1761 Rice-milling Industry

MOTION RE NOMINATION OF FIVE
MEMBERS TO THE JOINT COM-
MITTEE ON THE PARLIAMENT
(PREVENTION OF DISQUALIFI-

CATION) BILL, 1957

THE MINISTER OF PARLIAMENTARY
AFFAIRS (SHRI SATYA NARAYAN SINHA) :
Sir, I beg to move:

"That this House concurs in the
recommendation of the Lok Sabha that the
Rajya Sabha do appoint five members to
the Joint Committee on the Parliament
(Prevention of Disqualification) Bill, 1957,
in the vacancies caused by the retirement of
Dr. Shrimati Seeta Parmanand, Shri S. D.
Misra, Kazi Karimuddin, Shri C. L. Verma
and Shri H. D. Rajah from the Rajya Sabha
and resolves that the following members of
the Rajya Sabha be nominated to the said
Joint Committee to fill thest vacancies,
namely:

1. Dr. Shrimati Seeta Parma-
nand.
2. Shri Shyam Dhar Misra.
3. Shri H. D. Rajah.
4. Shri Tajamul Husain.
5. Shri Vijay Singh."
MR. CHAIRMAN: The question is:

"That this House concurs in the
recommendation of the Lok Sabha that the
Rajya Sabha do appoint five members to
the Joint Committee on the Parliament
(Prevention of Disqualification) Bill, 1957,
in the vacancies caused by the retirement of
Dr. Shrimati Seeta Parmanand, Shri S. D.
Misra, Kazi Karimuddin Shri C. L. Verma
and Shri H. D! Rajah from the Rajya Sabha
and resolves that the following members of
the Rajya Sabha be nominated to the said
Joint Committee to fill these vacancies,
namely:

1. Dr. Shrimati Seeta Parma-
nand.

2. Shri Shyam Dhar Misra.
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3. Shri H. D. Rajah.

*

4. Shri Tajamul Husain.
5. Shri Vijay Singh." '

The motion was adopted.

THE RICE-MILLING INDUSTRY
(REGULATION) BILL, 1958

THE DEPUTY MINISTER oF FOOD AND
AGRICULTURE (SHRI A. M. THOMAS) :
Sir, I move:

"That the Bill to regulate the rice-
milling industry in the interests of the
general public, as passed by the Lok
Sabha, be taken into consideration."

Sir, this is a very important Bill, but at the
same time, I may say that it is not a complex
one. This Bill was passed by the Lok Sabha in
the form in which it was introduced although
there was detailed consideration of all aspects
of the rice-milling industry as well as that of
the hand-pounding sector. In this hon. House
also, I hope that the debate will take an
identical course and the Bill would be passed
without any change. I have come across only
one or two amendments with which I will deal
at the appropriate stage.

In our economic planning, some positive
steps are being taken to meet situations when
a large-scale industry competes with cottage
industries. The appropriate course
recommended by the Planning Commission
and generally adopted in such situations is to
adopt a common production programme with
the aspect of employment prominently kept in
view. According to the principles laid down
in the First Five Year Plan, the programme of
development of village industries is to be
supported both by specific methods of
assistance as well as by appropriate State
policy. The present Bill now before the
House, I may humbly submit, is a
conscious
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[Shri A. M. Thomas.]
effort meant to encourage the hand-
pounding industry by the State
coming forward and taking such
powers as are granted by this hon.

House, to the

sector.

regulate large-scale

The First Five Year Plan makes special
mention of the rice-pounding industry as
a substantial source of employment. The
Planning Commission has said that in the
interest of rural employment and to
ensure better nutritioa, the Government
should formulate a programme for
replacing the huller type of rice-mills by
organising the hand-pounding of rice. At
the outset I may say that this Bill is for
such legislative sanction as is necessary
to implement some of the decisions taken
by the Government on the
recommendations of the Rice-Milling
Committee appointed by the Food and
Agriculture Ministry. Hon. Members will
recollect that that Report as well as the
decisions of Government thereon were
placed on the Table of the House as far
back as the 13th of August, 1957. I am
not going into the details of that Report,
but I will just mention some of the
recommendations which hav* relevance
to the Bill. They are:

1. The introduction of a system
of licensing for the installing of rice
mills.

2. Each State Government should
draw up a programme for the
development of the hand-pounding
industry and for the elimination of
existing rice mills within a period of
five years.

The Planning Commission also
appointed a committee known as the
Village and Small-scale Industries
Committee, which is better known as
the Karve Committee, to examine and
report on small-scale industries and
village industries in general. They
considered the hand-pounding
industry also. Chapter VI of that
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Report makes special mention of the
hand-pounding industry and deals with
the problems confronting that industry.

