W &, Al wfr ay g3
i § a8 qU T O FH F
AW A A W F gEwar g
& aa a% g a3 5= 9% fF Fiyw
wiaw fara &1 q137 § SiF A
ger & wadrm w5 wgiew @
stAAT wg & 3fes qafaw fam
# AT AT HT KW § IqE
fea-fe7 @t &1 wfafafae 3y
g B osma w3 OE s
7g g g 3% sfus gl fang
Aarag g w4 ;AT QAT & Fawr
fg sY 39% w93z & 9% a9
aft g g——tar fF a7 wad qgo
¥ wgr §F sad oo gasr < @
g—r Bl fFO9 § I9F qR o
TNT N, SAE AT ¥ wy o,
SHF 1T " HH A FT oyaAq
g1 I 9% T ¥ 3% vy ww-
wfa &1 3@ wyMfla & qusar
g fF wmas § fer owr g &
a1 guAar g & amw & w18 Ay
fow s@wal & @ S wrfas
FAFqT o T g ar fax fagE
PFRET T FIFGAT g Iq ATHC
IR F g ¥ ST e ¥ wfy
feaAt gueal g, T8 gAw ¥ @y
q@ AET W wwal g1 gEifaw wid
HE GET * GE gl, R qed
gAT & qEET E UF J@ TS IBM
g fr oron TaA gar ar fear afes

i
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[ swewE gEme anaa]
ST ggwr ufwar & w9 gfwar #
ffg wHTC TWT AT FE | S
a% G FT gRAEr Ag) v
gaa g% feet ot gHT ¥ 7@ QT
F 9T F AAF AE g FHAT
F v gg v wgm G R qiwan
# g § faw Ffwxs gafaw fom
T & FT9 T4l §, IFH ST LA
Yy g, sud afusy wfgwa g,
fT wgwrr @ead g, Y fqwm
g wawt faqei &7 uF ¥ FAdr
§ @k ag dw &L ANAT
gty 1§ mrAdrm AT A iEw
F A FA@ WL GATr FoAm
FEI AT TIEW A | WT G
fr fog &7 3 fag o &=
W gag F FFam v gw< w0
i @y & w9 f5 frama smean
g fF agar g 9T g IgA famz
sfdime & @ 9T @rET &
MNSFATZT ATHT g WA TET THAT
gem gg fF W wa AGHT qATEa
R I B € (£ 1 B
i1 w3 3@k §I¥ @ W
faa<w FIA I qEA AZ TT FIA
F HAF F FT g TaAT; FfE
FISTAT ¥ I OF HHT, UF qAET
@ & g\ ar § FgaT |ATgar AT
f& s Ffvs gafaw, frm g =g
FAI Y T FT AT T FIE & g9
B fFaml o) fawm gdw aw
gus wagy w1 Sfafafaca ad
g1 g =g faamr WY qwe-
qE FATT wE,  afEw fager
-1 wrEAg FT ogEAW ¥ SAH a€ed
T3 migFIeat a1, 93 & T TGAT
g1 w9 gy A W O§ fE
g T Rl &y wew FG97 MK
BT I f=d §F A wgy §

-
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fe gg #t s 731 @ AR w9
g% #T I Fgdr § ar agl ¥ '
Y 9 AR dF €T wrEmaded
ax @, 3¢ afs faww §% @, 4@
IAHFT FraT R Tear g S A
R a1 g5 fram § S fF vad
F9 a7 g1 owT AW §fET)
TF q #g A fwogw ader
frgm &1 F7 FW  #H g@q
Tk Sax fad % mHax &gar
e @ ww afgma @ 3 ufs-
AT T qFTT ST IF E1 AT Tg
frar wi@ fravdr 71 @9 37 g
IS @M 71 @q g s o
gada 9@ arad g1 uda  fwaa
FAX K AAT 6T AT AT FaAAT
faasq g & fF FIUw Ramw
CAIS LU I S s S <
AT AT T ® FGT IT ATHT
UEAFAT § T AN FT GA0T
A9 & S FrEdtasar o 9fE@g
@ar gl W@ 9T AT A &G
g 9t 9x wEr AnTt Y HraFEar
g 3@ Sfrar &t mrazasdar g faad
fF ag o FX FH | AT =T
fagwor «v @@ wew<r afafg &
T WG | AT AF A, FgHT
grafaal #1 Far 8, @@ FI @I
TSt FT O{A g1 &, €AY W T
# qar g fe fagr—sad s
TR AN & A A F—ag
Fr @gH Afafaat gaaE &
g1 gfy faam F agwrd fawm
Frferr #X W@ B 0w e 9w g9t
TOTATH §ATAT STY | WX Agr S9
T JAT gIW F T feE@i W
dqr feafs 31 #ew w3 F 3w
g4 § ot oy feafq ) mww &
T Ay e ¥ ouw f ader

§ gEwifar, fas gro wafs &
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ST FHAT , WX FE WA Agy
gAT AT Y WAL FaA a1 W
warg w f5 ogw @1 faw Ffas
qafaw famw & ag wigs  @gEw
Ffog o § ST 3EET g
AT A FT AT §, IR AE
JRIIT T W KIS ATAGH & | AfEA
S HT TH THIT FI AT a5 @
ar ag fa=me o #d fau smeawms
g fF @ &1 Foifag w3 &
ey H fegar ot sfeAmEar o
g o & g sfeaE oEr g
SEFT FY g FL ! WA FAAT &
fs z@ Ffv gafaw fw 7 sss
PTG gmE § fE¥ 524 W
Fo FAeAE g W SWAT ST
fF 888 ArswTHt # wrsAr v feafy
Fr g? fEaat & qfa & T
g? fradt qfa F wmw ™ R
AR fear o § fead g &
T T T g R & oag
STAAT AgAr, TgH # feadr gEr
g§ fa¥ gy s fewm g afew
g A QU AR FIA F Hr
oY I JAtA-eaed dfayfa ey
arar g2 fag gr 1 A7 war §
frge wfs  fagmm  afawmw &
gy gafaw fam § g faor
¥ guadsa & fau #2 FAOT o
q wrfug frar, afFa oo sfgsiw
S HH FIW KT HIAT AATEAT AT
T fagR & S g@ ST, dFT wIfAw
¥ SR FE ogEar &A@ dr)
ug qF F AGT GF ¥ FT q@q
o1s, aF 'qAT A & fau  dEie
g, afww FE WA G S o3"
FW FI OF FH ) AT AT /AT
X & fau fa=wR #IT &1 AT JA
¥ afer #r% #wdr @ St wen

gex F fau da g TG A
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g0 g gated agr ¢ fSmd wrem
Fatead g @k | qr fwT o
ol foar &7 FT R | ‘

g wegror dTgw FE a6l &
Farg oo & fF gu fasndy aq
FI AT T g1 AL A FATAT,
U AIGAT FAT W OB 1 AT K
FqTAT F gW FB® g UEEdfAe
F R7 § Iy oT@ § zwIWH
go ufqma & warar femme &, sa
frga @mt Fr faFafdy wmo ag=n
g%, Fafy @iz § zmoa fawenfer
1T ALY FEr) mE AT fa=}
F& @ fF 78 o1 gmimw wWW
A &, FT ag  AEEd gEnd
¥ faed fou qm@Emwn § ST AW
fromtt 7 | qar § FomaRfes § FH
FXF¥ & weor f' ogw adEy
FTFEAT AT FL JA _AL A
geaqr 1 I wETR W 99 oW
UYF SIEI H o FFartadl #wig gil-
SHI ® GEIT FS a4 @R A
Fo qOT AT A(@OF AW A FAR
HT HWAF TT § IgFT  TEIATA
FL W &1 WA W Fo gl A
TET WX gfeml F sEgwa fag
sTa & S ¥ ' 2 four @mar
g gaFT AT, wHA fE w@ ae
# gy 9T w8 ST @)
A T Awr s aEwry faer
T §T AW HT TGN ET J AT
for @ arfs sTFr wwfa &
T FW W KA TIAT FT egaedl
T E OFOAT FH OGO OF A
gt @umAar =gy, afew  agAr
7z =rfge fv Swr woar fag SEg
¥ oy &ag A1 § arAgi . wae
IgE FH AT IgarE Y FEY
Ffgy #X  qEA-THT 9T GIATHA
§t F@T WfE¥ | WX F=ga
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T S T FET § IgHE WO
9 & FT 9T 99 A ¥g IEH
fe gt g/ = A foa st @
o q 1 W9 aF W qg A
X0 a9 g% F gAmar § f5 &
TR AT g ATHIT |

