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Ae Introducticn

At the.inception of planning in 1951, Tndia opted for a Tmixed!
economy, which, in a nutshell tries to combine the "initiative" and
enterprise.of capltalism with the digzcipline and distributive justice of
socialismt, In the successive Five = Year Plans launched in India and
speclelly since the Second Five - Year Plan, the emphasis has all along
been on the need te rapidly industrialize the country to tide over many
of its seemingly insurmcuntable 'problen's. The stress on industrial growth
does not imply thet sustained growth cannot beachieved, by say, the
development of agriculture or that the development of the latter is not
a precondition for the development of industry, 411 said and done sustained
economic growth will eventually have to turn to industry, for sooner or
later, potentialities of agricultwral expansion would have been exhausted,

Reviewing the progress «f the industrial sector from 1950-51 to
1977=78 the Draft Sixth Five~Year Plan (Revised) stated: "Tn the industrial
sector the.major achievement has been the diversification of Indials
capability; the public sector playing a leading part, However, this pace
of industrialization, has not bean bought cheaply. The concentration of
eccnorilc power has increasaed in the sense that within the corporate power
the assets of the bigger corporations have inersssed more rapidl:,rﬂl.

The Draft also admits that the various policy messures taken by the
government such as the MRIP.-Act, 1969 and the Licensing Policy.have not
curbed concentration, while, Inspite of policies like the FERA, foreign
companies have continued to cxpend. Nay, in some industries like drugs
and pharmaceuticals and 2 few other consumer goods industries foreign

companies continued to bhe dominant.

1 Tndia, Government of ¢ Draft Sixth Five-Year Plan (Revised) 197883
Planning Commission, p3
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Thus the pace of industrialization has been accompanied by an
increase in the Mconcentration of economic power” such that one is Fforced

to endorse ¢f Edward Mason!s concdusion that "the industrial seectors of

the less developed countries are almost invariably areas of high concentratic..,
Industry by industry the share of the market ccoupied by the largest firns
tends to be higher than in the developed countries such.as the I8 and

g o . . 2
- England -~ the traditional homes of monopoly capitalismt,

individuals firms/business houses (and therefore their ability to influence)
by virtue of their contirol over eccuomic resowrces. In the industrisl field
to which our discussion is confined, the manifestations of economic power
are many and variede One such manifestation is the way in which one or
more wnits in an industry acquire such a dominant position that they are
able te control the market by the regulation of prices or output or by
eliminating competition. But even if a dominsut positicn is not held,
producers ray adopt practices that restrains corpetitlon and thereby prove
prejudicial, to public interest "Economic power may alsc.mnifest itself

in obtaining control of large areas of econcmic activity, by a few
industrialists by diverse means. Aparit from a®lecting the economy of the
comtry, this often results in the cresation of industrial emplres  tending

to cast their shadows over political demccracy and socisl values™,

s

It is the concentration of economic pover which is the central
problem; monopelistic and restructive practices are “he consequences resultiag
from the abuse of such power and may therefore be cons idered as "Functions"
of such concentration. Analytically, two kinds of control can be
distinguished: one is control of the market by one or more producers; the
other is control of large areas of the economy by a2 few. industrialis ts/
business-houses. The two are not necessarily mrelated; more often than

2 Masog, Wdward, "Monopolistic competition and the growth process in Less
Developed Countries : Chambérlin and the ‘Schumeterian

Dorension™y ih Kuehe, R.E'(Ed), lHeropolistic Conpetition

Thoory: Stutes in Impact, New Yor, 3367, B U2

3 India, Government of ¢ Report of the Monopolies Inguiry Commission,
Volumes I and IT, 1565, pl




not they ere complementary with one reinforecing the other.