Sir, the recommendations of the Karve
Committee differ materially from the
recommendations of the Rice-Milling
Committee in some respects. One
reported in June, 1955, and the other in
October, 1955. Unlike the Rice-Milling
Committee which has failed to take into
consideration the additional production of
paddy the Karve Committee
contemplated that the Five Year Plan
would allow sufficient scope for the
development of the hand-pounding
industry if only restrictions were imposed
on the establishing of new rice mills. It is
true that we have not been able to go to
the full length that the Karve Committee
wants us to go. But all the same, we have
been able to adopt some of the
recommendations of that Committee.

There is practically no difference of
opinion about the desirability of
encouraging the hand-pounding of rice to
the maximum extent possible. But
opinions only differ as to how this is to be
done. The Rice-Milling Committee is of
the opinion that because of the monopoly
procurement that we adopted during the
days of control, and also due to the large-
scale licences issued for the setting up of
rice mills, there has been a set-back to the
hand-pounding sector. But I may submit
that in spite of this competition, which
has been taken note of by the Rice-
Milling Committee, that Committee is of
the opinion that 65 per cent, of the paddy
is still being husked by the hand-
pounding sector. In every main rice-
growing State, such as Bihar, Orissa,
Madhya Pradesh and West Bengal, more
than 70 per cent, is stated to be hand-
pounded at present.

Let us also keep in view the likely
increase in the production. According to
our new targets, we contemplate an
increase in the production of rice to the
extent of 6.'5 million tons. In
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terms of paddy that will come to about
10 million tons so that the paddy
available for hand-pounding is estimated
to be about 35 million tons. At the time
the Committee reported, it was about 25
million tons.

The Government has considered all
aspects of the question. They invited the
views of the State Governments on the
recommendations, and the
recommendations were considered at the
various levels in the Ministry; also the
Planning Commission has considered
them and we have come to certain
decisions, copies of which have been
placed on the Table of the House. The
Village and Small-scale Industries
Committee of the Planning Commission
to which I made reference, in para 105 of
its Report places both the pros and the
cons of the question when it says:

"The case for hand-pounding
usually rests on three principal
arguments: firstly, it gives higher

percentage recovery of rice, secondly, it
provides larger employment per unit of
paddy processed and thirdly, it yields
rice with higher nutritive value. In
favour of rice mills it is generally urged
that they provide a fairly effective
agency for bulk purchasing, bulk
processing and bulk supply of rice; their
cost of processing being lower, they can
supply rice at a lower price which is more
within the means of low income groups;
and they can satisfy the consumer
preference of certain classes of people for
the more polished rice."

Sir, keeping in view all the various
aspects of the question, Government came
to certain decisions and I would invite the
attention of hon. Members to only three
decisions of the Government. One is that
the existing rice mills shellers and hullers
or combined huller-shellers may be allowed
to continue to function. The other is that the
existing rice mills may be permitted to
replace or modernise their equipment,
provided this does not result in substantia]
increase in their present installed
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capacity. The other is that licensing of all
power-driven rice mills should be
introduced and a census of all such mills
should be taken.

Sir, it is true that the hand-pounding
industry, as has been mentioned by the
Rice-Milling Committee, is a type of home
industry which is  a part and parcel of the
village life of the people perfectly suited to
their food habit and has a great socio-
economic value. At the same time we
cannot ignore the fact that the rice mills
have also become an integral part of the
rural economy of the country now.
Regulation is therefore the proper course
and not elimination or absolute ban. At
this stage all that is necessary is to arrange
for the licensing of the existing mills  and
not to grant any more licences unless
absolutely essential.  Sir, the decisions to
which the Government have come to, such
as licensing of rice mills, that no new
mill should be allowed to be set up, that no
expansion of the existing capacity of the
mills should be permitted unless absolutely
necessary, that the existing rice mills may
be permitted to replace or modernise their
equipment provided that this does not
result in any substantial increase in
their present installed capacity and that
the milling of rice should be restricted to
five per cent, removal of bran with a
minimum of three per cent, all these could
not be implemented except by suitable fresh
legislation and it is only with that end in
view, namely, regulation of the existing
mills as well as control over future
expansion, that this legislation has been
brought.

As I have already said, the Bill, though
important, is in a way a simple one. Rice
mills are divided into three broad
categories, defunct rice mills, existing
rice mills and new rice mills. For
establishing a new rice mill or for
reviving a defunct rice mill a parmit
would be necessary and for the grant of a
permit several conditions have been
incorporated in clause 5 of  the
Bill. Complete
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[Shri A. M. Thomas.] investigation would
be made into all .the aspects mentioned in that
clause and all the mills would have to take
licences and if any person or authority
establishes a rice mill without  a permit,
that would be an offence, so also contravention
of the direction to take out a licence. Sir, |
may also submit that in the interest of
uniformity of procedure as well as of
approach to this question the Central
Governme nt has thought it fit to assume
powers and to declare  that Parliament may
enact suitable legislation; yet the intention of
the Government is to delegate these powers
to the various State Governments and the
State Governments would certainly be in a
better position to grant or refuse licences.