fee  Fgeer wfaw #1 I
g 21 oA §F A AT g
& &1 zEwr faeqe gAr =gy
aifs  SaIRT AR WY gEET A
fom &%) & »owr www 98
wr a1 fqgd  omma #wwr fE
39 FOASH! qiaw w A@AE
qeTEd § WX S¥ FAsd § o@rar
AT | AfFT gET v o3IAT agr
faamer 33 &1 3@ fasmer R &
FH ¥ FW F3 qm 1 wel-
v fergea &1 @ ¥ 9T WS
g1 3R SwRege AT S far
g 98 I gIT § F©T FI AT
a2 faamer 3T § oY uF &V 9
& @ aw Fr afaw wyfog #r
ST 1 59 a8 T FTH T YHAT |
off S Saw U 1 97 HE g
& & Sgia TR 9T ¥ iy
TRl T gL 998 9% FIH FYA
# gfaar g3 F0 TFF T MR-
ov faedl & @i w1 9% 5w oag
¥ T ACAT TATE AT GE @rerar
g, S @ & ¥ wAaE AT &
e arfe feem &Y faedr &
s g Fr 3 Ml & o«
T g gwar g ar feem oza
qTT FT BFAT H FHaT g fF ey
®EA 5 AT TFAT & WX FHEEr
ST gHH SAET g oAFAY 81 39
TFT IFET TH AE KN AT
ST FET T GHRATE 1 T AT
¥ @ 3@ oag B A o oanr

[ RAJYA SABHA ]
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¥ gt ¥ & M ogEd # oweat
wrw A g AEA d@Y H
g T g {5 g S S FEdr
g SgFr  FEr Jg g1 WU Y-
FR 3w aw # Prami ar fagd
FT v & fau sygear #X T v
TEY 3T FY qGA qLIHT & AFATG |

¥ us #WR ga §AT AgRT
¥ arAar arg 5 omowr et st
& foo fegr sram § WX FAT Y
Tifgyr 1 W fag A1 wfiT a4,
st T &4 g, IFFr 5T
F9 F fag Gar T faaar &)
AT Igedde 3%, fwd §F o) gl
wAfemr  eE SHa w1 gIT
F fag qar 4@ 3T &1 AR 0w
far & aF & ¥ 2@ ar fF fage
F o1 amx # &g A’ aw
w|Y §, S S dud a9 ge
g 5k sER gEA & fau wE
30 FUT (Y #T HEEFAT gl
S % 30 HAF TIT &' FIEAT
AET gW, a9 qF IART FTHIA Bl
T o) S feE & g mOer
wHYT Agl grir @1 6T 98 fem ag
¥ fawrg & FHT F GHRATI
T am &1 fwd §9, W) @l
uSfgat g9 SEET § TR ¥ 899
99 @R g JIAr @A g

ageTdr Afafaat ¥ W F wrla
# F 1 HEIUSE, AN@ WX WY
& g ggRdr afafqat T TR
gafa # § A AF S WA FT
T@Tr ¥, IAFT g IR AT F®
Tsay #1 %1 7 94 R o s
g ggear &1 oga fRar) fagw
uF faesT gET wIW @ Wk gEl
J® ¥ I FT ORI A B,
Sgl 9¥ ®Ie fFami #7 g9 F9F
wr g & o frgw R
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THF g% 9t g, s 1, TR
qi=, TFS F Aifad F, LT JEA
F T &Y gEAr wC gwy g7
FIT gHE F 7 fewogvg WO
7wy & A fawm oaw & faww
FT FT GFd &1 AW St fawma
#: o g wE fewd dw F
Gar 7 3 g7 FCA G 1 HW T|
#C Afag, FfFa 1 un gFE, O
TFE WX T vEe ¥ feaw &
ST faFra g9 qF ALY §Y g
E AF ITHT THIA R ATT AHF
T &1 F A awmar fE
39 TG A g R gE §9 a%d
g AR T ga IN grediadar &1
SIFT F4F 59% [FUFLO FT II0T
9 A Fd, AT aF § FAGAT § 5
’Hsﬁmﬁwmaaﬂ%%ﬁr{r
F¥ g |

'

UT A O FEAr AR
g & &m amd swa oy fawm
s 99 fawrr ¥ 3§ Fee s
F At frae g sawr ot d1F faew
AEe  fram agt ¥ awg feafy
F] FAEFA F {F ag) 9% vy wF77
¥ wfa gwi

UF A FE FL T @H FAT
=gm f& T oT€r 1,500 @ #
qgAT A W A H T URFT
ofer %, st F@a &A@ agar
g, s % fag &1 AFar Fadr @
oI 39 AHAT A IAFY Ard A
frear &, ®fws &t wmwm dfos
d7z ¥ qgar ¥, Fera ¥ a7 °
73T g, Sur fou A fag 9%
HErEAT AT &, 7 g@R d% 3
g AT wo QN9 A 39 oS3
fram Amafag A @1 @FY &

R I gF N oAEE A w9
13—8 RSS/ND/73
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T O, AAT 14-15 FUT AT

3IqY w”r gfics &1 A §  SrEAT

=raar § % s gw gafaw fw 4
FE AT w3 Tefew dee
F fau, o Ferm ¥ oaF T OS9
# fag & o w9 ar g fee
§F uwa wA @ #w AgHAE
HU IR sad fawwm F  fAu
FE ASAT qA @ § W WX
gl g wr & @1 owW ¥ fau
FIE IqT WG FIAT AT &, foay
37 da & wig fraw,  wfgas
e ar #nd A@gw &1 A
Al

SHRI BIRA KESARI DEO (Orissa): Mr.
Deputy Chairman, Sir, this is a very nice
Bill and I support it. Sir, if all the aims
and objects of the functioning of the Agri-
cultural Refinance Corporation are pro-
perly met, [ hope the agriculturists and

the kisans of this country. IdFHKT WG ST

ST | Sir, since last year. the Government

have taken over wheat procurement. And the
Government is now thinking of taking over

rice procurement. Unfortunately, in the
booklet of the Agricultural Refinance Cor-
poration on its functioning and working,
there is no mention that these cooperatives
will be encouraged to procure wheat or
rice. As you know, among the three insti-
tutions—the commercial bank, the land
development bank and the cooperatives—
it 1s only the cooperatives and the land
development bank which have given the
mavimum of credit to the farmers. And
these commercial banks are too big or they
do not give enough time to the agricul-
turists. and that is why in their annual
reports you will find that the commercial
banks have given the minimum of credit.
So. my appeal to the hon. Minister is that
when we are thinking hard about the pro-
curement of rice and wheat, we should
encourage these cooperatives to have more
finances for the procurement of food-
grains.

Sir',, a few days back, Mr. Chavan told us
in the House that these grain merchants of
India were given an advance of nearly Rs.
800 crores by the banks during last year
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I think that is the main reason why today
there is shortage of food in this country.
These grain merchants purchased all the
. tfood and the Government agency is not
"having enough material in hand to pur-
chase food today. And unfortunately the
poor agriculturist is being harassed with a
bad name that he is hoarding. . .

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: Mr.
Deputy Chairman, are we not discussing
the Refinance Corporation Bill?