The Monopolies Inquiry Cormission (MIC), distinguished between two

main kinds of concentration: product-wise concentration - where.the

production of a commodity ie controlled by g single concern, or,

correspondingly Iimited nurber of concerns - and, coumntry~wise concentration

where the production and/or distribution of different commodities is in

the controlling hands of ons individual or familv or group of persons,
i ) " p

This study attempts an analyzis of pmducﬁ-wise concentration
gince the publication of the Report of the MIC, 1965, The MIC was the first
of ite kind that dealt with the thenomenon of product-wise concentration,
Tts study gives the concentration picture for 196l for 1298 products arranged
vnder various industrisl groups. Since 196Y » however, there has not been
a systemtic investigation into this aspect of concentration, The emphasis
generally has been on countrv-wise concentration and very often rightly
so in the context of Indian industrial development given the peculiar
institution of Business-Heuses with their mny and varied activities, Those
who lament chout the :‘.ﬁcres.s ing concentration in the economy generally
refer to_the repid growth In assebs or sales or paid-up capital of the top
.Business-Hc.uses over o period of time., To the best of our knowledge the
aspect of product -~ concentration has not merited any attention since 196l.

In 1970 the Department of Corpany Affairs undertook a study of - .
product concentration. The exercise revealed that out of 349 products, 312
products showed high concentration in the sense that the top three
menufacturers in these products accounted for 75 percent or more of
production, Further, out of 2L9 commodities covered in the study and also
listed 1n the Report of the MIC in 1965, 207 items showed high concentration
both in 196l and in 1970, The details of the study have not been made
public, Hence the actunl products studied is not known which would
otherwise have facilitated some sort of compeuf'isom"L

4o Lok Sabha /nswer %o Nuestion Ho0.1263, inswered on Novembep 20, 1973.
Quoted in Company News and Notes, XII, January 1974 p 6667
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Studies subsequent to the MIC have not atienpled to establish any
kind of linkage or relationship between ‘covntry-wise® and 'product-wise!
concentration. It is owr consention that for a proper appraisal of
tconcentration of econvmlc Daver? obtainivg in ths Indian economy, one
rieeds. to study both Ycommiry-uwizs” and tproduct-vise! concentiration, Our
emphasis is thevefore on this particular aspeet of concentration (that is
product-wigse} which we believe provides an important clue to the kind of

production=-structure that has emerged in the Indian economy.

B, MethoQolog, logy and scope of the study

This stuly aims at any examina®ion.of Tndian indus try by presenting
a picture of product-concentration from 1975 through 1920 and comparing
it with the findings of the Monopclies Tnquiry Commission for 198k,
We have analysed the structure of Indian industry with zeference to the
nunber of Lirms producing a partlcular groduct and the extent or degree of
market control they possess as rerlected in thelr share in production of
a particular product. We have retained the criteria adopited by the MIC
tc ascertain fdegree of cancentrationi, The Commisslon considered
ccncentration to beﬁ%t‘ where Ure shove of the  top three enterprises was
75 per cent or rore. medium where this share was more than 60 per cent but
less *than 75 per cent and low where the share was moce than 50 per cent but
less than 60 per.cent; whore the shove «f the tor 3 enterprises was less
than 50 per cen® ccnreniration waz Jdeered Ho Te nil.

The primary medhod of exanining concentration in this study is the

concentraticn ratin. Sines #hs antanT wrrlet shares (in terms of output)

of the leading Tirms in each o the preducts hes been computed we hope to

5

any instability that mdght prevail in the market shares of individual

take care of Gortfs complainy” that high concentration ratios do not reveal
firms,furthermore, it 38 wore chan o cecads slice the MIC published its
findings. Qur corputation of concemtration ratios for the vears 1976

threugh 1980 would indicazts the exbent to which Jeading firms have been _fu

Gorg,Me "Analysis of stability and change in Marketb Shares",
Sournal of Political Economy, IXXI, 1963
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have nct been able to raintain their relative position in a market,
thus answering Gortls sgecond point of criticism, namely, that the ability
of leading firms tc maintain their relativs position in a market is

probably more -significant than the extent of concentraticn at a single
point of tiwme.