Rice-milling Industry

SHRI V. PRASAD RAO (Andhra Pradesh):
Why don't you leave it to the State
Governments to legislate as well?

SHRI A. M. THOMAS: 1 have already
submitted that in the interest of uniformity
this House is legislating but the powers under
this Act would normally be delegated to the
various State Governments. Sir, I move that
the Bill be taken into consideration.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Motion moved:

"That the Bill to regulate the rice-milling
industry in the interests of the general
public, as passed by the Lok Sabha, be
taken into consideration."

SHRI V. PRASAD RAO: Mr. Chair-man,
Sir, I oppose this Bill on more than one basic
cause. The first thing 'that has been suggested
by the hon. Deputy Minister who moved this
Bill is that the intention of the Central
Government is that in practice the authority
would be delegated to the States for the
execution of this measure. Then I do not
understand why only the co-ordination part of
it is not taken up by the Centre. Why does it
not leave ittothe  States
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themselves to come out with the necessary
legislation as far as regulation of rice-milling
is concerned?

If the Centre wants to interfere as far as the
processing of food is concerned, why only rice
is taken up for that purpose? =~ Why have the
other products been left to the States?  If the
Centre wants to take over the whole
processing of food as such, then they would
have to take the cases of wheat, bajra, jowar
and other things also. But they have left out
all these things but taken up only rice and
thus they have given scope for a sort of
propaganda in the rice eating States that the
Centre is discriminating against the rice
cating area of  the South. It is giving grist to
the mill of the Dravida Kazhagam and others.
Such measures—I do not know what the
motive of the Centre might be— certainly give
a handle to those propagandists in  the
South that the Centre is discriminating
against  the rice eaters in that they are not
doing anything  like this with regard to
wheat eaters.

SHRIN. M. LINGAM
What about West Bengal?

(Madras):

SHRI V. PRASAD RAO: That is why it is
discriminating against the rice eaters, I said.
They have got a big grouse against U.P. and
Bihar that as far as their main staple food is
concerned, it has been left untouched but it is
only rice which is their food that is being
dabbled in by the Centre. So I think it would
have been best for the Centre to take up only
the co-ordination aspect of this problem and
leave the rest to the States as far as concrete
and detailed legislation is concerned.

Now, the States, as they are, are nothing
but glorified district boards or local
authorities but still more and more powers are
being taken by the Centre at the expense of
the States. They are taking more and more
power into their own hand* making the States
only glorified' district boards
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and it is from that point of view .that I say
that this is best left to the States themselves.

About the merits of the Bill itself, the hon.
Minister perhaps expects that people eat
not food but  food values. When he talks of
rice being .more nutritious if it is hand-pound-
ed, does he mean to say that  the people take
not food but food values? Sir, it is better that
the Government do not dabble in such things as
the food habits of the people. Of course, they
can do propaganda that such and such food has
got more nutritive value and so on, but you
cannot change the food habits of the people by

mere legislation. =~ We call ourselves a
democratic set-up and of course
members from  the other side are
very  cociferous, conde

mning methods  of  totalitarianism  but
here they come out with a
legislation to say that people must eat
only hand-pounded rice because it is more
nutritious.  Of course, 1 do not deny the
fact that hand-pounded rice is more nutritious
but  that does not mean you can force people
to take only a particular brand of rice, a
particular type of rice and not to take polished
rice. The food habits of the people can be
changed only by persuasion, only by
propaganda but certainly not by such measures
as the so-called regulation of rice-milling.
That is why I think the State Governments who
are in the better know of local food habits
would be the best people to legislate as far
as  food processing or the rice-milling indus-
try is concerned. Here you want to dictate to
the people that they must take only hand-
pounded rice or rice that is polished to a
specified extent and not other kinds of rice.
This is not the thing that is going to convince
the people and it is only by persuasion and
propaganda that you can get things done, not
by such measures.

Then this Bill has utterly ignored the
existing state of the rice-milling industry; it
has  merely depended
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upon some reports of certain committees
that were appointed by ~ the Centre. They

want every rice-miller, small or big—here I
am not holding any brief for rice-millers as
such—to come to the Centre to take out  the
licence or permit for every new mill to be set
up or for the existing mill also. Is the
hon. Deputy Minister aware that almost
in every village in the delta area of Andhra
Pradesh there is a rice mill, but no rice mill of
the huge type, of the huller-sheller type, which
is not using more than 3 to 5 h.p.?  You want
these people to go and apply to the Central
Government. [ have very carefully observed
the provision.  The application must be sent
to the Central Government, not even to the
licensing authority. Here in clause 5 it has
been mentioned: "Any person or authority
may make an application to the Central
Government for  the grant of  a permit
for the establishment of a new rice mill... "
As such if a petty trader or some fellow
wants a  rice mill to be established in his
village he has to apply to the Central Gov-
ernment and go through all this red tape so
that a small type of huller-sheller  type
rice mill may be established.