(Interruption)

SHRI BIRA KESARI DEO: Today the
procedure of getting credit for the small
farmer is very cumbersome and it should
be removed. Of course, the Minister has
made a provision of Rs. 2,000 for the
small farmer and Rs. 1,500 for the landless
lakourer. Tt is a very good procedure. But
.nless this procedure is simplified I feel they
will never get this amount. The ARC has
been financing marine fishing, coffee and
so many other things. At the same time
they should also finance traditional agri-
cultural products like rice and wheat to a
very big extent because the fields that we
are havine today were built some hundreds
of years ago, and for that heavy machi-
nerv, modern techniques and science are
necessary, and for that purpose every State
of Indin skould have a consultancy service
<o that the BDOs or the panchayat people
or the Zilla Parishad people can get advice
at the uppropriate time and very early.
There is a provision that it will help in
removing imbalances. In India there are
onckets where you will find mostly con-
centration of Adivasis and Harijans. They
are the most backward class of our society.
Thev are the most exploited people. Here
U have the latest renort of the National
Commission on Agricultural for marginal

farmers end agricultural labourers. Tt has
come out only four days back. They have
given a recommendation that the ARC

should encourage the marginal farmers and
agricultural labourers to the maximum. On
paec 44 of the Annual Report it is men-
tioned that the eastern part of India, that
is, Bengal. Bihar. Orissa and Assam have
been neglected very badly by the ARC.
Tt is Harvana, it is Punjab. Andhra Pra-
desh. Kerala and Mysore which are the
blug-eyed boys of the ARC..,

[ RAJYA SABHA |
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SHRI U. K. LAKSHMANA GOWDA
(Mysore): They have more efficient Govern-
ments there,

SHR] BIRA KESARI DEO: No, no, do
not say that. I know it. Sir, I hope the
ARC will change its attitude and see that
intelligent people, hard working people,
also live in the eastern part of India. You
know the eastern coast of India is also
as long as the western coast of India
But, Sir, on the western coast, from Cape
Comerin up to Gujarat, you will find all
the mechanised fishing boats while on the
eastern coast, beginning from West Bengal
up to Cape Comorin, you will find hardly
any mechanised fishing boats excepting 1
few in Andhra Pradesh and very few in
Madras. On the whole of the Bengal
coast, on the Orissa coast and the Andhra
coast, Sir, you will find hardly any deep-
sea fishing vessel or mechanised boat or
things like that. Sir, the people in the
castern region need all these things. [
agree with my friend, Shri Sardar Amiad
Ali, who said very correctly that the eas-
tern part of India needs more investment
by the ARC. Thank you, Sir.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, Mr.
Ranbir Singh.

sft etz feg (gfmom) @ 9o
gumafa st, a2z Ffes gafaa fom
(Hemtewr)  fagas gwk AR @
T & waar § fF a8y ST
ey ¥ far gaofr s A ooE
7§ &1 ug w fegmr #7 |W §,
FH & fqerd W @@ F IO
fie & oY Tk amEse fBREW
oS g 09 g Wi IEw e
WA AT FNOT |Gy AT Ag &
dr ot Famr 5 oawarstm &
g ¥ giT & A9 g g §
oY T IT GEr #® FHE 9
frrer &3 & @dr & far geqmme
frr s fags 9% g7 ofyr
TEW & 91 3 AW F IR s
R g1 F @y mmer g oo
ff % fFm 5 efmm o
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qete & weal ¥ oz fAmw & s
w@ar Iy Ty 3w famwm &
sfer swx wRw, fagrg, S,
I|T  FARY N SAIET § SAET
G ISMAT AMgT HIT WL IS
ar wgf wox fRaEi F fAT dar
FG 98T IqF  qI-g1q Tg W A
qET qST JAT FET |

gt % IH G F grEY §
f& TR ITFr TET T OFHHT
§ guis wwar g A% aEr g #@
dt wwar g fF @ Fimme a5
g 9% 999 F A H W R Wy
gl g8 ¥ FTAA AT ST FwaAl
g & st &t gk faa feamar
# fay ar faw ==t & faa T
N & qarT g1 Qv arafwEw S99
faam du1 Fw &1 @ F fay
wifgd, wawm dam q@y F  fAn
qa E

Sygwafa o, S|T &% w4,
g 3w o guw 3w g, AfeA
TEE qEANT FE WG dW gAR
FUT ' fERE AwET F oW
g fawr &= &, si& g@F werar
o Y FW g 98 48 W W F
TRT FW ¥ I A AT v
4 § @ AZ AT AT HAS A7 4@
FIT9 97, I+ @A F o7 gifaw fwan
war w7 faRet [ar &1 /A e
¥ W U FW E W ar sy
F owg faewi § W uw W R,
affw ogq wF wHE AT AF gl
g9 Y uE wF, [ OFGT AR
TE WY M TW sy W AR
sy fdr & W @ ¥ iR ad
o arfeeara 1 oo & Sfd
FE 20 WA [T F FOF WA
s gy wafwr § A& g

-~
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qUAY WAt gga qEdy WAAr qsdy
A g S AW §, ueRd I
g, SERY € 3W WTR A9 A% 9,
afsw §5 FEE 2 FI F 3@ AR
g g 7 f5 fazit @mr w1 w9
g9 WST FT A% | o1 GHT B o
... 3PM
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T {agvEr w@E gwEd . Wy
AT @aT %o fFAr AT T 8

st ot fag: @7, wiw ar
T g g fr fagat & #Ag< o
A F1 wF gwa fggeam & gEr
T & A wAEE R AT ATRT
T WEEFAT A gl wr @
g w1 gAry faRw F amwn o
fas @% | afws g gFar & o@w
B2 e FaT MaT Y 9gS ATAAFAT
| g W W FLF FT O JAFT
oHT & ar &, g wIw W #rg
TR A4 g 4fF W T aEr
F WA ¥ T FL FIFCQET AT
1T 9T 9edr Agil &Y g0 gEar
g qiEd qEA I A9 F g gl
M AT § AFFT ®E AT Agf
g oA A ARY AT oad & oAg %
f& fy * Jgra agr FeEr
gFdr ¥ WX ST gAY WA 24,
foger w9 W & HAIT FFT FGY
g oS, dfw aui T8 g, afcamn
F qAT g@ wan, faselt wwoodn
afer gaF amE9g A, gafs aga
I A1, IH O§eT & §IEg Wl
oM AR d3T F ggEw A, I@F
IR ATEAATHT 4 fF W F AIT
g agq Fu foar @, grenfs foser
19 AT GCHI § A faur av 3awy
AE FL IAF! AFWIAT AT A
¥ fear oo &1 SgA I gem
f& ST WEw F W}IT ¥ faFar
frer are g foar g1 SEd sanan
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[ e fag)
o9 g% fe@r s oAF g g
F zex fyesr e #1§ 32 @
za fagr gar 5@ 4« 26 @ A
¥ a9 q9@ T AR A TEl
axg ¥ gfwmm & #3T 8 o™
& ¥ Fo el fear un, 3@ oA
FE 6 @r@ A & Faa ghamom
§ ag gifem frar @, oA
fFar @ #wik U W oTEwog
gur f& qu & s awt v g%, afk-
awt ¥ gt A W gE AR A
wieargse ATt ar a1 g9 gusd
AT A" ®Id ¥ &Y T q§r
g1 @har 8, @9 FIT ¥ wATS qar
g gwar g, dr ag g@d g AR
gy gme d'1 T F @y e
ggeE arfed ar fHT gwsr arEar
g & g fsaar gwd o9 ==t
wi% uar "Agge fwar fF gfo =k
fgrgeam &1 fFET % gET R, W
T ag A0 GRE A Q@ W) ogw
M &G qF ORI qyAqT grm fw
framt & ag frar =i feamt &
Az # G TR sgEl, =fw
gaAt G gEa gge w9 Ag gg
W oaR § TR aga frar s
‘g fr 148 FE To WEIUW F faAr
™oAY gEe wam &r fRam war,
gt & wIX O ATAHAT | qfErFae
T T W AT ARE FE HIT
ATEAR WA FT FTH SHRT a@grd
& fau feor T @1 goF IR ag
frar #¥@ 9, &9 UF a<h W &
HIX qEQT FAT F94 F fAq 250
FOg To F GEfedr Iq &, IH
aafast & FE A §ar /Y v
ArEAT QAT H w200, 400,
500 #T ®To 1 WY, TH @
T ITH GIrAT g @A oy

