RAJYA SABHA [24 July, 2003]

&t Tvmefa: 9T @ ™™

SHRI SHANKAR ROY CHOWDHURY: | would like to know from the

hon. Minister whether the trade agreement that we are working out with

. Bangladesh is contingent on reciprocal undertaking by bangladesh to
allow free transit of Indian goods through Bangladesh to the North East.

SHRI YASHWANT SINHA: it is not contingent on transit and
transhipment. But this is an issue that we have raised with
Bangladesh right from the beginning. There are agreements between
India and Bangladesh entered into in 1972, reiterated in 1873,
reiterated in 1980, reiterated in 1937 and 1999 where they have
agreed to give us transit and transhipment rights. But the transit
and transhipment right, as the hon. House might be aware, is mainly
through the inland water route. So far as railway and road transits
are concerned, Bangladesh's point has been that ii is not fit enough
or strong enough or adequate enough to be able to take the icad of
the transit of goods which will move from one part of India to another.
This is something that we are continually discussing with them. The
reply to the ¢i'estion is the two are not contingent on each other.
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(1) @ Ofe =1 fea-fea il & 33yt faafE e o ao e Wi &
W= foran ufer =1 faawor fear man?
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Collection from cess on sugar

+*62. SHRIRAM JETHMALANI: 11
SHRI LAJPAT RAL:

Wiil the Minister of CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC
DISTRIBUTION be pleased to state:

tOriginal notice of the gquestion was received in Hindi.
11The question was actually asked on the floor of the House by Shri Ram Jethmalani.
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(a) whether it is a fact that the Comptreolier and Auditor General of
India has in his recent report expressed concern over the misutilisation
of funds collected through the cess being charged on sugar at the rate
of Rs. 14 per quintal;

{b) if so, the details thereof:
{c) the totai amount deposited in this fund till March, 2003; and

(d) the Heads under which this amount has been distributed
alognwith the amount distributed under each Head?

THE MINISTER OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC
DISTRIBUTION (SHRI SHARAD YADAV): (a) to (d) A Statement is laid
on the Table of the House.

Statement

In the-Comptrolier & Auditor General of India's Report No. 2 of
2002 (Civil}, in Chapter I, concern was, inter-alia, indicated in respect
of the ..lov and meagre disbursals from the Sugar Development Fund,

The total amount of cess transferred and deposited in the Sugar
Development Fund, as on 31st March, 2003, was Rs. 2826.00 crores.
An amount of Rs. 781.42 crores on account of repayment of loan, as
principal, and interest had also been deposited in the Fund up to 31st
March, 2003. The amounts disbursed, head-wise, from the Fund, upto
31st March, 2003, are as follows:—

{Rs. in crores)

Head Amount

Subsidy for maintenance of Butfer Stock of Sugar 469.00
Grant-in-Aid for Research Schemes aimed at development 21.43
of Sugar industry

Loans to Sugar Mills for Cane Development Schemes 464,87
Loans for Modernization/Rehabilitation of Sugar Mills 1208.02
Administration of Sugar Development Fund 37.98
Expenditure on National Institute of Sugarcane and 15.32
Sugar Technology

TortaL 2216.62
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SHRI RAM JETHMALAN! Mr. Chairman, | must say that after
reading the answer to this question, ! am a litlle dismayed.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Then why did you read it?

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: There seems to be total chaos in the
Ministry. They do not even understand the purpose of the Act that is
being administered. The Sugar Development Act of 1982 has twin
objects. its first object is to give loan for modernisation of bad units and
the second object is to do research to bring the latest technology in
sugar production. They have given loans to sugar magnates for running
their day-to-day business. | find from the answer that Rs. 464 crores
have been disbursed under this Head. This is criminal breach of trust.
Those who have advanced these loans must be prosecuted under the
Prevention of Corruption Act, Secondly, look at the research. Out of
Rs. 3,000 crores that they have got from the taxpayers and the poor
consumers, they have spent only Rs. 21 crores on research. The C&AG
has disclosed that out of 21 projects for which this amount has been
given, only four projects have been completed. So far as the remaining
projects are concerned, | do not know where the monies have gone. |
would like to know from the Minister whether there is any supervision
over the expenditure of these funds or not. It shows that there is totai
chaos.