SHri P. D. HIMATSINGKA (West
Bengal): What about clause 19 which gives
power to delegate.

SHRI V. PRASAD RAO: 1 perfectly
understand that it can be delegated. As far as
application is concerned, it must be to the
Central Government.

[MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN in the Chair] As far
as renewal of the licence and some other thing
is concerned, of course it may go to the State
Government as such. I do not think that it is a
correct thing that if one wants to establish a
small mill of the huller-sheller type, one
should approach the Central Government.
And there is regular process that is prescribed.
A survey will be conducted. There also, the
local food habits of the people are never the
consideration. Here there are about six-
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[Shri V. Prasad Rao.] factors that have
to be taken into consideration before the
issue of a permit, that is, the number of
rice mills operating in the locality; the
availability of paddy in the locality, the
availability of power and water supply for
the rice mill; whether it should be of the
huller type, sheller type, etc. etc.,
Therefore, actually the food habits of the
people of the local population are not a
consideration at all. Even while imposing
the restrictions also nowhere the food
habits of a particular type of people that
are there are taken into consideration. In
the South, mostly the people eat rice.
There are different kinds. People in
Andhra take raw rice; in Tamil Nad, they
eat boiled rice; in Kerala also they eat
boiled rice. When we are licensing these
things, we must also take into con-
sideration whether the people are
accustomed to eat boiled rice or raw rice
or whether they are accustomed to eat
polished rice. It is not always the rich
people who take polished rice. It is
according to the custom in that area. In
some villages in Andhra 1 know
definitely that even the poorer class eat
highly polished rice. There we cannot
impose a restriction that local mill must
produce only that variety of rice, that is,
the raw rice which should be consumed.
Yoj cannot force the people like that. So,
I think the magnitude of this is not
properly considered by the Centre, when
they have said that they must apply to the
Centre. And the Centre has to take these
things into account and also what the
food habits are of the local people.

Another point which I want to say
is that no provision has been made
as far as leasing of these rice mills is
concerned. If one has got any touch
with the rice-mill industry, it is
not the rice mill owner that is
actually running the mill. If we take
Andhra Pradesh, it is one of the
biggest producers of rice. There
usually 80 per cent, of the rice mills
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are run not by the owners themselves
but actually by the some of the con
tractors. But here there is no
specific provision in the whole of the
Bill, for putting it into a particular
form for regularisation of these con
tracts. I have studied the whole Bill
carefully and 1 do not find any pro
vision made for regularisation of those
contracts as such. I am not against
hand pounding at all. But that is not
the point there at all. I am not against
the introduction of hand pounding at
all. We can encourage hand-pound
ing, but the Central Government
which is not able to take power in its
hands for implementing land reforms
comes out with a measure to take up
the question of rice-milling industry.
What has promoted them to bring
this measure, while more important
than that, for food production, the
land reform is being left in the hands
of the States? I do not understand
this.

Another point which I want to mention
here is that the Government has come out
with thefiflBuse th,t we have made so
many exemptions. Under clause 18 we
can exempt any particular type of rice
mill coming under the mischief of this
Bill. Sos huller-sheller type or small types
could be exempted. Instead of that they
should have specifically mentioned that
mills that are being run with less than a
particular power, say, for instance, 5 h.p.,
will not come under thennsCta*”, of this
Bill at all. Then, thousands of people who
are running small mills would have been
saved all this trouble.

Finally, the object with which this Bill
has been brought forward will not be
achieved by this sort of measure at all. If
it is the intention of the Central
Government to  encourage  hand-
pounding, that will not be done by
bringing a measure of this sort, because
the Government is not aware that even
workers in the Villages are not doing
hand-pounding. But they are taking the
paddy or whatever



1773

they are getting in kind, to the local mill
which is readily available and they are
getting it husked there. If the Government
is thinking that 60 per cent, of the people
are taking hand-pounded rice, I am afraid
that this state of affairs is not correct, at
least as far as my State is concerned.
Nearly 65 per cent, of the rice produced
he claims to be hand-pounded rice. I am
afraid it is not the state of things, that is,
there in Andhra or in the erstwhile State
of Hyderabad, as far as I know, because
there 80 to 85 per cent, of the rice is
husked through either big mills or small
mills. That is the fact as far as Andhra
Pradesh is concerned, whatever the Karve
Committee Report might say. I come from
an area where rice is produced. I know the
whole delta district very mwell. If you
want I can give the statistics regarding the
mills there, the total production capacity,
the mills that are there in the delta district,
how much work they have done and all
these things. And if you compare it with
the production it will be plain that 80 to
85 per cent, of the rice that is produced is
husked through these mills, not by hand-
pounding at all. T do not know about
Bihar, but as far as Andhra Pradesh is
concerned, the contention that 65 per cent,
of milling is done by hand-pounding is
not at all correct. It is not a fact at least as
far as Andhra Pradesh is concerned. In
view of these peculiarities, in view of the
different conditions obtaining in different
areas, it would have been best if this
measure had been left in the hands of the
State Governments, instead of the Centre
taking it up. So, even at this late stage I
urge upon the Ministry to reconsider the
decision, to seriously consider all the
implications of this measure, to see also
what sort of reactions it is going to have
on the rice eating people etc. Even at this
late stage I urge upon them either to
abandon this measure or at least circulate
it to all the States to ascertain their
opinion.

