Ave

‘ duretion Cane SYgarcans CUgArSane
Year Ko, of ¢ crushe crushed Acreage rodustion
Mille ing season in 000 {000 ?'000
. “fn.ya) “oTormes ilectares) M, Tonnes)

1950=51 12 150 942 S0 92
1959=52 12 74 1,163 51 104
1952-32 13 80 221 29 80
195 3 219 305 32 28
195%4=55 3 160 621 51 57
195856 4 199 6168 49 55
1996-57 4 168 725 47 &b
1057=-58 5 182 3 56 69
1955=59 5 187 82% 55 75
1955560 5 293 929 59 8%
1960=561 & 143 1,459 81 131
1961=62 9 141 1,240 76 116
1062=63 9 185 1,051 55 99
1963.64 10 202 - 73 210
196455 12 150 24 360 43 224
1965=566 [ 134 2,643 109 173
196667 15 124 1,943 1] 182
1967-68 15 240 2,083 112 330
1960=59 15 202 5,169 172 288
196770 15 192 3,656 139 229
1970=71 16 168 3, 262 158 299
197172 15 190 44008 117 3351
1972=73 16 226 5.23;[ 144 582
1973=74 16 169 4,5 186

1770=75 16 30 1,970 160 182
1975-76 17 %7 3,792 128 Zgg
1976-77 16 172 5,498 15%

1977-78 19 174 5 768 167 492
1978379 20 122 h,078 154 367
1979=-00 20 142 b, 97 149 433
1980=-81 21 209 8,518 136 755

Lourceld Indian Sugar, Uctober 1962.



Tear o, of Cane Jugar .;:ga & m
gr;::d m gamsh.lng crushed p "'”c’(“”'y crushed  produced
July ys tonnes tonnes p;rmdgy my
1950 26h 103 12,142 975 a03 118 Q
1951 244 228 36,691 2,724 7a42 164 12
1752 244 295 52,234 34696 7.07 177 12
1953 244 134 15, 384 201 5.5 15 7
1354 24L4 133 12,371 1,120 505 165 15
1955 2hks 237 4h, 397 &4, 099 Je23 205 19
1356 244 215 46,536 Ly 257 Ge 1D 216 20
1957 244 243 53,915 by 691 8.70 222 19
195¢ 244 222 55,986 4,887 £.,73 249 22
1559 244 195 52,942 4y 846 Yo 15 266 2h
1960 244 176 47,013 4,315 9. 18 267 23
(Contd, )
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IBLE 2 (Contd,)

Tear . No. of Cane Sugar i;;.mge mge
Snad ‘;;:L‘i:g crushing  crushed  produced Reco¥erY  crushed  produced
July ays nnes tonnes ;é::;‘ dgy pt::;ne d:y
1961 2064 291 764 146 6,735 He 89 262 23
1962 2u4 262 66,996 6, 4h5 Go3h 263 25
1963 244 222 57,196 59252 9.18 258 24
1964 2&b 250 62,733 59443 8467 251 22
1965 24ls 2562 714501 6,426 oS 255 23
1366 24k 260 614084 4,951 Ee11 235 19
1967 24k 167 45,503 4,208 9. 27 243 22
1968 2bds 158 40,097 39599 3+98 254 23
1969 2hi 226 5640957 4,757 408 261 21
1970 244 254 78,798 5687 7.22 268 1%