This study does nob pretsnd o resclve the problem of devising
satisfactory operationzl definiticns of competition and monopely. TIn - the
absence of definitive studies of bhis problem and general agreement on
conclusions sore arbitreriness in definition is uvnaveoidable. As already
stated earlier, data on fmiz}u:b concentyation is ouwr principal structural
variable. This choice is made for two reasons. First, it enablies us. .

o compare our :E:.nd:ng{s from 1976 to 1980 with that of the MIC in 156L.
Second, cutput data :I.:g'4more readily available than any other variable both
from official and non~officizld sources. However, we have gone further
than the MIC and computed concentration ratic, in terms of productive
capacity also . The gignificance of puresenting capacity figures specially
for wmdertakings that are "dominant? in production is o judge the stability
of this dominancy. In other werds, nere dominancy in production could be
a transitional phenomenon. Cur data on produciive camacity would,
conseguently, reveal, whether for the leading enterprises, deminancy in

production is reinforced by dominancy in productive capacity,

The MIC report indicates that a large number of the firms holding
rionopoliztic positions in individwal products belong to one or the other
of the identified business groups. Te guage the control that big business
groups have in the supply of variow products we have tried to iden-bii‘y$
+he business house commections of the firms that form part of owstudy.
Our contention is, that what matters in the Indian context is the expansicn
of the same firms from one market inbto another and the interlocking of .the
diff'erent sectors of the econumy in poweriul blocks of unified ccm’arol_;

for it is these that determine the level and the direction of wrestment
and thus of aggregate growth., It is easily wnderstandable that once this

modus operondil of -mcncpoly is dgnored, one should find, as many empirical

studies have done, that the concentration ratics of isolated industries
are often stzble over bime. In fact, it is not difficult o show that if
a small.group of oligopolists is represented simultancously in different

(=3

markets, monopoly im the meaningful sense may increase while the degree

6, Aspect of concentration in produgtive capacity discussed in a forthcoming
paper



of concentration need not and may even decdin:s

Our study covers a total of 52 produsts which.form 17 per cent of
the total weilght of industrisi proz lgcte in the country. Thaese 51 products
have hec chosen irom = selected list of 70 products, brought out by the

DGTD as being important from the poin® of view of ths inCnstrialization of
the scomorry. The raason Wiy we hed 40 Jeave oub 19 products firom the 1ist
of 70 iz due to the non-availsbility of data on a unit srise basis,

Units registered with the DITD have vo furnish comprehensive data
regarding all aspects - financial, physical etc. on a yearly basis. However,
such information is not made available even for research purposes. One has
therafore to depend on data provided in company Balance sheets. A Balance
sheet, however, sfenm*aﬂlv gives consolidated information for all wnits that
coms wder a pax bicwiar company. Hence, thzs data we heve assembled refer to
conpany data rather then plavt data, This cempares well with the MICis data

since the latter har also aggregated figures for identinel products by uwnits

of the same concarm. The officisl stipulation rega:d;. 1z the presenbtation

of auantitative Cate. in Balance shests cams into force in 1975, Sou as nob
~3

to lend ourselvas to the crlticism that date condined to a particular.year
may be subjest to extraneocus fluctuavions and. moy thevelore be biased 5 We
have collected information for a period of & yesrs, 15751980,

C. Review of the fidings of the F:IL‘Z; ~a preduch-concentration for

e

the vear 166i;
i it

L

o]

analvsis of the MiCls stuiy on poedveteconcentration revealed

that ¢f the 1293 proiucts studied, 3131 products or about 87 per cent

3

revealed high concentration. i1 the sense that the share in production of
the top 3 produsers was |5 per cenb ov wure. OFf the 1131 products where
hich concentration obtained, in as many es 8ily rroducts or 72 per . cent of
the total, the total. production was exbhausted by upto 3 producers. Of the
81l products where she todal producelon was exbausted by upto 5 producers,
in as maxy as b26 producls or 52 per cent of the total thums was only one
rroducer,

The MIC thue observelis: ¥ouwr study of product concenbtration brings
out prominently the faot thet in.a large nunber of industries a single
undertaking is the fole suppliier. or at least has to its credit a very large
portion of the rarket as corpared w1th its competitzrs®, Ths explanation
that the MIC gave for the mrevalence of product-wise concentraticn are

many and varied.



