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*216 [The questioner (Shri Bhola Prasad)
was absent For ansuer, vide cols 37-38 1nfra)
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t1 [“MiILk FOorR MILLIONS’’ SCHEME

= %217, SHRI LAL K ADVANI:
SHRIMATI LAKSHMI KUMARI
CHUNDAWAT :t
Will the Minster of AGRICULTURE be
pleased to state :
(a) what are the detailed outlnes of the

{ RAJYA SABHA }

+The question was actually asked on the
floor ot the House by Shrimati Lakshmu
Kumart Chundawat.

t1[ 1 English translation.

to Questions 28

Five Year Project entitled “Mlk for Milhions™
costing rupees 193 crores and prepared by the
Commuttee of the United Nations Oi1gamsation
for supplying cheap mulk, 1n Delhi, Bombay
Madras and Calcutta; and

(b) what s the reaction of Government
1n this regard 7}

FT weraa # weg me (Sio AT
fag) : (F) aa1 (@) Q@ w5 JAEAHQ
fatsaa =7 & af@@tsar g faqoT qar
3% fawra & gvavy ¥ g S WrUTYOE:
AT F1 F Ar7 ¥ ofgg § AT S
frzg @@ gwa & aggm § W@
FIHTT T F& FFar sr wr 1 33 9
AT F fAEgT wAX@T Y ATAT TF Al
gt g 9T @ fagr qar & [fex
qfefiree LXXX , wgax dear 26

1{THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE (PROF,
SHER SINGH): (a) and (b) The nfor-
mation sought 1s evidently m respect of the
Project Milk Marketing and Dairy Develop-
ment commonly known as Operation Flood
being undertaken by Government of Indiain
cooperation with the World Food Programme.
A note giving the detailled outlines of the
Project 1s laid on the Table of the Sabha
{See Appendix LXXX  Annexure No. 26))

ot TN IW ¢ A, A8 FIOEAT
S 758 §e aMATIoaT §  fRent i
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t[ ] Enghsh translation.
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it g T IR FA g 0%
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%218, [The questiones (Sarvashry Sundar Mani

Patel, Lokanath Misra, K. C. Panda and Chandra-
mouli Fagarlamudi) were absent. For answer, V1de
cols. 38 infra) -

*219.

was absent.

#9920, [The questioner (Shri F. P. Yadav)
was absent. For answer vide col. 40 infra]

%221, [The questioner (Shri Sitaram Kesri)
was absent. For answer, vide col. 40 infra]

[The questioner (Shri Kalyan Roy)
For answer, vide col. 39 infra)

%092, [ The questioner (Shri Yogendra Sharma)
was absent. For answer, vide col. 41 infra]
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[ 17 MAY 1972 ]

+ The question was actually asked on the
floor of the House by Shri Jagdish Prasad
Mathur.

to Questtons 30

1970-71 a7 1971-72 & fay 174 &1
ooq ar Ag) fFar g ; v

(w) =afz gr, a1 awwrT g7 AT fAat
F avay § FgT FIW aar?f F1 fg=re
TEar g ?

T[FINANCIAL POSITION OF SUGAR MILLs IN
Mabuva PraDesu

* 223. SHR1 JAGDISH PRASAD
MATHUR :f
SHRI V. K. SAKHALECHA : -

Will the Minister of AGRICULTURE
be pleased to statc :

(a) whether it isa fact that the financial
position of sugar mills in Madhya Pradesh is
awfully bad;

(b) whether it is also a fact that some of
the mills in Madhya Pradesh have not so far

paid the price of Sugar-cane to the growers for
the years 1970-71 and 1971-72 , and

(c) if so, what steps Government propose
to take in regard to these sugar mills ? ]

THE MINISTER OF STATE IN THE
MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE (PROF.
SHER SINGH) : (a) No Sir.

(b) There are practically no arrearson
account of cane purchased during 1970-71
season. Even for 1971-72 only a small amount
of about Rs. 1.30 lakhs remains to be paid,
against the total cane price of about Rs. 154.0
lakhs for the cane purchased during this year.

(c) Revenue recovery certificates would be
issued by the State Government, wherever
necessary.

§ [#fw weama & wem we (o
W fag) : (F) Srag

(@) 1970-71 wrgw F ST |
TQ I FY AEGT: FIS AR FFEAT AL
g 197172 & fau A FEw a@Tww
1.30 @@ & #1 M- fFr &7 -
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AT AT |

t{ ]English translation.
81 1Hindi translation.