(Contd. )
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S

Mesbership Crushing Seasen _ Cene Price  Averapge Frofit/Loss
—— Cane ReGOV Sugar e— price
Y tusber Sheres Degimning orushed VeTY _reduction Central Hille of sugar Current Cumilative
ear Ending § m
of (Re. From (in tonrws) intormes) OCovt, Cone- per bog  Year Profit/
Fenbers in Frice Frice Kae Loas
1akha ) (RB, in Leakhs)
196566 3473 43,32  A«D0e66  Bu05-66 66, 351 he 4t 5,200 - -— - - -
106667 307  45.53 234266 11=02«87 4,109,632 71,9 292,100 956,50 56,50 164,15  «32.45 —
1967-668 3680 44,16 22-01=B8  10.04.68 16,716,607 .83 1,535,100 73,70 T3.70 237.24 «20,62 = 53,07
196869 42486 46,44 22-12-68  15.09+69 2,02,842,T3 TeX0 1,766,500  T3.70  90.20 176.77 «20.,46  ~ 73,53
1969-70 6006 52,67 151269  1he05TO 1,98,120,073 7,32 14,832,800 73,70 7370 135,87 32,42 105,95
1T70a71  T223 58,16  20m12-T0  Bu05=T1 1,16,626,261 0,50 14,560,400  73.70 7370 432,92 12,40 =115.38
1971-72 8146 71.8% 27-12=71 baDB5=T2 96,665,807 10,03 9,706,000 79,00 85,00 154,23 +12,63 ~105, 7h
1972=73 8437 The7h 272 2u0TaTS 1,62,922,173 £.63 14,046 ¢ 300 95,00 100,00 121,43 +32,04 - 73,70
1975=-Th  SG4B  TG.50 15=11=73 12=08=74 2,58,818.474 7,40 21,751,400 96,60 103,50 193,85 +64,21 - 240
197475 10933 94,26 S 20Tl ta=D5=TS 1,4k, 419,848 "o Gl 12,903,700 90,00 115.00 202,13 *10,79 + 1L.%
1978-76 11176 96,20 10=01=76 12=03=76 51,919.%5 17,06 5,293,900 92,00 107,00 265.37 « 2.26 - 2,28
197677 12053 93,83 17=11=76  16-0%=7T 1,06,052.577  £.3% 15,590,300 101,00 116,00 212,80 «26,97 = 20.25
1977-78 12608 52,26 23=11=77 3I0=05=TB 2,17,233.554 2.9 19,512,600 87,00 116,00 212,66 36,10 - 65,75
1976-73 13076 91.549  15=11=72  17a06e79 2,30,272.003 3,48 20,302,800 114,10 196,10 204.82 =96.,48  =161,83
C 1975=80 13764 91,30 Vim12-79 20=05«80 1,84, 779.76C  0.23 17,255,500 130,90 152,531 315,539 +30,86 =130,97
1980=81 14838 106,25  11«12=80 17=05-8% 2,00,700,203  %.12 18,251,600 143,80 193,50 377.34 +35. 70 = 35.27
196182 15227 148,41 26- 3 o OB? Fal . 43,80 182,50 352,98 - -
(Upto July 'A2) 1181 30=06=82 3,08,29%5,087 Fels 25,006,800 143, . L“wg
10.00 y ‘a2

v L

Sourca: Tth Cenersl Sody Anmal Repert of Nationsl Coweperstive Suger *ills Limited, Alankenallur,
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TMBLE &  SUGAR PIICING POLICY IN DIFFERENT YiARS
Year Toliey Levy % Free Cale %
1950=51 fartinl Control
195152 Fartial Control
1952=33% I'econtrol
195%=54 l'econtrol
1954=55 leguntrel
1955=56 Decontyol
195657 i'econtrol
1957-58 Deecontrol
195859 Control
1050-60 Contro}
1960-61 Control
1961=62 Iegontrol
196263" Decontrol
196 3=bl Control
1964=£5 Control
1966-66 Control
196667 Control
1967-68 Partial Control 60 40
1963=69 Fertial Control 70 30
1969=70 TFartisl Control TC 30



TABLE & (Contd,)
Year Policy Levy % Free Sale %

1970-71
(@) 1.1C.70 %o

2"'-5071 Partiel Control 60 &0*
(b} 25.5,71 to

N.9,71 Degontyrol — -
1071-72
() 1,10.,71 to

31.12. 71 Decontrol - -—
(b) 1.1.72 to

30.6.72 Scheme of voluntary distribution
{0) 14772 to

3eUie TR Fartial Control 60 L0
197273 Fartisl Controul 70* 30
197 3=74 Fartiol Control 70 30
1974=T75 Fertial Control 65 35
197576 Fartisl Contrvl 6% 35
1976=T77 Fartisl Control 6% 35
1977-79
{(8) 1.10.77

15.8, 78 Fartinal Control 65 35
(b) 16.8,78 Complete Decontrol (aleo disgontinuance

omvards of monthly relecse mechanism)

( CQntd. )



E&ELE;&,(Cnntd.)