[ RATYA SABHA ]
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e IE IAFY TIIEICRIT TG0 1 AT
Sgr % & war g, @ fAmw R
faady o1 =g wEw At A ¥ 7 H
W7 I A Y, TIT FT TR
91, S 9wra fee & fS9 aeare
F fag arft 32 & X a0 SEr
gl @aET ¥ gw frar T
gfearom & #w g9 & 939 &
ar & ST us uw g fAyaw s
=gt § & gfamar ok owmw &
FIA BT GIHIU H AR F@ OF
FH T E & T e F o oaw
SaHd 39 &1 g9  § g S
BT AMA FT AAA g OTAA G

fags AgT FIA TR GIHIT
faggs  wE1 WA §; HifE @i
G FFE AT FREFT AL T gHar

g1 fagem A mar q o yadr
geey F faq Wl famr gem &
o Jd & T AT TR Ggq &
IH AT W Ol ;W S Qe
fraa & foa% 9w d=, 9%
T UFE IHi g, ag & 4y
§ fF9 €| AT ¢ AT &1 AR
NF A TR WE AF F FA @Al |
&% @@t SHT qeT 7 oW aw I@
% 7 ggl & feamr w1 @@ 7
qIrar FgA & faq fwgar &=t
fear &1 =9 4% &7 59 gu F09 9
DA TF g AT 97 qg A9
qrad gHTRE 7 97 qT gL @, F
¥ faw 1 grdAtaw ¥ § ¥
Fgr X T A w@ 4 A9 g4
arey ¥ g ot T foradr amr
F WT aF F AW FT qTEAE
N A IFT oW IF A &
framr &t i 7@ faar war &
W AT QAT FT AAT FAT g
i 6 g @i w1 oAwG %@
qE, FOART @ oAm gy a0F
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g Wt ¥ gwa ¢, Afew @@ o dar-

X Fg % fauw av gy oasaw
3 f g fraAr &Y g oT@ @
AT #Y W19 AR IE A @ FW
¥ am fagy #%q g1 ¥ 7g A
agar § & feedr gaofa @

fary ¥ g AWAHIESS a0 &
gra wmElmga dw1 F 0 @
M g wfwa & T

feamt w1 & W% g arfs T AT
aEFFr A7 g7 e W Gear
1 dgER @@ ¥ fag qar &
ar f&v ot faRwl § o9 W)
FYTH FITAT HEl G20 |

§ 3@ 4@ &1 A wEQT 3
i ghamonr i 99g wem & e
fgrgeama & g@e w3@i & faamr
¥ pFEEd § FIE agd qe [FAA
g1 Ul w18 @i A g1 OH W
q@ F AEaT g BF ogEY dR_W F
St fFera § 3 1 3R W3 F
& foqEr €1 a9 ABE 1
IFH WX gAR gl & fHREEl ¥
TEET g1 WF g (% g 9 &
g @dqr * feu faser  sumEr
fqact g, AT *1 qeT swaEr fAean
2\ adr # qEeTe gy & fau
ZH dm s w0 oaa g, afew
O YRAT W IW T B fAEF g
g &/ wAEad 3q § faEswa g
W AR ¥ ST WA § abe @
AT &9 fAar S oag aygw g
ar g g 7 9 kg & ar faw
g goa uafat € & F9 &
§ ST gAY ugl F W wfwE<
gy § IFH @EER 9T 3gH
Wl gt @ fa T 33 a1q & A
X f& oA Few -
T A AT § geA # awwrd
# gy & fau o foo @wa
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g afs ¥ s # dRraTT Fer

g5 #I gAY @ F FTAl W

FaT A g | 9w w St ff AR

| g ¥ U BT WRT § wuAT

awmr & fag w19y qav &9 faar
o qto F zmardy UG 9 AT 10
FAT & & TR qog X Iy 97
AT sgTar At fear gwr &4 W
39 a9 & g9 Ar gEy g fw
garg X g 3 faw w3 99
& sgwr w9 faar &1 afew ag
s @y & fau 7@ fqar &, afes
3 # FN F fag faar g, IN-
3 dal FY 9 9 G TG awA
T, STHT @ F AHF TAN F
fera feram &, st 0% a1y wEY og T wwar
a1, FF X 9Er gg=miy & fag
frr 8, W@ < farelt 78t og=
gt ff, agi 9x fasrer agEma
F fau for € o o9 gw ag
g & 3T I WA F oaEr HWT
fastelt FOa-F07 g wWar F
gT 75 g1 A ey faw oWy
g 1@ AEAT gt fF SR s_w
F R Ww & feafq g wgwd
F for & g @ WE@d ) wW
AN ¥ FEEH AT {IRfG A AT
Ty Wa g, afFd & wm wmw
rgar § B = a7 9 I
fer & dur ®E g@a @ #<
gEar g oA gfrm W
gEEr W g 39w fggeaw &1 oA
Y Fam g o fergwm Y A
T gk )

md frg a@ ¥ #9q w_w W
TEE # g T 9 FAN HweS
a%® ¥ WA g1
o fag &1 fo= fear mmi
ag A waEm SSfifrae 7oAk
R At AR o e 3 ow@

oo gIT A
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zg A # #r foar @& & Afwa
ey & faars @E FEAE H
a9, = #roSrg M fER IqEr
wufae fear s AR 0 7C 99
R gfamr & faqdt & agae
ITF gF N I] I8 gT  ufEA
IaX Ry F fawet F FwACEy
FT a2 Fgn fF g7 Y a9 &
TF U gEam FW AR Ay
qrad A3 & IR HY WeW F
oo & Fm a3t S
g F g3 AT AW F AT
& w8l 8§ A gigem Ag B
o N |91 g A g wirEd &
far o &1 WX GIIETX FFMT
EEE T o LU 6 O T 8 A R
Fariew, A& feoadt A #1 gIwl
N AT & ag A ad g1 oag
¥ draar afgg ) # Fgar § -
arg fasr S #r o gEl wrfagi
# 7 owm  gfarm W SEg
HiY oWiE Rw ARy HAk 2fEg
5 frg axg ¥ @ gifaa fwar
t frg a0% g g, feadr
FEHT BT g AR IT A T HIT NG
F1 HHIT TGARY, TE! AFI T
fafar a9 9% fr awiRsw ssg
feR, #¢f Tegafa St & a9 9gF W@
g FE TS W W, FE AT AT
# gg9 w g W AT W &
TR ag A @ & Wi Oy
st Feare ogEa g\ gfomm wrd
F o@tF g dt AT awEmI &y
TME WOHRT & @, AT >
AT AEA &, ..

St SN A A : fEar gar
STG FEATA HT ATET GEATIT F |

st i fag -
g AT 9T |

gafaw  wq
wgl TEEr & fag
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gl Itfze agi 9t Y o wArEEa-
FaU gT & S omWEHT  wFTEE

Iy g saw fag @@t & A
qrazaFGT g &1 S @ U3
HIET F GOF FII g IART BF
FATA AT W AT AT UT WMIST
# 1 (Interruption) gwF! st
BT T oM, o fweAr o1, FAfFEE
feg T@ & fAw? T &1 wTaTEr
& fau\ =mawr gafag @dr @t
g 5 o Fifgw =T § 5 fFam
FATK A AT % WL gHA TTE AT
¥ g 73 fF A s gfeq
TG AT FHN, GYFIX KT gE 1 v
7T W A fFET F oSrAr AR
gy ® fag #@4r wgiew & sam
1 fq3gw FA1 9ga g fF oA
o Agdr & fF 3w aw@dr s an
FOFl wATET fHErEl &7 vean 39
qT g OF T wmd, fagm g9
Tifgy ag fewr smy fram &t
s @ ¥ fzar gmm ow9ar mmow
gga € faday qar awr §sar g,
fagst osr &XF & faec 3+
FTHr TfFEg «TET JEaY 0 JTosaar
¥ SQIRT /AT %, 3@ RA & afw
ft & AR @Y A JEAARSS A9
g sad afwg & s sy
AT gAY, AfF I AW a3

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN (Kerala):
Mr. Deputy Chairman, Sir, broadly I wel-
come the proposals made in the amending
Bil but I think on this occasion it is
necessary to discuss not only the perfor-
mance of the Agriculture Refinance Cor-
poration but also the ultimate beneficiaries
through the cooperative and other banking
sector like Land Development Bank and
so on, how and in what manner the ope-
rations of the ARC ultimately benefit. 1
think it is not correct for us to restrict the
discussion only to the performance of the
Agricultural Refinance Corporation. We

cannot discuss the ARC unless we also dis-
cuss along with it the ultimate beneficiaries
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of the project itself. Therefore, Mr,
Deputy Chairman, with your permission,
I would like to refer to the entire gamut
of agricultural credit with special reference,
of course, to the ARC, in terms of iis
objectives and implementation.