ot Fmetraw wwmer (A
Mg Igadie S, 3w fEaaw
F1 3@ FY A FF A0 a1 gAT T E,

Rice-milling Industry,! 7 MAY 1958 ]

(Regulation) Bill, 1958 1774

HIAT Some thing is better than nothing,
HOTA F1% &7 ATET FT F@r—34t
o A U FEET WEIWA FEA
WAATAE | AT I | 977, 3
#1 AT ag & fF ower aw wraror
SHAT F FE AT & HWIT WHTT
ST & FTHT FT FATH 45T 11 2, IAA
gurdr avwre ot faand & w7 Far
g Iaa1 wrag felt o we F faard
&I FAT | W 3fEn, g8y § o
FEd 47 T §AT AT | I G
HEA 9T W A qg ATT HAT T AY
fe &% wrzw fase F1uw @ & o2
T 333 o o & —

“The introduction of rice mills of
the huller type greatly diminished
this employment and was also waste-
ful in various ways. It appears to
us that in the interest of rural
employment and {o ensure better
nutrition, the Government should
now formulate a programme for
replacing the huller type of rice
mills by organised hand-pounding
of rice.”

This was in 1952—Huller type of
mills should be replaced by hand-

pounding organisations. IH% 37T 47 Z[T,
& WAL, LAY HT OF FHE F1w gé-
~7rga fafean w9# , 39 swdrar o
g o reuy ¥ W eus § WA
F1 GR. ga7 s waife F1 99 ar
w7 &, e wm s2ys F uf @A § 1
fa= o9 9T WY T & ) UF aar
HTT AT qorgdl 7 §, SN LU A
AHT T % F: AT A1 A0 31 T8 | 7Y,
ffz @ ad & arg ot v g wWr &, w4
g fafaer 82T &1 #1€ fawifor o
# oy & 7 AE 0w OFE wEE
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[#fr Tgaraias Ao
# wré fawrfor art o § 7 A€
TAAHE FT WA AT G.R. § @
WOqH AE A AE WWT 9T W@y
g st fF & sowr a@eam | Wy
ey, famfor ag & =9 +3E0 H—

“No licenses for new rice mills or rice
milling in combined mills should be

granted”. UF 92 § | WA TE @
“Immediate  action should be
taken to eliminate small huller
machines operated with one or
two hullers”., qEt & qT wEET
FerIfest & | o e wae Far-
frar 77 & T #9% Zrey ¥ Wit &1 a2
FT AT AMRA | A AT AT FT
7 w=few ? “Of the mills

the most serious menace to the hand-
pounding industry is the small huller
machine which operates in the villages
in front of the labourers’ homes”.

gAL TR AT WEAE UF Oy
£ ot = T & qgw qwar § it
ITXT FAT 200 TF § AT AT 37
e | 3% foag o faer otmar €
Wt AT AT AT FY AT TS ¥ FH
g & 71 q@ gAY WA TG ATA |
TS FAT (T FT FE9 AR afgAy
FT T & TF W | G TR
7z &1 @ & fr s o fdt gt
afer am F2a & at 399 e s
™ ¥ fraerar €, 39 2E9 W &
SHF qHFAA qAq 9 A FA -
AATE | :
Surr V. PRASAD RAO: What about
the rice bran you get?

Surr DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:

g @t W@ SmEr & | I am
ceming to that. Recovery of rice from
paddy by huller type of machine is

10 per cent. Yess. g §F FgAT 2
aOd WA Y WY W T®
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q THO A R E | T S W
foerar =ifegd 1 ag ww Grperar &
AR ZZaTaga § | I A A@ A g
TR AT Haf AT TEAT TE {1 FAEY
!ﬁ'&‘ﬁiﬁ'mfﬂmglmrhalisthc
greatest menace.” O & ag At
Fgr T g R feus & fawmAw X
qEH T #A gET Y A AW A=
FT &A1 =1fed, ag fawifor § w93 &
forea w1k 2@ fawr % #1§ @ a8
fmrmar &1