265

Year

Folicy

Levy %

Free Sele %

Ja7C=73
(ﬂ) 1.10,79 to

Complete Detontrol (also discontimance

of monthly release mechaniasm)

(b) 5.6.79 ronthly release mechanism reintroduced
ornviards by Govermment
(0) 12.9. 79
onwards Governoment introduced full price oontrol,
(@) 1.10.79 to '
160.12.7% Full price control
(b} 17.12.79
orvards I'artiel Control 65 3%
1980=51 tartial Control 65 35
158182 Fartial Control 65 35
Q

Decontrol for a pert of secason,

*3.5 for export.
sourcet Indien 'uger, Vol, 22, No., 7, OCctober 1982, p. &858,



legistered Cane Ares
ArTes

[ J
Year (4n hectares) (1““:"t:A )
n hecteres

1560=61 661 177
195C1=62 736 224
196z2-63 573 118
196464 693 126
196465 751 195
106566 1661 232
1966=67 1466 238
1967=68 1509 135
1966-69 1509 95
1965=70 1679 207
197071 1346 164
197172 1230 261
197273 1060 339
1973=Th 1110 704
1974=75 1775 639
1975=76 1250 627
1976=77 1656 363
1977-72 1670 474
197072 1922 453
197=80 159 317
196 0wii Y 2420 435

rource! Regords of imaravathi Coepoperative Sugar Mills Ltd.,
Amarcvaethinagar,

"Xy - Amaravathi Cowoperative Suger Mills Ltd.
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N"Emz ‘s II
BARGINAL YARIAIION CHARL

The triangular competition and consequent area
diversion con be urxierstood from the chart given below,
whigh expleins the nature of aree shifting, It is given
with en example of 10 per cant variation in By iince,
totcl cane area (a,) is distributed between millecanes
and Jeggeryscanes, :‘: means the proportion of mille-cane
areas to total cane area, and 1 = % means the proportion

Y
of jagrery=cane area to totsl cone area, 1.e. -4-

o,

e, 8 &

‘ (Registered (J

(Total Cine Area) cﬁﬁ Area) Caml)

1) + 10 + 10 -
2) - 10 - 10 -
3) + 10 * 3 ’
4) - 10 -3 -
5) + 5 10 -
6) -3 * 3 - v
7) .5 -5 © 0
8) -5 - 10 * 3

9) - 10 - - 10



Uarginal Ysriation Irends:

The Merginal Variation Chart given sdove shows
the various possibilities of narginal variation smong L
a. and aa. There are nins possibilities in all,

1) An increase of 10 per cent in a, completely
absorbed by o No variation in a4

2) A decreese of 10 per cent in a, is caused
by a 10 per cent fall 4in L No variation in 8gqe

3) An increese of 10 per cent in a, is equally
shared by a, and 84e

4) A decresse of 10 per cent in 8, is equally
casued by a, and 840

3) s, increases by 10 per cent, which ce use§
by 5 per cent increase in a, and 3 per cent being diverted

from .J.

6) 8, falls by 5 per cent while a, increases by
5 per cent, snd therefore ay declines by 10 per oent,

7) ay incresses by 10 per cent, drewing 5 per cent
through 8, end another 5 per cent from &,



B) A deorease of 10 per cent in L is equally
shared between a, and o 3°

9) 4 decrease of 10 per eent in a, is completely

drewn out of aJs a, resains constant,

Tha Farginal Variation Chert has been drawn
on two main assumptions that B, = 8, ¢ .a; and that
shifting of area tskes place only between By @, and ..‘.l'
Eut, in practice, & szall percentage of cane production
is also going for other purposes such as chewing and cene-
juice making, As this is only very marginal end also
because dusta are not availsble for such esnes, all the
'nonsfactory canes' are put under the category of

Jaggery=canes,



ALRRRIX J2L

iational Coeooerative Susar Limited sincs 1970=71s

Certain facts and figures core eva ilable with

regard to the effects teken by the Hational Coe-operative

Sugers Ltd, (X,) for developing particular varieties of

canes in its registered area and olso to get more areas
registered, The details are given belowt

1970=71

1971=72

1972=73

A subsldy of iin,3=0" per tonne offered to those
who supplied the new variety of canes introduged
by the m-'lll-

free tranaportation for sending cene sets from
the feotory to the fie¢ld and a subsidy of
’8,1=30 per tonne for the supply of new variety
canes,

1) Free transportetion for sending cane sets.