(a) Cne reason given was that yhen & pioneering entérprise ventures
into the production of a new commodity it generally happens that for
sometime at least it is, ths only producer o +hat conecentration is 100
per cen®. However there are almost always other snirepreneurs ready to
take advantage of the piomeer’s exherience and to venturs into the new
line provided they expect a.svfficlently nrofitable merket for the new
vroduct. When this happens, concentrabtion is reduced,"

(b) The &ifficulty of finding the requisite amownt of capital was
ziven as a restraining faclors

() M. furtiher potent restraint is often the necessity of obbaining

on 4rdustrisl licencze and Jermicsion from the compirollsr of capital
issues".

1

{d)"The .existenr~s of A limited r@rnei‘ may help the continuance of
concentrabion™,

The MIC!s metiod o data-collection, product classification and
swbsequent conclusicas woald amcuab to pronouneing uhalb monopolistic or
oligopoiistic merkets ure the ruie in Iadisn Industry.

The limitations of the MIC's study

T+ world be perbtinent to vecord here the ¢iff iculty that the MIC
faced when it set out to collect date, %hile statistics of production were
made readily availawle by the DGID, another De@:artme,nt of Government the
tentral Statissical Organizmation viose prinary faaction is the collection
of statistics of production refused to comply with the Commiscionis request
oal aifficulties! as an alibi,

The Tirst limitation of the suudy is thus the inadequate coverage
not so wuch in terms of ths nurber of products as the actual production
figures for each product, Soms of the enterprises engeged in the production
of certain commodities ere not registered with the DGID ot all. Hence
concentration ratios prepered on the basis of .DGID figures will not be a
true reflactor of the degree oF concentration, specially in the cases of
those commodities where small-scals production is considerable, example,
leather and leatner products, vollet ardicies like tucth pastes tooth
powder, soaps etc.

Fur’oher the MTC does now segragate the cases where public sector

is the dominant producer. Obviously the irmplications for vollcy in cases
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where the public sector dominates will be quite different from cases
where the private sector dominates.

Monopoly is defined in terus of the substitutability of products
and of the control by the producer over as many of the close substitutes
as possibles. The Cormission kas not only has anything to say on these
aspects, but, wha® is worse, it has admitted “that several products which
might be congidered from the peint of view of the econowmist as a single
product have beer classifisd az independent products by the DGTD!,

D. Our apprecach te the rroblem of produch-concentration

As menticned earlier, our study covers a total of 51 products chosen
from a selected list of 70 produsts brought ont by tha DATD as being impoi"san’d
from the point of view of the industrialisation of the economy.7 The DGTD
has classified these 70 products into basic, intermediate, capital and
consumer goods industries. We have retained this four-fold classification..
Almos® all the products that come within the first three categories, namely,
basic, intermediate, and capltal goods Industries are by and large produced
by large units in the organised sector and these wnits are also registered
with the DGID. Hence in the case of these 3 catlegories reliance on DGTD.
figures does not vitiate our conclusions regarding product-concentration.

In the case of the consumer goods category in a few products there is
substantial production in the small-scale sector which does not get reflected
in DETD fizures. In such cases we have gualified our data and conclusion

to make allowance for such production that is outside the purview of the DGTD,

The MIC measured concentration in terms of output. To maks our data
comparable with that of the MIC, we have also coliected informmtion showing
the gquantum of output produced by the top enterprises, For each of the 51
preducts we have calculated the absolute and percentage share of output
produced by each of the enterprises producing the product., Our basiec

industry group covers 7 products, 6 of which were in the 'high! concentration

7 Lok Sabha inswer to question No.37. Answercd én February 21, 1979.
Quoted~in Assocham Parliamentary Digest. HNoel, 19.2,1979 to 21,2,1979,
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category in 1964, The intermediate industries category covews 20 products
all of which were in the high concentration category in 196L, The capital
goods sector has 11 products, all of which showed a high degree of
concentration in 196}, The consumer .good category has 13 products 11 of
which were highly concentrated in 196L, The different products along with

their respective weights are enumerated in Appendix 1,1, Appendix 1.2,

gives a comparative picture of the degree of concentration obitaining in.
the 51 products a decade after the.publication of the Report of the MIC.
Our data cover the years 1975~1980,

BE. Statistical Analysis of the siructure of Indian industry.