Y AR FEA A F g A
foex & wh & 72 o7 & fr ood oF
gfaza o1 %1% qarw 8 § wifs o
off 3 & &4 THT G4 g F 2 oIl §
s it & adr Aqfewsr & 3w =)
TF AL R AL WE A A FY T@—r
FHAT &, UTH ¥ @A A9 § AAY
qYF T & FG1 GT— G qFE
T T AT AT T A A A
& 7 ATF AT TEAT ATEATE |

Surr V., PRASAD RAO: I said about
the delta districts of Andhra.

o JAHrARA ATCAY - A7 e,
o & fage & o @ g & F4y
aﬁﬁérmﬁ:gm.Wﬁm
FAT YL THT | TW T HrE AT A=
71 & fara ¥y v rEE W,
wEl vo ZHT ¥ W & w2 Wy Ay,
et gE—arsfen § W W W A
# agT ¥ Wl § o, s WX & THT
T g9 & 5 ot § ) Wi ag
e o gl g% {faew aww wmE,
g &% 78 & | a9 a1 3z & fF g
T o WY T g H S AT
ST § IR & &Y qar w@w fo g
qrsfeT & 9o W Y G afzd W)
g A 9T @ F
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% WA Hewd  {a dfgd & € |

(Interruption.)

(A Zm< qem TE@W WY AED
gafed e q gL STHT FH TG AL
AT § 97 77 97 F WA AW |

The DEPUTY MINISTER of
EXTERNAL AFFAIRS (SHRIMATI
Lagsavi Mexown): Is there any corre~
lation between the eduication of women
and hand-pounding?

' FAWIAAA ATO@Y ;. Why not?
IS 73 8T & 3, T 4 v Al a,
ST &7 TR § A gE §, (3 W ¥
¢ 7™ O fa=ar € 9 559 7 wwAr
AT FT TEE | 0 T afgw g oy
¥ gowa § 6T A9 T 9 fadr
avg & W arET wagw w1 Ag SEr
arget € 1 Y afew it e gy o
df | e adt qeft @nft afz & afw
T Y 71| afZAT BT AT TG T FE
FW AT FAIR &, § I FT 47
7 afgd 74 o § @ F7 T
a1 Sita9 faTE #5799 )

E a1 9 faaer e & o
are & 43 wrd waw w9 A faw fa,
I gad fow s uw Am@ g
FH A EE | AT N w G g
w1 At afz gagers saw oA %
at 90 28 71| afzal w1 7% a7 fqer
ST | WIS ARTL FT AT A §, a2
A AT TR & F | W qIE 7= Ay
a1 26 5 gwre e svee &
argd FYTHT AY AR GIgE 7 Fav 47
f facfrr dwadta diomr & fao zor
TEHATAHE FT EME o #TA 9T WX
wH a7 qfene feard & & fF 0z oz
&4 @@ T W 9g G 97 79, 47
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Zrea AwTa A g aw A & | R
FER AT §R AT ¥ U U9 L8 A
afgAt #1 faar @i @dam, 99 SUN ¥
faw & wf wwwen & oy w9 G
I @ E u dmarsfer g aw &
HTT FIA F1 F A AR E 7

wh oA A% Ay Fan g F
fah oramie & s famd aem §
7% AT 72 2 | T6A el | §—
ST &9 wfr sy o B ey faer &
AT Arae € & fower 98 @war
forar f g oafer & g 3—2s-
qrafe & faadt vo ¥ w3 79z A%
2 9 faelt #r foardy &= & vo T4
TF & AMT 3 ¥ ¢ 9 9% W&l
ferardt s & smown fradt & 1 5w
feama & wo 3 drwor fael W O2Y
frfam == s v e § W afx
THH! ET F T2 7 9 A fa fowady
H 1§ W AT 29 S qg A |
TS WY ATET § Y AW A AT
HAT 1 & | WY qg AIE 97 9| 29
ATAA HT AT g1 AT AT AR 3¢ AT
T F g 24, 1§, A8 AT A
AT FTAT TIT W T AT WGTE
FUOE TT4 ATAWT &7 a99 &1 TOEA ¢
wH uwaradz & fgam & #fad,
A T ¥ wfas S« g9 WA g
w feam & ¥fad, o dioy afers
F fzama & om0 ¥w @eq & ) Sfzaw
FATLH LT q T O T A2
g | =TT fieee AwE a9 E )
& fom w9 § aa€ § #vq fafre 4,
a1 3 a7 g fwrem g v B
A giferesa & AT gweed # 29-
qrI¥T 7O FT ITART (4T F17 | A1
WY §7HIT F g ama F Ao fear § fw
& ® AW fAu w7 A ®
gz, grzar i< fafrzdr 4 fag E2-
QI EE-TIET FT ITAMT FEAT F1A | AL
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[#r Zasdrea arg )
gr-argFT-uRT AW AAA-TF §, A1
faifon &, 3 g 7@ & o< ey arfiofarn
o fafrr g a @y e 9@ § 1 ey
9@z f47irsa (Thiomine) T4 &
B, Lo A WEA & o qifeten
9@ gmr 8, Wk oz T= @Y
IR gT9aw A @ WIS | 93
H o oF ara & fr wifeee wew ot
whz feard &ar & ag e oo an
FF & IAAT qA F T AT AT ALY
A g aer @ A N g g
ST §

Surt V. PRASAD RAO: More food
value is retained.