2) Re,100 per eore (is,247 ger heotare) offered
to those wvho started cultivaetion of canes
earlier than the usual schsdule,

3) A cane development gubpsidy of iig, 3«00 per
tonne for the supply new variety canes,

4) Trans mﬁrtauon charges completely rorne by
the 1 for canes coming fronm beyond 25 miles,

5) A subaldy of 8,200 per aore (Ra.h?htfcr huhro)
offered to those who started cultivation in the
specinl scason indicated dy the mill,



1973=74

1974=T75

197%=T76

1976-79

1979=80

1980-81

27

1) ‘ree transportation for sending cane sats.

2) R8,100-00 per acre offsred to those who
started cane scultivation earlier than the
usual schedule.

3) Rse 200=00 tgox- ecTe Offered for cultivating
canes in the apeciel sesson,

1) Free supply of cane sets offered to those
who st cul tivation during the months
of Ogtober, liovember, and December 1974,

2) Free supply of resticide (Agalsl),

%) %0 per cent of the spnyiﬁ cost of Entrin
(pesticide) borne by the mill,

1) ‘ree supply of gones offered to thoses who
started tivotion of canes during Cotober
liovember anc ecermber 1975, and Jamary 197&.

2) Free supply of Arittan (pestiocide)

3) A transport subaidy of Rs,8/« per km. beyond
2% km, and 35,5/« per km, within 25 km, was
offered,

184 379/= per scre offered to those who started
cane eultivation in Novesber, ecember 1978,

Re.400/= per acre offered to thope who started
cul tivation in Novembere-December 1979 and
Jamuary 1980,

1) "8,671/= per acre offered to those who started
cul tivation in Cctober, lovember and Lecember
1980 and Jariary 19813 end .rm.soo{; rr aore
to those who started cultivation ‘ebruary,
¥areh, April and July 1981,

2) Sg:chl subsidy of Re,300/= offered to those
who raised recomnended cans varieties.



The purpose of offering such cane development
and special seascn subsidies is to see that the nill is
able to et adequate canes for ocrushing during the crushing
season on! also to svoid over duaping of canes beyond the
cerushing cepacity in the season.



MAHALINGAM® S pOrEL

As per Ctrategy Explained

As per
1. LAY RISOURCHSS
(a) Ares under cultivetion
{in lakh heetares) 1653 1653 1653 1653 1653
(b) Area under sugercene
(I.n 1akh hﬂﬁtl“ﬂ) 30,88 »*x.88 30,88 30,88 30,88
(e) Percentage of ares under
sagareene to net arva
under cultivation .87 1.87 1.87 2.00 2,00
2, FHOCTUCTION GF SUUARCANE
(1n l1ekh tonnes) 1547 1517 18%3 2643 3306
3, YILLD GF UG/RCANE PER HECTARE
{in tonnes) By 2 50,2 60 B0 100
&, ‘unber of Supar Fagtories 299 299 350 400 400
5 Reoecovery of “ugar % Cane Yo T8 9.78 9,78 9,78 9.78
ﬁ. 'olasses % Cane ‘*029 h.BO 4.50 ‘5.13 ho’o
7. UTILISATION GF UUGARCANE
(in Yekh tonnes)
{a) For production of white
sugar by sugar fectories 597 666 ash 1230 1561
(b) For mamifaoture of lovw
purity sugar (Jaggery) 736 400 500 738 9%

(Contd. )
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(Contd,)

As per Ltretegy bxplained

1977 A B c D
(¢) For production of aleohol
from sugcercans julce - 267 334 432 624
(4) For seeds, etc, 184 184 185 185  18%
Total {a+h+c+d) 1517 1517 9853 2645 3306
e LIUCTICH
{2} Sugar (in lakh tormes) 53,02 65,13 81,57 120.29 152.67
(b) Molasses (in lakh tonres) 25,64 20,64 35,86 52,89 67,12
(¢) Faper (in lakh tonnes) - 10,66 13.34 190,46 24,98
(d) Aleohol (in million litres)
1) fyon olasses 430 659 82% 13% 1544
11) from sugarcane juice - 1468 18%7 2706 3432
Totel (1 + 11) 480 2127 2662 4060 4976

9, VALUE GF PUCDUCTE (Rs. 4n
crores)

(a) Sugar (at »,%000/= tonne) 2921 3257 4079 6019 7634

(b) Faper (at °.,3000/- tonne) - 533 667 973 1243
(e) Aleohol (at 7:,3500/= KL) 135 638 679 1429 1Th2
(d) Jaggery (at 13,250/= for

produce from a tonne of

sugarcane 1840 1000 1250 1845 2340

Total {e+becsd) 4096 5428 66TS 1025 12965
(Contd.)