While I agree that the objectives of the
Agricultural  Refinance Corporation are
very laudable, an analysis of its perfor-
mance in the last several years very clearly
shows that all is not well with this great
institution.

Let us take, for instance, the claim
made by the ARC in their annual report
that the performance so far has been very
encouraging. If you look into the total
number of projects sanctioned, money
spent through the financing agencies etc.,
it is an impressive record. Of course, mn
relation to the needs of the country, one
would definitely wish that much more
was done. But my main criticism is not
that; not about the total volume of its
operation, but about the pattern of its
lending and so on. Sir, criticisms have
been raised by hon. Members in this
House and elsewhere very legitimately that
certain regions and States are neglected.
This of course is part of the policy which
is pursued by the Central Government,
what 1 would call the capitalist path of
development. The capitalist landlord
policies will necessarily result in uneven
development between regions and States.
This of course is known. But what T
would like to pursue is not this particular
point which is fairly well known, but the
point that these imbalances in the capita-
list path of development is further aggra-
vated by unevenness in the performance of
the various agencies themselves, for exam-
ple, the State Governments, the land mort-
gage banks, etc. which are supposed to
take initiative in this. 1 would like to
refer to the editorial written in the Indian
Express dated 22nd October 1969—as far
back as 1969—relating to the  Annual
Report of the ARC. Tt states that while
the Central and Development banks in the
States are the proper beneficiaries from this
process of refinance, the Annual Report of
the ARC. shows that not all the States
make eanally good use of these resources.
Some are more energetic in the preparation
of schemes for agricultural development
than others. The existence of financing
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agencies will not automatically stimulate
development., The people and the Govern-
~ments of the States concerned must help
iv prepare suitable development schemes
meriting financial help. It is true therefore
—and 1 think it is generally agreed—that
because of the inability of certain State
Governments to prepare the schemes, parti-
cularly the medium and small farmers,
these vulnerable sections of the community,
are completely neglected and excluded from
the purview of the ARC’s actual opera-
tions at the base.

This is also linked up with the question
of the capability of the ARC itself in pro-
cessing the various schemes when they are
submitted to them. Here also I have a
parer clipping of Hindustan Times dated
22nd September 1971 which quotes the
conclusions arrived at a meeting organised
by the Union Finance Minister, Mr.
Chavan with the representatives of the
various States to discuss the refinancing
operations. This meeting very  clearly
identified some reasons why the flow of
credit has been inhibited by various fac-
tors, For instance the processing, formu-
lation and implementation of the various
schemes for the development of the back-
vard States is defective; the co-operative
credit structure right from the primary level
up to the highest level is deficient; there
are operational deficiencies, slow progress
in rehabilitation and reorganisation of the
cooperative credit institutions and so on.
Therefore in this context it is very clear
that the Refinance Corporation can not
function properly unless the credit base
at the bottom is restructured. Otherwise all
the good things embodied in this amend-
ing Bill, all the good intentions of the
hon. Minister will only remain pious
hopes which cannot get implemented.

Similarly we find that the expertise of
the Agricultural Refinance Corporation in
terms of processing proiects quickly is again
very defective. Possibly there is  not
enoueh technical experts who can quickly
ascertain the differences in the require-
ments from State to State and from region
to recion and the peculiar characteristics
of agricultural and other allied operations
in the various States and reeions. Our
exnerts sitting in  Delhi or Bombav are
possiblv unaware of the peculiar differences
that obtain from State to State. Unless
therefore expertise is built up with people,
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who have knowledge of the developmental
programmes at the grass root level particu-
larly in agriculture, the ARC’s ability to
process schemes even when good projects
come from the States is limited.

The other point that [ would like to
bring to the notice of the hon. Minister
is a very serious matter regarding the
variations in the allotment of funds bet-
ween States. This again is linked up with
the ability not only of the ARC but also
of the State Governments and local agen-
cies. Now, let us take, for instance, the
State-wise proportion between long-term
and short-term finance. The Agricultural
Refinance Corporation is concerned with
medium and long-term finance, but we can-
not discuss medium and long-term agri-
cultural credit unless we discuss simulta-
neously the question of short-term finance.
So far, according to my knowledge, there
is no scientific principle derived at any level.
including the State or the Central level.
regarding the legitimate or the most opti-
mum proportion between long-term and
short-term finance in the agricultural sec-
tor. Two decades have passed, but our
experts in the credit department of the
Reserve Bank of India even today cannot
scientifically ascertain the total requirements,
of credit divided between long-term and
short-term. There is some estimate of
Rs. 2,000 crores for short-term finance and
so on. My main point is that medium
and long-term finance also through the
refinancing agency of ARC cannot succeed
unless we link it up with the problem of
short-term finance. T quote from the
Economic Times of 10th May, 1970. The
State-wise proportions between long-term
and short-term finance further elaborate the
unplanned expansion of co-operative credit
particularly the long-term one. The
figures in the table, which they have given.
show that there is a sudden spurt in the
long-term advance of eight States viz.,
Bihar, Gujarat, Haryana, Jammu and
Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra.
Puniab and Tamil Nadu, whereas there is
a sharp decline in this proportion 1n
Kerala, Mysore and Orissa. It is difficulr
to trace this variation to the stage of agri-
cultural development in various  States
The proportion between long-term and
short-term finance must reflect the on-going
process of agricultural development, but we
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have the curious phenomenon that in the
same pcriod in some States the proportion
goes up, while in other States it goes down.
In other words, there is a complete un-
planned and chaotic expansion of the total
credit, particularly as between long-term
and short-term finance. This is a very im-
portant point which T would like to ela-
borate further. The ideal proportion bet-
ween long-term  finance and short-term
finance has to be ascertained and the
optimum combination has got to be found
out. But so far the estimates are based on
two assumptions. There is almost a very
elementary and childish type of assumption
that the agricultural sector needs much
more finance any way and, therefore, why
do we worry about the proportion between
long-term and short-term. Therefore, it is
assumed that there is no question of res-
tricting credit in any particular direction.
The second assumption, which T would
again like to say is an elementary and
childish assumption, is the feeling that the
main reason for agricultural backwardness
is the lack of adequate funds and, therefore,
increasing the credit availability is the
main basis of credit policy arnd that therc
is no need for worrying about these pro-
portions. I would submit that both these
assumptions are wrong. They are wrong
because to assume that just by increasing
credit availabilitv or credit supply we can
have the magic of agricultural develop-
ment is entirely futile. Credit supply in
the agricultural sector has a multiplier
effect, which has a great bearing on the
increased investment potentialities of the
farmers themselves. Anv increase in long-
term fincnce in a particular direction al-
wavs affects the short-term credit require-
ments. 1 would further amplify this point.
Credit requirements of a farmer are more
directly related to his attitude towards
increased production. This again is rela:
ted to the question of incentives that a
farmer ~ets in terms of future environ-
mental factors and particularly availability
of infra-ctructure. If inputs are available
and if agricultural prices are going to be
stable. then the farmer has an incentive
to utilise the credit, Given the crisis in
agriculture. perpetuated by the capitalist
vath of development, there is a crash in
the price of several agricultural produects,
for example. coconut, There is increase
in price to the consumer, but there is a fall
in price for the producer. This has been
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the phenomenon in the case of certain cash
crops. Particularly in such a situa-
tion, the credit requirements are di-
rectly related to the problem of infra-
siructure, marketing facilities, availabitity
of inputs, extension services, stability of
agricultural prices and so on. Therefore,
unless the Government has a proper policy
with reference to marketing and provision
of inputs, particularly to the poor farmers,
the credit requirements cannot be ascer-
tained. Therefore, there is need for stability
in the policy with regard to agricultural
development in order to have a  stable
credit policy both in respect of short-term
and long-term finance. From the  First
Five Year Plan, the emphasis has becn
on short-term operational credit. WNo co-
ordination ever existed between the lone-
term and the short-term finance. T will
give you one example which is very tellins.
During the period 1950-51 to 1960-61, the
proportion of long-term credit in the total
cooperative credit structure was only 5 per
cent. In other words, for Rs, 100 crores
of short-term credit the long-term credit
avoilability was only Rs. 5 crores. There
was a hurried and haphazard type of credit
expansion. Credit expanded in one direr-
tion without linking it up with credit ex-
pansion in related fields. But in the subse-
quent period. particularly during 1966-67
and 1967-68. this pronortion  increased
suddenly from 5 per cent to 11 and 15
per cent. What is the Toeic? What is the
correlation hetween these proportions? We
do not knnw, There is unscientific. un-
planned expansion of short-term and long-
term credit which the Government of Tndia
has been unable to coordinate. Whatever
the nious intention of this amendine RBill
may he. thev cannot solve the nrohlems
of credit at the rural bace unless the aues-
tion of the gap between the short-term and
the lone-term credit is Tooked into.