Surt DEOKINANDAN NARAYAN:
What is more and what is less is a
-different thing, my friend.

I At gy gar & froae
FHfee g a7 €7 avg ¥ 9 A9
o fawfer #3 @ € sv o A
FFTea 77 § fo dae & e 7 frd
& o ot vt Y & amt A afeet &
&9 § 77 Tt FET A f |

R F w1 woew 73 § R w
fet fremre & 3@ &Y o fawr & &Y
qrg a1d gAr o | 9 9 a7
ot f& gax ey & @Y fa=wr § s
fasgw awx &7 v fad | S f P
o oo 977 7 9 & w7 FrwmaT Qeus
¥ TgF 77 & T AfEd 9 | 9wy A
A g 1 A7 T Y g | T ™
& & T & W I A H E AT
wifgd a1 | 7ot a7 faew A1 2 5
¥ faw # fomr gun & & ‘e
wAGEETTHZ g g1 ar 4t faw A
T 74 a7 | fggEaw 7 -
Eoaw wgeearade’ fFY w5 &, 43
qq www F A T 9 AR 58
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qg A IEE A W fear & WY
gozqrfer &t ad g g F soa
g aRzr afaw famar € wi fasw
| YA-UTHTIAE q3497 & A | AWH
W owwa & W oww A

—I mean Clause 5 sub-clause 4(e)-—
“whether the functioning of the rice
mill in respect of which a permit is
applied for would cause substantial
unemployment in  the locality”

FT 0 qFgALE |

& wmd s wrgar § 5 oge
ZreT At &t gt et it  fr o
g G gHa fF gen fane wAHETy-
He v g1 gt § W A9 gr awr § )
T faq & 7z #gm & ‘wewfoae’
7z 3aq 4 freere &fsd (| feelt ag
Y FRUFEAEHE T ggar gy avgw
7€ wefiAT Y gomaa 7 3 fad

T q77E & WA OF AT A TR
forr &Y 41 & fo tgf T w1 a1 @2
#1 qg wraw 2ar g1 f&  “Ensuring
adequate supplies” &7 @t € aT
Emergency ¥ a@ @ A1 IF
o A g, A1 5T 94 § oW A
vz gEnd @ g, Ay 34
FET TEN £ | T A W a7 @
T @ 8 Ty W AW T 6
gt sy et et wfeETe FE
afsd forey wfes & sfaw awi &1
e B, wiww ¥ wfes T A
T 1 A wfws ¥ ufyF T
wrorg & far 1, & & g frear @)

T a1y & WOR TF FEAT qTRAT
Z fF %2ve & ww 7 ag 7w faedi A
drard aft | w1 ¥ qg Fzasfew
e & wiuw 6 37 7 gaT 91, 9
FEA F IAW |, IN A% AHEST F
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gaH #, aga @ 4T a9 g€ o
et oY AR aga qg 08 | IW AW
ff O swI 4, @ Ffgwam 9, oF
faaram 4, SF gATR T ¥ S
77 ¥ urew fafaees, @c o dio
UATEETHl @A | 3RiA 99
AT A ZEARIT H gALHAL AT
a7 T N fad am owe d 470
g fedlY ®r somww @ |/ O4

All the mills were banneqd by Sir C. P.

Ramaswamy Iyer. &dif§ & s
& fif o 7 smoeaEAe fea a3 |
& oA & i =maw @7 e a9 &
gwar &1 AR A e W
FogEAI T |

gifax & & w9y Fg % ag a9
WIS Y G &1 & qERE g ST
&7 U I 97 FL AT IRAT§ ¢

[ 7MAY 1958 ]

"Rice mills are * menacingly spreading
fast, extending throughout the province an
unholy alliance with malaria and other flag-
bearers of death, robbing the whole people
of its vitality through a constant weakening
of its nourishment.

Rice has been our staple food from
which we have, for generations, received a
great part of our health, strength, energy
and intelligence. But, curiously enough,
especially among the upper class of our
community, a fatal epidemic of foolishness
has become prevalent which allows this
principal foodstuffs of ours to be depleted
of its precious nourishing element."

g HAF drEAra MR [ g
& faun & 0wy T¥ ofgd forar a7
I |y a8 a1F I & a9 § faah

f& 3@ aFa AT

woET 9ar e fF s ge-meien
FT Y wegEd § 9 faw frgeam & A
§ oy o W & 1 3w e @—W
g ¥ {8¥z ¥ AT &y I I

21 RSD—4.
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grft—aferar & wwew srgafer W

[ UF FT6a g4 4t /I 398 ag
9T ZHT T @

(Time bell rings.)