#ft W 9z |AvTafa S, SeFer! St X S qw @ § F 39T 9 o fawme
? wara ¢ ) WE PR SAETTHE BS 1982-83 H SR | o747 | UHeBUH & qU
AY 3451 FHAT FIC 775 TN &1 799 § wgg fafred ¥ goa 2826 w3% T9Q
T 1 st | g femad firan 3, ffvma IRl Sorert A A wm d e
frad w #m &, # ot dgm W AwE F 19 v ) -3 vaew o1 3 e
F-F @& | TR R 2,216 FOE T Feawd w1 fgm o } ) ot @R E
w1 wE 79 TR ThEAgIvE ' amt 3 frm & S srem-sem dgm €
B Tk § warn wen ¥ fR-subsidy for maintenance of buffer stock of
Sugar-anft gt 2w & fam wx w1 wfifeafa o &, Wew Y.

sft wwmafy: 7¢ 9w foran yen ¥, S0 g fermn oy

SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: | think the hon. Minister should make a
promise that he will meet me, and | will discuss this problem with him. It
is too complex for him.
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it WE qrea; Tdeg, # ure € fE Souer st rad g9 g s wed #
A = B IFET &, a8 TEH H) ot €1 =ifen wifE Seuert st & aus aw
St ) Ty e ¥ S A ¥, o fam

ot wvrafa: Srewemt St @ B # R w9 W ST S wEg @

st E AR TEN WIEARSYH W, 799 i Taerade W R, o frad
= &, 3§ loans for modernization/rehabilitation % fo ¥ afr apdt-andi
AT GEA € 412 FIE TG 61 Q08 20 G 2 F] 99 ©h THT T
¥ 13 wrd S & | 79 9Ua TR TG 1300 HT €9d w2 § 1 5 Fogawiz w1 Amen
¥, 30 day & ot F voa A% ¥ e @t qw ° o ofifeafa & soefifefad w2
T wrms fFamm s A thw afftnaft amd e @ & o
ot 3 IR F@ ) 3 9 FW & 7 g A IR et f fow we @ 9l e
% wftfeafa wus gt &, 3o o7 97 we Tl ¥ @ 71 v vt oftfafs @ fRae
# aga fegwa g | FfrEa a1 w et Dfaeftn & amee F w97 favm # o fat
QA wifin w vt 9 ) S FQ w1 T =1 ¥

SHRI RAM JETHMALANLI: Sir, my second supplementary is this.
Will the hon. Minister give an assurance to this House that he would
look into the CAG's allegation that Rs. 230.15 crores have been given
for ordinary day-to-day business that is purchasing our seed, purchasing
our pesticide, which is totally contrary to the provisions of the Act? It is
prohibited in the Act. Will somebody look into these disbursements and
see to it that these loans are recovered back from those persons to
whom these have been given? Let him at least give this assurance.

sit YA grem: TvTfa aEE, 3 ues 6 v favan & v fem b w w
% e s | W w2 N @t S A w5 © e SR wa gh
<=t v Fwf T femn S ¥, 959 dey F # wEen W € @ onew u S g
- ¥

sit T Jawer: Wheet Hi e aga g 8, o i R wga uet g T
&, 3 dige 3 foen a1, o ©w '™ # fog fom ¥ L (o)., 3R e
FETS A6 w5 A # T faan | v L (smaem). .

sit gvrafa: JewEr S wt aem ¥, F O wE agd ¥
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SHRI RAM JETHMALANI: | have given him an easy escape route
that he might look into it.

sit ¥Rg aeE: WAk, H Id srpefa Taien @ w € fF e 9 o age
famam wren & Sifea Tt W3 950 ¥ @m 8 wee § ¥ ol et SeH &
ferg # wem e € % 1300 FT TO 991 ¥ 1 TN THE ST I ¥ et
T FT TE 2 @ W H T W A I W GH /R, SHF A
FA WEd ST 911 T WHER S 1300 FIE 39 79 E, 39! w1 # forg, #
FrerEa € foe w8 e w0 gadasH @ fwa smom )

AT |erTa T4 §raf waéieg, # W5t S R e 9w € fw what is the
rationale of making available an amount of Rs. 600 crores out of
SCF for the purpose of payment of sugarcane arrears? Does it not
defeat the very purpose of creating the Fund? And, is it not likely to
resuit in a fund crunch? My second query is this, How much amount
was outstanding as on 31.3.2003 out of advances made for different
purposes out of SCF? May | know whether any irregularities have
been noticed in disbursement of these loans and subsidies out of
the Fund? Thirdly, how much amount had accrued as interest
and penal interest up to 31.3.2003 from the said advances? What
efforts have been made to recover the said amount and what are
the resuits?