Lastly. I would refer to the problem of
what T would call the differential policv
for credit exnansion. T am verv olad that
at least some new thinking is beina intro-
duced. at least on paver—how it will
apoear in practice, we do not know—that
landless aericultural lahour and the mor-
oinnl farmers <hould eet rcartain  benefite
of credit withant wnarrvine abhont the ace-
old natian  of elieihility hagsed on lapA-
ownerchin and so on.  If this can be imnle-
mented. it would definitelv be a  great
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step forward. But what is the reality?

While one Department headed by Sushilaji
goes ahead with these schemes or at least
on paper produces a good scheme, what is
happening is that the benefits now promised
by the left hand of the Government are
being nullified by the right hand of the
Grvernment, by hkaving a credit policy, a
bYanking policy, which completely frustrates
this objective. TFor instance, take the case
of fisheries. According to the ARC Scheme,
fisheries are also eligible for refinance. The
small producers in the marine and fisheries
industries in Kerala, for instance, are today
languishing uader the pressure of the mono-
polies like the Tatas, the Union Carbide
and the emerging millionaire called Sanjay
G»ndhi. All of them are in the race.
Sanjay Gandhi is not only having Maruti
Uimited; Maruti Limited is entering the
fisheries industries in Kerala. All of them
are now trying to fish in troubled waters.
These big monopolies, these companies, are
able to get substantial credit from the
banking system, particularly the public sec-
tor barking system and the public sector
financial institutions. In other words. the
Government by their deliberate policy on
the one hand is giving substantial credit
to the bie monopoly houses but on the
other hand, they give some pittance of help
bv way of refinance to the small man. This
kind of trick. people who are gullible will
not understand. But the fact is that onc
anod scheme which one Ministry puts up
is being more than one hundred per cent
nffset by the pro-monopoly policies of the
nther Ministry. Therefore, there is  Iack
nf coordination. Fither it is a deliberate
attempt to miclead the people or even if
it is le~itimate. it is a very futile effort.

Therefore, I would conclude .Time
bell rings)
Sir. there is plenty of time left. Two

hours were allofted, T am the last speaker.
T will take only a few minutes.

Coming to the differential policy, I do
rot understand why, for instance, there
should be a uniform repayment programme
for all the catecories of agriculturists, Un-
less the hon. Minister educates me on
this point. T am not aware of anv differen-
tial policy which supports the small and
the marginal farmers. Why should we
assume that the ability to repay of all

i
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categories of [armers is the same. Land-
lords, rich peasants, middle peasants, poor
peasants, landless agricultural labour, all
of them are clubbed together when it
comes to repayment programme. [ am
suggesting for the consideration of the
Government that there should be a difle-
rential repayment programme. First of all,
I am suggesting no credit at all to land-
lords. Landlords, both capitalist landlords
and feudal landlords should be excluded
from the purview of public sector credit
including the A.R.C. But in the case of
rich peasants, middle peasants and poor
peasants, agricultural labour,... (Interrup-
tion by Shri Ranbir Singh). If the hon’ble
Member wants to be educated about the
existence of landlords, let him read his
own government’s studies which shows that
there is still a section of parasites in the
agricultural sector who are either capitalist
landlords or feudal landlords. This is very
clear.

SHRI K. P. SUBRAMANIA MENON.
(Kerala): This is Planning Commission’s
report.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: Yes.
Therefore, 1 think it is necessary that we
" should first of all get educated about the
class structure in the villages. It is neces-
sary that agricultural holdings where either
the head of the family cr any member of
the fam:ly do not actually  particinate
manually in the agricultural  operctions
should be excluded from the purview of
public sector credit. And in the case of
actual cultivators, that is. whether it Is
the rich, middle, or poor peasant, there
should be a differential programme of
casy Jong-term credit, and soft credit for
poor and middle peasant and agricultural
labour according to their ability to pay. In
other words, repayment programme shonld
be directly related to the ability or capa-
city of the different classes in the rural
sector to pay.

- Secondly, Sir, in the case of eligibility,
of course now the eligibility conditions are
being reformed. Value of land which has
so far been taken into account should be
determined on the basis of the value ac-
cording to the type of crop on the one
hand and the price of the crop. It may
be necessary to have a valuation scale which
may be revised every two or three years.
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In other words, the value of the land or
assets should be determined in terms of the
type of crop, and in terms of the prices
prevailing whether it is declining or increas-
ing.

Lastly, I would conclude by saying that
small producers are precisely the class
which have besen shown by agricultural
studies to be the one who have the highest
productivity per acre, though the producti-
vity per person is low. Because of high
labour input productivity per acre is higher
in the small farm. Therefore, it is neces-
cary that the small farmer and, along with
him agricultural labour should be suppor-
ted by a deliberate policy which is diffe-
rent from the so-called green revolution
policy. Steps should be taken by the
Government to evolve a new attitude to
agricultural development, a new strategy
of agricultural development, away from the
so-called green revolution strategy which
supports landlords and rich peasants, and
in favour of supporting the small poor
peasants and agricultural labour. Only in
that context can the Agricultural Refinance
Corporation and other finance agencies in
fact, pursue the pious hopes which the
hon’ble Minister expressed in her speech.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: Mr.
Deputy Chairman, at the very outset I
would like to thank all the hon'ble Mem-
bers who have participated in the discuy-
sions and I think it is one of those rare
bills which has more or less unanimously
been supported by the Members except for
a very brief spell when Dr. Kuran in-
advertently brought in his pet theory of
landlordism here. He mentioned certain
names, for example, that of Mr. Sanjay
Gandhi. I do not know how he or any
individual can directly get any refinance
from the A.R.C. His name is brought
here hecause the Corporation itself is made
for refinancing institutions and not for
individuals.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: 1 think
vou have misunderstood me. Mr. Saniay
Gandhi has nothing to do with the agricul-
tural refinance. T understand that. What
I am saving is this. While through the
Agricultural Refinance Cormoration  von
pronose to support the small man, vour
government through its bankine and indus-
trial policy elsewhere is giving licences and
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finance to precisely those big monopoly
houses which will cut at the roots of the
small man in fisheries.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: 1
am very happy with his correcticns of the
first part but I am afraid 1 do not agree
with the latter part. The Government is
not bifurcated; what the left hand does is
duly supportsd by the right hand also.
Therefore, 1 am happy about his correc-
tion in the first part and while I would
Iikke to assure Dr. Kurian that his opmion
is of great value to us, I am afraid if he
has certain pre-conceived notions or ideas,
[ am not 1 a position to dispel them. All
I would like to do is to place it on record
that the Government thinks as one and
acts as one. Thercfore, what is done by
one Ministry is not diametrically opposed
to what 1s done by the other.

Sir, certain suggestions have been made
and 1 think there is enough matter which
the Ministry can think over. So far as
the working of the ARC or the nationalised
banks or the co-operatives is concerned.
I think there is ample scope for improve-
ment. We can never say that it is perfect.
[ think there is always some scope for
improvement. But to-day we are mainly
concerned with the refinancing work and
the various financial institutions which are
directly concerned with it. One very legi-
timate point was made by the Members—
Dr. Kurian and others—when they referred
to what was happening in 1968-69. 1 am
personally happy and on behalf of the
Government I would like to say  that
though the speed and the momentum of
the ARC was not so good as it should have
been in the beginning, it has made up
definitely recently. Though in the first four
years only about 42 schemes had been
taken up for refinancing by the ARC,
costing only about Rs. 43 crores, tn-day
we find that there are 888 schemes invol-
ving an outlay of Rs. 524 crores. A legi-
timate point to which attention has been
drawn is that all the amount has not been
disbursed. Here I would like to say that
it has not been disbursed not because of
any fault or any procedural difficulty or

any inherent weakness in the ARC. but '

because of so many other factors. The
ARC sanctions the entire sum as a whole
for the entire scheme. As soon as a cer-
tain phase is completed by the institutions
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i themnselves, they give the relevant docu-

ments, and as soon as a particular phase
s over, the ARC immediately releases the
amount. Therefore, it is for those insti-
tutions, the banks or the cc-operatives or
whutever they are, to complete the work.
Therefore, special attention has been given
for the workinz of the nationalised banks,
the land mortgage banks and the co-opera-
tives so that it improves. Tt was precisely
for that reason that various steps have been
taken in order to promote the work of the
ARC and to see that the entire amount is
disbursed, because it directly affects the
small farmers and the marginal farmers;
and in this manner, we can alleviate the
suffering of the small man and also raise
the economic standard of the people as
such.