1. Chenge in degree of concentration due to 2 or more enterprises

(producing a particular produet) being interconnected with the

gsame business house, defined and identified zs such under the
YRTP act, 1969
I Table 1.1 we have ziven the products in which 2 or more

enterprises belong +to thie same business house, along with the market shares
of these enterprises for the years 1975-1980,

In Table 1.2 we have indicated the cha.nge' in the degree of
concentration of the above products consequent uvpon treating the enterprises
belonging to the same business house as one unit.

Thus, in the case of .5 products {cement, styrene, viscose filament
varn, agricultural tractors, electric lamps) we find significant changes
in the degree of concentration conseguent upon enberprises producing the

same product being interconnscted with the same business-house,



TABLE 1.1,

Products in which 2 or more enterprises belong to the same Business-House

o e e m w em o e em e e e o e e o e e e wm = ma m s = e e e me e em em e M o e e e e we e e we e e e e e em e e e e

Names of companies

51.No. Product interconnected with Neme of the Percentage share in production
%he same Business~ Business-House 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
ouse
1.  Cement 1. Birla Cement Works Birla 5.90 5.35 3.9/ 2.00 2.50 1,75
: 2. Century Cement Birla 1.43 3.3% 3.72 3,40 3,80 407
2, Kasoram Cement Birla 1.69 2.59 2.70 2.90 3.90 YA
4. Mysore Cement Birla 2.28 2.58 1.69 2.20 2.10 2,20
11.30  13.77  12.05 10,50 12.30 12.06—
2. -Styrene 1. Syntletics and
Chemicals Kilachand 34.70 40,00  30.50 32,30 31.67 @ NA
2. Polychem Kilachand L7440 45,50 47.00 0 41,59 34.57 N4
82.10 85.50 77.40 73.89 66.24
3. Viscose 1. Contury Rayon Birla 29.13 26,50  23.34 25.86 25.02 25,61
filament yam o oo o0 Birla 11.24 6.80  12.24 12.53 12.89 13,99
3. Indien Rayon Corpn.  Birla 9.96 12,50  13.15  13.50  14.32  11.82
50,33 45.80  4B.73  51.89  52.23  51.42
Le Agricultural 1. mscorts Ltd. Escorts 14,36 1440 20,63 19.43  20.35 16,83
Tractors 2. BEscorts Tractors Ltd. Escorts 1452 13,70 15.89 12,50 12.34 8.9
28.88 28.10 36,52  31.93 32,69 25,77
5. Electric Lamp 1. ELML Philips 22.25 18,07 16,31 13.51 15,12  15.25
2. Philips (Pieco) Thilips 12.65 16,13 15.57 1451 11.79  12.54

34.90 34.20 31.88 28,02 26,91 27.79

- - - - - - —- o = = - e an . e  em e e e me m e em e e e e e e ma e e e

Source: Appendix 1.2 and Appendix 1.3
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TABLE 1.2 4
Change in Degree ofConcentration of Productions due to Eaterprises belonging to the same Bus:'_ness-House.