At g 7 avrafa S, # aren &t %Y A @ vena g fE 9 ek €, aw
gt W ¥ o foasdiz fewm T @, 390 € 781 wUT w9C Awy amu #
. (mEETT)

e S T TE W WA B g I H A" G

st gygfa: IR Sem dfea

st g rga: feT wEeE, w9 w1 39 eE mre | v ey fean
6 7@ wz # fom we =) feafa 2002 # o, &t a9 1 ¥ ) @ v W agn g
a9 ¥, T WA s ¥ iR o St A S ww ¥, aw 2002 # feafa @ arqEn
TRt s g et shmm i R me, ==
AfEfn # "R # ft N 9 v e o, el Y aHf t @ e R
T 4w w0 i aw ent w9 ¢
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TS T T4 W, B0 g0 wed ot ¥ 150 W ORS W & A oA 8
7@ fran ) 8 S 600 FhT B AR T G a1, I9H FrE TATT TR T LA

st wurafa: B mn, s Ao st <= A9, a9 gfew

gt 7= 7Y wamata TRy, S famre fafe F wenre 1 o9 o e s
feem w ¥ 7a St A 9 = w1 fea € @fE A # s < 3 =g
e d a1 gon 1 & g s O § e ww S fafu =1 oo fefgepm f&an
2, o wEng =Y Sue1 few aen fem & @1 v femn =it oy ey e
TR Wi aga 72 3w g faet # wa g § ok o o wisiraifen fivet wegw
sreaA ¥ ¥ yud wERng W vy 3 gu, W ot iy s #Y SR R smow
et ¥, 3o oftam ¥ s werE # Aeg T @ § @ w2

it ¥ 9q: TG R, v R Im ET E, e R A e e A A wwm e
T A AfE TR 39 RS | 35 e witepe i ¥ & ar f fF ey
3R TR, T TR R taeredz BE # wed v woegwa ¥ snit 5 awe
Tt Mt iRt Rt e a
=&t foem, wyrafa o, § sros megw & 5= e T § T A F o =iE
2, o1 39+ Afge s s weae & &M 1 S 7 o, ax v o afr =S
wre] afg s | Tt ) oy fyen &, ) &% werrg = foen 31 9w 1 W 2826
wig Taar faen &, 399 | g1 | S werg wY W @ ¥ Et F afe 3
@ AR TE WY E AR TR AW Im R L (Eem)..

St F VHIR: Reags Fd G
ot gvafa; s 3 < faar ¥
ot Te e Io @ a7 dfsw

sit gwrafa: ara Az & o Fifawm, et uw @ ) 3Et & famr &) of e
|rafea, gfew

A dary arrEfiEr: W5 S, T o R gu o wife fH A -
vrars 2 & @ W T O Y FW R g |, 95 wnges wye & v aw
wE = ¥ T o, e T e T an? 39 9hg et § o wgiaa Tt
a1, sefey 7% BT 97 Taemz © fay oix Gkfafaees = fag w=m mar @ ) 1
FTH 319 F WX L, 7% o= ¥ oI Sud A e e Ty dfER wm ws
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I3 s A9 Al fera—wafagt & & fog, a9 =i 3 forg, 7 sifysr st
fFaa fem? g wfdande 3 o 72 faan, oe T3 o == faan ) amg areeft wesht @
WHRSHI FM I o @ ¥ 30 T F FW AW fF Afumr | fem, ®OE
Hare & 3 g0 ae ® T s o ofideufs @ @ @ S %5, 3o s gm e
FEFE A wH QA 9w i F giaw et S @ 3 4w A S o 7 TeEE
il

#t g Ared: wHefd S, AT weE 3 W O g 8, 39 wogw faam &
varE 3 9 afe g srqEfa & @1 L (=Ea)

st warg wEfaar: 9 wEeE Ra= fFw ) L (sEae)..
it Frerge #Y: W, 7% T T FER T g60HRT H )

sit ¥R Aed: =, T8 1 8 v w1 VA v 66w 9 ¢ A9 ) 5 'ee A
it we ? fF Tedeur F1 Wed ¥ §, 9% 9% 91 F8 © ¥ fe 3% weateee
@ forg a1, sTaURYA & fof a1, Yeha & ez & forw o, 9w o gan &, @y
..(RYR) ... 9r7 F|fw A, 82-83 A ofta 3% e =@ ) 7w F fwad
t, 3o =P @ & < Adfafaem o1 v € 3 afe gt = ot @ g
JaeH 82 H . (SHAuT) .

# wdry FnTSE: TR EE sfsaw o T4l T
s gvrafa: 39 den dife, S Eifse) L (sm|ar).. No, no. | won't

allow you. {Interruptions) Please sit down. (Interruptiions)

SHRI SANTOSH BAGRODIA: Sir, he is confusing. (Interruptions)
# garE # @ § . (FAEH)

My aen: A eSS I P me i s |
. (caEgm)...

st garafa: 79 Fe q@ §ifeT ) Please sit down.

St ¥ g @yt <, # e iR awwr W am & fag o, S 3w
® 2 % 0 3 %1 A afes v}, 5y v e feam s e
fearl & forg a9 A #t 9@ $T R ¥ FrE Om @ I8 w6 BfE
IR 998 FW H W w 3R v fea 1w w5 w9 fan R
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