As per As per Strategy Explained
1972=T9 A B c D

1, “EVENUE (Re. in crores)
(a) Sugars
1) Cane Cess & Purchase
Tax at 18,20 per guintal)
116.84 130,26 163,14 240,98 305,34

11) ZExciee " (@ ™59

per quin ) 321.31 38,22 448,64 661,00 839,69
{(b) raper ("’ Re,500/= per
to?l.M) - 55030 66070 93070 12"'.”
{c) Aoohol (' “e.1/1itre) 45,00 212,70 266,20 406,00 497,60
(a) Jaggery (2@ %% on value) 02,00 50,00 62,%0 92,2% 117.00
Total (a + b + ¢ + &) 575.15 804,48 1007.18 1497.98 1884,53

fources ¥isan VYorld, Vol, B8, No, 8, 1983,
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I.
1. T'eslcecated cocorut 4, Cosormut shell flour for supply
2. "xtraction of eoir fibre to plastic moulding powder
from cocomut husk marm facturers,
3, Coly ropes making, S5 Utilisation of pith for use
in board making
iXe iapicss-based Industries:
1. 'ried ohipe S5 Dextrin frum stareoh
2, Tapioca flour 6. Tapioce masaroni
3. ‘tareh from tepiooce 7. QQuoose syrup
h, Zego from starch 8, ilave from taploce
111.lnduatries Dased on tinlze’
1. Ty milling of maize 5 Liquid glucose from starches
2. “tarch, dextrin and other (may be fyom maize, tapioca,ets)
products from maize, for supply to confeationery
3. top corn fyom maize industries.
b, "alt food from ragl 6s Cornflakes (breakfast cereals)
V. laddy=bassd lndustrisss
1. Pareboiling of paddy Z. 4ce bran oil froa paddy bran,
2. Aotivated carbon fyom
paddy huek,

1. Fearut candles for supply 5 Milk fyom Fo\mdmt for supply

to supermariets & for to hotels {(suitable for areas
export where cattle milk is in short
2. Smlted peanuts supply) MIL-TONE
Z. Feanut butter 6. Protein isoleate
o dible cake flour,

‘ T Y

1. Banana powder (for supply 2. Banana juice
to 1ce cresn manufacturers 3, tanana bar
and also for export 4, Danana figs.

L M F
L EY rir




4,

Se

6.

Te

Fickles, curry powders, paprads, eto,
Le=hydrated vegstedles for supply to cities

Cattle feod snd poultry feeds using raize bran,
peddy bren, oil cakes, ete,

Energy food, wheat flour + oil cake flour + H;;a-l.
flour + Minersls + Vitexinas -« contains 15 to proteins,

Fartial deefatting of groundnut and then using it for
edidle products samuifacture like Lonavala chikiies

De=hulling of sun flower seeds and using the seme in
oonfectionery and sweets manufeasture,

Pe=hulling of Til sesds by chemieal treatment,

Resdymade flours like Instant idly, dosa, vadas, ete,
for supply to ocities,



1.

2e

i g ﬁ;‘.ﬂ)!i& Rﬂ Y LLQ

1.1 Hane $
1.2 tEe ]
1.% Father's hame H

1.4 esldential Addreas

1.5 Iamily Sizg!

Farning ¢

1) Adults
lependent 3
i1) Children s

111) Fermanent
Vervants 1
1.6 Zdusatiopal Level:

i) Uneducated !

11) Frinary level 1t
111) lecondary levelt
iv) College level ¢

2,1 Fxperience as
farmer (years) t




3e

2.2

243

2.4

{Tea under sultivation
(in acres)
1) Cwn
11) Lemsed in
111) Leased out

Area under different
cropa (in acres)
1) Paddy
11) ‘ugercane
111) Cotton
iv) Banane
v) Iry crops
vi) Gthers

Irrigational facilities
1) Canasl
11) Tan:

w Yumpset
111) ¥ell with L1t

Je1

3.2

3.3

3eb

ngorlcnoo in cane
tivation (years)

Irrigation used for cane

sul tivation:
1) Cansl
Fumpset

14) well with L1t
111) Tenk

Location of cane
field (Village)

Distance from the sugar
factory (miles)

" W N B B



3.5

B 6

3e7

5.0

3.9

2.10

.11

3.12

Je13

Labourers btmployed in
the cane flelds

1) Cermanent 3
i1) Temporary/ eonsonal 13
wages [ald! in_aash

1) Fermanent Yesbourers
11) Temporary lobourers

Neasons for cultiveting

sugarcane!
1) Heady =srket $
11) Adequate nrice !