) SErd! SAE qEE . WE A
agi 9 fewra § @ 2, fer @y @
¢ feemadz ¥, & ¥ a3 W= ¥,
sax few  «afa fowm smmoifes
egifafamn &, vz ggwiar
& & FMdx W F fau dAmE,
Az IO FEE | AT Tl A
f& s amwrm AW & oam
Fagi T AGAT F=EET  iqufyg &g
f& A s v @e FwXY & fAg
& % § ag fafma =7 & 79 3N
oM AZ wIar § fF W g A%
AT Wt T weA g v ogw A
g & wfga wm gmr T8

Ay geitem Qgewit: gw
qEE W AT YT g T AT HF
@A FAT AEA g1 Jg aw
AT §THIX FUS N gW g,
gAR 4T gxdl 9T weEdr ¥ oW
gr 1\ o W OfREY &1 Azwer
F a1 S gErT araey a8 g |

TH AT W WA FE I AN
w71 5 2T Y ® SEET amw
ot § wysT wEAT ATEN ) Wo
HAT7o Wre &I IH {§ I AFF FAY
g; us SNl Qomozﬂoﬁ ATHAT
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# QU AE ¥ Fxaq w7 faar v
FEL ST IENTIIE §, FISAfEeq
§ ¥ WIA FH A FT A &
MT 17 T ®IAT Lo <o Yo J faeA
SIGHIE- S A 5 B d S S 5
FIFAT Yo HTTo Hlo F 7EN AT |
HAC {AATT e wy fag W
FE TAT FM & a1 T FER eI
# WITE, SEE gH 2G|

H qEE WEE WRd: A ouqq
AT H FHFT TF WAH I &7 I9g
g gy afes T & Fratagy @y
st wgfa § sad wRw Fgr 9 feRr
W R WF an Wy Fefwae
TG FAN giqAT FEifeg 9giogro
GET I 1 £ (B 1 < A 1
g, wiwar Fratfrag @idr =fgg
MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: You

should have your own machinery to dis-
burse the amount.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGIL: We
should have our own machinery. [ think,
Sir, in future, in the shape of things to
come, all these will be taken into consi-
deration. And the Interim Report has
recently been received; that is already taken
into consideration. And, as I submitted
right in the beginning, there is scope for
improvement. And for that improvement,
I would request the hon. Member to fortify
us with constructive and concrete sugges-
tions, 1f he has any; we shall always wel-
come them in the larger interest. That
was the first thing. Initially, the momen-
tum was not generated, bur later on, that
was gained. Today, we find that a num-
ber of schemes have been taken up.

st qaw femre ®F 1970-71
. e F fFY ¥ ow oFT
1963 ¥ U3 9w gur 2, §J

1970-71 & A 8 A € &
fE wiz fFr ¥
SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: I

will come to that. I tuke that as a whole
about regional imbalances. I would
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like the hon. Members to know the various
types of schemes that have been taken up
recently. In this earlier stage, only con-
ventivual type of schemes have been taken
up. But now, new schemes which involve
about 60 per cent of the mimor ir-
rigation schemes have been taken up.
After all, these are the minor schemes
which are really going to help. A9

fa®wTa & a1q Far 91 | These are the
things which are rcally going to help in
the development of a particular area. And
for that specific purpose, the  Finance
Minister himself had called a meeting of
tne ten backward States’ Agricultural Pro-
duction Commissioners. All these matters
were discussed there, and it was also
thought out as to what steps  were
necessary, how to work out between the
various project authorities how the wotk
could be coordinated between the various
istitutions, the time factor, if any, and
how 1t could be mitigated etc. All these
factcrs were taken into consideration. We
find that it was at the initiative of the
A.R.C. Cell that the Agriculture Ministry
had called a meeting of various oificials
ccaling, with various Ministries. They also
tried to identify the bottlenecks and diffi-
culties. And all these factors, which have
been referred to by the hon. Members, were
taken into consideration. They were all
revieved and on the basis of that, certain
steps have also been taken.

And there s one point about the consul-
tancy service in Lucknow. That has done
good work. Apart from that, the ARC
has set up its regional offices in almost
all the States; even in Gauhati, it has been
set up. And these States have also set up
special cells. All these matters that have
relevance to the ARC, the schemes and
their implementation, have been  tiken
into consideration so that they cian go
ahead with greater momentum and specd.

Sir, thc main point is about the co-
operatives, As the hon. Member has also
mentioned, there is much to be improved
there. And for that particular thing, the
Department of Cooperation, in consultation
with the Agricultural Credit Department of
the Reserve Bank of India, has drawn up
a scheme for rehabilitation of the weak
central cooperative banks in various States
And an attempt is made . . .
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SHRI A. G. KULKARNI (Maharashira).
It is the politicians who are to be im-
proved. Cooperative movement is a good
principle in  itself.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: Co-
cperative movement is a very good princi-
ple and no one has denied or refuted the
principle of cooperatives. But 1 think we
do realise that there is much to be im-
proved so far as cooperatives arc con-
cerned. For that, Sir, initial steps have
becn taken. So far as the working of co-
opzratives 1s concerned, the State Govern-
ments also have to cooperate; they must
also assist in improving the cooperatives
as such.

1 would like to draw the attention of the
hon. Members to one particular point, It
s the sincerity of the Government shown
towards the small and marginal farmers
that 100 per cent refinance is being exten-
ded to the small and marginal farmers.
Actually, this is only up to the end of
1975; but it will be seen later whether it
would be necessary. In regard to the
cteps taken by the various nationalised
barks, we have the differential rate of
interest which also goes to help ths small
and marginal farmers. So these schemes
are there ultimately intended to help the
small snd the marginal farmer, The
point which Dr. Kurian elaborated 1 do
pot think he aciually believes in it. But
the political angle somehow he rejected.
He said that the Government is not going
to help the small farmer but the bigger
capitalists. 1 may tell him that it is only
in the larger interests of the people.

DR. K. MATHEW KURIAN: You
believe in precept, not practice.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATG!: No,
we believe in precept and practice. They
are identical. In all these 26 years it
should have convinced the people.

Then, Sir, there is one point which our
friend from West Bengal had eclaborated.
That is, West Bengal probably had
certain schemes internationally sponsored.
To the best of my knowledge there is no
scheme which has been sponsored by West
Bengal yet. But 1 would request the ser-
vices of the honourable Member who is a
verv active Member, if there is any such
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scheme, it should be sent to us and I can
assure him that so far as . . .

SHRI SARDAR AMJAD ALI It is not
the opening of new markets. In the agri-
cultural sectors also. . .

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: 1
find that so far there is no such scheme

before us. But in case it is with the State
Government . . .

SHRI A. G. KULKARNI: Murketing
does not come under the agricultural sec-
tor,

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: [t
will come under the ARC. If there is any
such scheme, he may kindly send it to us
and we shall have it examined. But one
basic point which has been stressed by
almost everyone of the Members here,
irrespective of party affiliations, is aboui
regional disparites. For that 1 would
only quote figures. Figures were, of course
given earlier. But I would like to give the
latest figures now which may elucidate
and clarify the point about the outlay . . .

SHRI SARDAR AMIAD ALI: For the
information of the honourable Minister ten
agricultural credit and market develop-
ment projects have been financed by the
International Bank of Reconstruction and
Development, International  Development
Association, and are being implemented
through the Corporation. This is the thing
I wanted to know.

SHRIMATI  SUSHILA
Where is it given?