T R e e e e

Change in Market share of Top 3 Change in Degrce of concentration
81:No.  Product Year From » To From "To
1. Cement 1975 46,78 53.26 N L
1976 49.26 57.97 ) L
1977 45,95 53,24 N L
1978 44,90 50.90 N L
1979 L4, .68 51.78 N 1
1980 42 .64 49.60 N L
2. Styrene 1975 * *
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
3. Viscose filament yam 1975 68.96 39.71 M H
1976 63,50 75.90 M H
1977 59.90 81.40 T - H
1978 59,57 81.0% L B
1979 60.61 £83.22 M H™
1920 T62.82 84411 bi B
4o - hgricultural Tractors 1975 57.59 71.95 L M
, 1976 49,90 63.60 N M
1977 53.05 65.00 L Mo
1978 18,89 62,43 N M
1979 50.00 62.34 L M
199 49:G 58.91 N M
5, Electric Lamp 1975 63.02 75.67 M H
1976 57.15 73.28 L M
1 977 6 ; l-' 7’7- 81 M H
1978 50.31 £3.82 L M
1979 53.58 65.31 L M
1980 N NAi

*  Since +horc are only 3 P wducers of styrene (the top 2 belong to the same Busn.ness—Homo)
there is no change in She markeb, fnm{:t, of the top 3 (which remains 100%) or in the degree
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2+ Number of products_that show a high degres of concentration in
196} and fyrom 1975-1980

Table 1.3, gives the number of products.that show a high degree of
concentration in 196L and from 1975 to 1980, as also the percentage
of high concentration products to total number of products.
~..Tabhle Ya3a. .

R Lt e v e s B S S G B S o s W 7 R O o G T G o e o o 000 At i S S Sl P S S Y B o s e e A B o A S o e e e e P B s e s P

Year No. of products Nuwwber showing high Percentage of high
o degree of concentration concentration to total

P R ot 410 e e et ) 8 i e B T T o e A S S 0 S D et B A o ) it MRS N i MR o 0 S 1 st i S A0 S o e et ot e et A vy S P

196L 51 48 9k.12
1975 51 L6 90,19
1976 51 L6 90,19
1977 51 L6 90,19
1978 L8 L2 8750
1979 L6 Lo 86 .96
1980 b6 Lo 86496

to total.nurmber of products has declined from 94.12 per cant o 36,96
per cente.
3. Analysis of . the Degree of Concentration

(a) Table 1.4, gives the break-up of the 'high! concentration
products of 196l and those of 1975 to 1980 according to their industrial
categories.

Table 1,L.
'Hight! concentration category -~ Industry-wise

e 0 o e o . e o i . a2 S . T M B o 2t A e 0 e S e i e e e e e o 5 e e e B e D AR S A . S B o O e B i B

e e R - e e e e e e —— e e L e e R N R R e e

Basic (7) 6 5 [4 g 6 g 6
Intermediate (20) 20 18 19 18 18 19 i8
Capital goods(11) 11 10 10 10 10 10 10

s o o e e e o, A S 2 L 8 e B S ok Al o e o o P W e o S8 o . e S ey T T o B S e A Bt

= i e e e e o o o e S 0 Y 0 e e P e B e S Bt Bt P Y M S et B0 o S e g 00 S oy o e P B A P e B

Note: £ indicates total number of products
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¥ indicates that in the years 1978, 79 and 80, the number of
products for which datz were available in the consumer goods
category was 10, 8 and 8 respectively.

(b)Produsts where concentration has increased durlng the period
1075 ~ U0 .as compared to 1561

Table 1.5. gives details regarding products where degree of

concentration (a2s measured by the share in production of the top 3 enterprisesd
has increased in 1975-1980 as compared to 1964,
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- - - em em e wM o e Wt e e am em e am mm e e e mm e e me e ma e me mm s e m e e
- em s e me A s e e e - — e e o e e e e e e

S1.No Products 1964, 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 1980
1. Soda ash 95.25 - - = 96.61  97.66  97.92
2. Viscose filament Yamm £4.80  89.71  79.90 81.40 81.01 83.22 84.11
. Grinding wheels 9520 & = - 977 100.00 “ )
z. Ar a:ﬂdg(}as Compressors gg }8/ & o - _ 8945 3(19.%3/ 2 332;/2%
5 Commercial Vehicles 82.80 86,90 88.37 86,95 87.06 - -
6. Leather footwear 99:07 9955  99.42  99.19  99.43 - -
7. Bubber footwesr 75.20 92,07 9179 9349 87.22/2 9145 98.09
8. Storage Batteries 87.90 - - - - - 88.53
Q.- Domestic Refrigerators 89.20  90:70  91.20  91.84 NA NA NA
104 Room Airconditicners 61.30  79.90 47.30 87.80 89,95 NA NA
e Electric Lamps 68.70  75.67  73.28  77.81 - - -
12,  Clgarettes 83.80 #4.22 86,76 86.82 86.86 - -

13. Tocthpaste - 77,60 - 89.90 89.88  91.04 NA NA - HA

U T T R T T T R R

Note: * indioetes the market share of the top 2 producers.
- indieates 'does not apply! for that particular year.