111) Cuitability of
soll

Is the cultiveation of
sugsrcang more profitable
than other crops? 1t Yes / No

Type of cane cultivated
in the last five years?

-
AU JF VY S Y

Is it the same variety
cul tivated in your
village?

Froblems in cul tiveting
sugarcanet
1) Merketing probleas
11) Inddequate price
111) Crop disesse
iv) Incressing cost
v} Other nroblems

Yes / No

Other crops cultivated in
betwean two cene segpons 3

Are you fully employed
t the year in
cultivating sugercans? 1 Yes / No



3. 14 If not, for how many
months 4n a yeer you have
no work?

3.15 How do r:: employ yourself
during a8 period

3,16 hen do you start cane
cul tivaetion?

3«47 ‘“hen do you harveat thoe
oane?

3.12 Coet per acre incurred
(in the last season)

3.1% {et income obtained per
agwe (in the lest season) 1

3420 ‘ources ci credit avolled:

Source

SEi——

m,

-

Apount Borrowed

1) i'erscnal
11) L.T.B,.
111) Cowop. Benk
iv) Coamercial Lank
v) liousing Joclety
vi)} Denlers/Agency
vil)} Zugar faotory

o & M 8 N B

3.29 Are vou fully satisfied
with the Government's
erne prioce policy?

3e22 If not, state the receons?

1) Inereasing cost of
chenical innuts

11) Increasing cost cf
sets

111) Inoreasing cost of
irrigation

iv) Ineressing transport
t

cost

v) Inereosin: lsbour cost!

3718

Yes / to

204

Bal ance
o be nald

RB,



b,

3.23 Are able to dispose
of the entire sugarcane
you produce? t Yes / No

3.24 Ig there any variation in
the cultivation of sugar-
cane in the past ten yearss Yes / No

3.25 1f yes, state reasonst

Year Ares Leason

1981
1580
1979
1978
1977
1976
1975
1974
1973
1972
1971

CCNNECTIONS WITH THE FACTORY

4,1 For how long you are a
asmber of the sugar

factory? (years) :
h,2 Cano area registered with
the factory |

4e3 Reasons for member of the suger factory:

e I Bsasona Rank
1. Close proximity
2. Frovides :doquato price o1
g: hrovidee, seshojce} qnformation
g, Irovides technical assistance
6. To avoid the uncertainties of the
Jeggery market
7. FProvides eredit faecilities
&, Other ressons, 1f any.



4.4

4

)

aes

/re you regular in supplying
cane to the factory? y Yes / Mo

If not, state rensons:

1) Inndequate price :

1) Far asway from the
foctory 3

111) To avell the bast
opportunity in the

gur narket 3
iv) Other reasons, L1f
any :

5¢1 in the assst position:

Sources
51e Locats Yeor of i urchase Fresent of funds
lion, nupghased purchope yalup . Yalus  used .
1. Lends
2 tfuildings
3. nel.l}Constru-

cted/deepened)

4, Livestock

5e . torages

Ge Tractor

Te Tools

Cw i thers

542 Improverents in the

living standards:

C1aiQa Larticulars Aeparks
1. Change in eonsumption pattern
2. rurghnsed dursble assets
o 18 *ble to sducate children well
L, Incressed the sevingse of the

family
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53 Improvenents in avingsi
ilaiioa Lactisulars

1. Cleared off prior debts

2. LIC Folley
E. 'oatal nevings
. “eourring deposit
e Vixed deposit
é. irivete lending
7« Conducted marriages

Be Celebrating enmusal family

functions well

5o b iroblems faced with the

factory!
i) Nelayed payment

11) Curbersome process

111) Red tapisn
iv) Inadequate price

v) Inadequate technical

help

vi) Inadequate credit
vit) lio opportunit{ %o
views

sxpress the

6ot {n the factory side in,

i) Fayment systems
11) Technienl help
111) Credit

6.2 n the Covermment's side in,

1) Frice
11) Credit

1$1) irice control on
chenical innuts
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