ROHATGI:

SHRI SARDAR AMIJAD ALI: This is
about agricultural credit and market
development projects financed by the
International Bank of Reconstruction and
Development through this Corporation.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI: Sir,
he was referring to West Bengal. Is there
any scheme for West Bengal? That is what
I wanted to know. No, it is not there.
There are so many IDA schemes which
have been sponsored, and I am prepared
to give details of figures, etc. But since
he referred to West Bengal, I was asking
him for specific information. 1 do not

X
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[Shrimati Sushila Rohatgi]
have any information on that and I would
be grateful if he could kindly supply me
with any information that he may have,

About these regional disparities, coming
from a backward State myself, the biggest
State, I share the anguish of many of the
Members here. But the facts speak for
themselves. So far as distribution of
schemes sanctioned by the ARC up to
30th June 1973 is concerned, I would like
to quote some of the States which have
been mentioned; Bihar, for instance; num-
ber of schemes mentioned is 13, financial
assistance Rs. 14.22 crores; Kerala 40
schemes; assistance Rs. 13.53 crores: Orissa
18 schemes—Rs. 6.23 crores; U.P. 91
schemes—Rs. 74 crores. In fact, U.P. has
done extremely well in ARC. West Ben-
gal 13 schemes—Rs. 1.0 crores. If there
are any other States for which Members
want to find out, we have all the informa-
tion here, the break-up of these figures.
One thing I would like to say is this. In
the Fourth Plan the target for the ARC
was Rs. 300 crores. Disbursement up to
end of July has been Rs. 196 crores only.
But it is expected by the end of the
Fourth Plan to be Rs, 280 crores approxi-
mately. That is the position as it stands
today . . .

st srEwEl g AEw: faEe
1 fwaar aamT

syt guiver dganr: S gy
guy garar f5 13 AISAC §, 14
FAT 22 &M ®IATR |

st ST gAE AEd . #qud
g3 & Fgq N8 @ ar |

iRt gt gt ;. &
S @ T, W g afww #
Ay d7 fF3Ew weEr fFomme o
ot =fad, wrgwr  qgEn fyer
AT e & fe oaga W oag
STIRIT |

T}_1en about Assam I would like to say
particularly—the Member  representing
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Assam has raised the point—that the ARC
has written to Assam. From the State of
Assam we have not really had any reply
and I would be very grateful if the hon.
Mecmber from Assam takes the trouble and
gets in touch with the State Government
and forwards any scheme that may be
there to us and we would be very happy
to see that this particular thing is done.

Sir, 1 have just received some informa-
tion zbout West Bengal which 1T  would
like to share with the honourable Mem-
bers. The West Bengal marketing yard
scheme has not yet been processed finally.
It 15 being revised there. Probably, Sir, it
hes been received and there is some sort
of revision. All the same, this has not
been processed finally. But we would like
to assist in any manner and see that this
is done as expeditiously as possible.

Sir, these are some of the points which
have been raised by the honourable Mem-
bers here. But one point remains and that
is that the ARC does not refinance indivi-
duals, but refinances only institutions. Con-
sidering the shape of things which we envi-
sage for the Fifth Plan, Sir, it has a much
bigger future with an outlay of Rs. 400
crores and we not only want to refinance,
but we also want to go in for direct finance
so far as the IDA suggestion is concerned.
The TDA was to sanction a direct loan
and that speaks of the commendable work
that has been done by the ARC. Sir, the
interim Report that has been received by
the Government is under consideration
now and we are not in a position to give
our views now.

On the whole, Sir, the ARC has done a
commendable work and it is only with the
co-operation of the honourable Members
that we hope to do much better,

With these words, Sir, I commend the
Bill for consideration by this honourable
House.

/

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The ques-
tion is:

“That the Bill further to amend the
Agricultural Refinance Corporation Act,
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1963, as passed by the Lok Sabha, be
taiken into consideration.”

The motion was adopted.

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Let us

now take up the clause-by-clause consi-

deration of the BIll.

Clause 2 was added to the Bill.

Clause 1, the Enacting Formula and the
Title were added to the Bill.

SHRIMATI SUSHILA ROHATGI- Sir,

I beg to move:
“That the Bill be passed.”

The question was proposed.

ft wEE waw awE: A9
AT HAT wgiEET ¥ gger W war
o 5 Ffr gafaw ferg & Y o
Teq FXA §, IqH FUE] I, V92
FURT FY Fgr an fger W §
Fifs 787 fafes & f5 7 weouno
do 7Y IR Wz Fmmaifes 4% @Y,
foaar oY o9 34 Ry & gEwT
sfafafue a=f &1 safaw & sreay
ARA -9 GH Ay TG T
AT S WA yEeAr FAT  ArEAT
g sEw Wt WY gamar—fF 9o
' ST WY SHERAT FWT qg STIEAT
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[=rmaft gofrar Qi)

framat v ol g@ @ & S
Al faw wr g, s s A
frafaas w7 & forg, e a3
faq ag @ w20 a3z #d
TE AT agr & oafem W o<frw afey
& oft 3% Jgr Wi

MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The ques-
tion is:

“That the bill be passed”.

The motion was adopted.

THE APPROPRIATION (NO. 3)
1973.

THE DEPUTY MINISTER IN THE
MINISTRY OF FINANCE (SHRIMATI
SUSHILA ROHATGI): Sir, with your per-
mission, I move:—

BILL,

“That the Bill to authorise payment
and appropriation of certain  further
sums from and out of the Consolidated
Fund of India for the services of the
financial year 1973-74, as passed by the
Lok Sabha, be taken into.consideration.”

Sir, this Bill arises out of the Supple-
mentary Demands for Grants of Rs,
123.04 crores voted by the Lok Sabha on
13th  August, 1973 and expenditure of
Rs. 10.01 crores ‘charged’ on the Consoli-
dated Fund of India as dstailed in the
Supplementary Demands Statement laid
before the House on 10th Aueust, 1973.
As full explanations have already been
given in that Statement. T would confine
myself to a few introductory remarks on
some of the important items for which pro-
visions have been sought.

This is the first batch of the Supnle-
mentary Demands for Grants during the
current financial year and the amounts in-
clided therein represent the unavoidahle
minimum additional requirements  which
have arisen after the presentation of the
Budeet Of the additional requirements
of Rs. 13505 crores, Rs. 41.29 crores are
on Revenue Account, Rs. 1.26 crores on
Canital Account and Rs. 88.50 crores for
disbursement of loans and advances.
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Of the total amount of Rs. 135.05 crores,
Rs. 50 crores are for increased assistance
to States—Rs. 40 crores as grants-in-aid
and Rs. 10 crores as loans—for providing
relief and employment opportunities to the
people affected by natural calamities.

The balance of the increase  under
Revenue is mainly on account of increased
expenditure on the Third Asian  Inter-
national Trade Fair, 1972/National Indus-
tries Fair— Rs. 1.28 crores.

The increase of Rs. 3.26 crores on the
Capital side is for making payment in the
form of non-negotiable, non-interest bear-
ing rupse securities to the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development
for maintenance of value of India’s 9%
cubscription funds. The payment has been
necessitated by the revaluation of World
Boank’s holding of Indian currency with the
central rate of Rs. 18.9677 eaual to 1
pound sterling established following the
Smithoonian  Agreement relating to the
currency realignment in December, 1971.

The balance of the additional require-~
ments under Loan and Advances is for loan
assistance to the Government of Bangla
Desh for purchase of two ships from the
Shipning Corporation of India (Rs. 4.50
crores) and for providing technical credits
to the Governments of various countries,
eg. the USSR, certain East European
countries, the Democratic Republic of
Korea. the Sudan and Bansla Desh under
the Trade Agresments entered into with
those Governments (Rs, 74 crores).

A token provision of Rs. 1,000 has been
sousht for meeting expenditure of  the
Committee for standardisation of scales of
pay, allowances and perouisites of  the
officers of the nationalised banks.

Two Approoriations on Revenue Account
are for recurrine advances obtained from
the Contingency Fund of India to meet
exnenditure on a  court decree and on
av.ard against the Government,

The additional  recuirements of Rs.
13505 crares are likelv to be set off to
the extent of Rg 4576 crorec by addi-
tional receints. recoveries. etc. relating to
those Supplementary Demands and the net