"Educated women and women in the
higher income group should set an example
by eating brown rice. The growing fashion
of eating highly-polished white rice in
preference to unpolished brown, created
serious problems of dietetic deficiency."

ug weaTa it #7 & w7 afgei
T F%A § g 79 afgd 9 gov ar |
73 9 W faw 1 W & amend
AAUEATAHE FH FA, WX FAA
3FW AN Foary § gz-qrefew av
TATIWHE AT, IR AT, Ig AW
aaw # 7@ v, &% an faw w ogE
¥ wfat % qq1 & 7@ FE TG v
qA1 fF @R U ¥ WACEwEAE
AT, %< @3 MY PAWAZ GFTIRE |
WTuTE A1 fAew 7 AT T wEA
& ATT ATgAT, 7 WA 4% AT wredtEm
wfEaT & 9T &1 9T @ar ) s
w1 3 fF fer g & srfeedd @z
far &eT % 1 37 Feme & o7z Engy

W HT AT ROTRT Faeg A & a5 wo

47, TZ AT 741 Fopat | gUAT ey &y
o FA FIT AL AL AT §g fong
w7 & gar fae & @« & e,
ag oI 741 fawam, & & 73Y g fe
AT AATFATIRE & &1¢ q 39 famr &
AT darar dar fEar 7 gt sy
ar w1 o ar #r forwdr oA Fe-
orfen &1 Ay o ? ogwife
ved faega & 3 7 & @ av e
uTe WA AFALaT e §, 33 #her
FLAT g §, W AT 1 & g e
TE FE AvG AHAC AT AT A%
fai #1 gomew W AdF & amad,
qq & 9% 99 AT T | A A
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[+fr ZaFmaa arazge)

A FTH ENT &, T4T § qgi /T,
qe dAT fE AT e & w3 40 6
“Some thing is better than nothing” 3T
fogra & & 54 WX FWIE | 98T TF
g oA §, Wat A% ag TEAar §, A
T W EEHT T FATE | T AR
¥ w0 wrdar & fewmw feer g &
afea, foe fasraaT §—wgreaT et
# grg dfoa, ifF AT T E
T & AT g Wigdl T A9wT T
FF1 937 g §—%, dar fr &7
TeRs AT FY ATy w4, v -
argm i Y Ly aferrfes Aua A FET
gt 4 IO a1a Y, § g9 4 qIAI
FT IETFL0 2 FHa1 §, G AT 43
redt § W ' & amfes Jag
7% 9Ted & fF smosearadz 1 farg
#, wfys wmaer &1 93059 A fic &
W Jfea 1 famz &, Fr-mefeT H1
ZW 77 9@ ¥ IAuw AT TfEg WK
97 IFFA F1 fATg 7 & ATAT FIAT §
fis wit mgET sr Fam AT AT F W1 &,
9T TeY {1 T8 wfaF ITA F SATTH
fa=r =T T FHrfarar FIT )

1 P.M.
MESSAGE FROM THE LOK SABHA
THE GIFT-TAX BILL, 1958

SECRETARY: Sir, I have to report to the

2. The Speaker has certified that this Bill
is* a Money Bill within the meaning of
article 110 of the Constitution of India."

Sir, I lay the Bill on the Table.

MRr. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The House
now stands adjourned till 2.30
P.M.

The House then adjourned for
lunch at one minute past one of the
clock.

The House reassembled after lunch at half
past two of the clock, MR. DEPUTY CHAIRMAN
in the Chair.

THE RICE-MILLING INDUSTRY

(REGULATION) BILL, 1958—con-
tinued

P olad Gelland e

€ oty GRS e 1 (P
Aol S s CT 5 it &
o Saie Gald £ Wl o8 e
g yae - & Gl L 4o
o Byl Shan _pally & U5 Ukggpan
S alap WS Wl 5 S Y
ot bl Sy e amed £l D
A B & B S s K5y o8 )
IR B Y YV RUSCSEN R R VLY W |
) eitamd O et £

House the following message received from l,.b e Sl 'J.J ¥ u’}i ’S i)

the Lok Sabha, signed by the Secretary of the — & dala K U"’ &5 Ve
Lok Sabha:

"In accordance with the provisions of
Rule 96 of the Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in Lok Sabha, I am
directed to enclose herewith a copy of the
Gift-tax Bill, 1958, as passed by Lok Sabha
at its sitting held on the 6th May, 1958.

"On the one hand, the hand-pounding
industry gets reasonable facilities for
development and employment is provided
for the rural population, on the other,
requisite facilities for conversion of paddy
into rice are not curtailed,."