Ni Not available.
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There are 13 such products where degree of concentration has increased
out of which the Tollowing six products have shown substantial increases
(more than 5 per cenbage points) in concentration. .

Product Percentage increase in 1980 as

compared to 1961
1, Viscose filament yarn ‘ 19,31
2+ Orinding wheels 972
3e Adr and Gas Compressors 10,33
L+ Rubber footwear 22,89
S5e Room airconditicners 28.65£
6o Toothpaste 13.1115&?v

£ Data available only upto 1978

#Data availeble only upto 1977
Tn the case of 3 out of the above 13 products, where concentration has
increased , the nurber of enterprises between 196l and 1980 have gone down
(Rﬁbbez‘ and Canvas footwear, Room airconditioners and storage batteries).
Tn 3 products, the nurber of enterprises heve remained the same both in
196l and 1980, (Viscose filament yearn, Soda ash, Donmestic Refrigerators).

™ 7 products there has been a marginal increase in the number of enterprises
between 196l and 1980 (Grinding wheels, air and gas compressors, Commercial
vehﬁf_cles , Leatherf octwear, Cigarettes, iBlectric lamps and Toothpaste),
Appendix. 1,3. gives the names of the top enterprises and the percentage

share in production of each of these enterprises J'.nA196h and from 1975

to 1980, .
From Appendix 1.3, it will be clear that in 9 out of the above 13 produgts;

the top producer has increased his market share during the period (1975-80)
as compared to 1964 (Soda Ash, Grinding Wheels, Commercial Veﬁicles 5
Leather footwear, Rubber footwear, Storage Batteries, Room airconditioners,
Cigarettes and Toothpastes). ;

C) Products where concentration has decreased

18 out cf owr 51 produchs show a decrease in concentration, as measured by

the share in production of the top 3 enterprises,

One explanation for the decresase in concentration could be the increase
in the number of enterprises for a large number of these 18 products. This
becomes apparent if we delve deeper into the details.
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In the case of Aluminium, Bharat Aluminium a public sector undertaking,
and Madras Aluminium with no share of the market in 196k now have around
15 per cent and 12 per cent of the market respectively thus reducing the
hold of the top two enterprises. In cement,.the number of enterprises have
increased from 18 in 156k 40 39 in 1980; but, while ACC continues to lead
the market with slightly over 3C per cent of the share the rest of the
enterprises have esch less than 8 per cent.of the market share. Tn BHC Tech)
whereas in 196l there was no public sector s the public sector with 2
enterprises now holds around 15 per cent of the market while MICO Farm
Chemicals, which also had no share in 196L now has 15 per cent of the
market, thus reducing the degree of concentration, Indian Explosives which
was the sole producer of Industrial Txplosives in 196L now holds only 67 per
cent of the market with the rest being contributed by the three new
producerss  In Automobile Tyres, Dunlop.the leading producer in 196l with

slightly over LC per cent of the market, has been facing effective
competitions from Ceat, Good Year, MRF, Modi Rubber and Bombay Tyres
International between 1975 and 1980, Thus in 1980, for example,
percentage of concentration has reduced by almost 31 per cent., Phillips
Carbon Black, which was the sole producer of Carbon Black in 196l now finds
its market share drastically reduced with the entry of 3 producers. Tn
Ball amd Roller Bearings, National Engineering Industries s the leading
producer in 196} which had 68.76 per cent of the market now has its share
reduced to around 3l per cent, while Associated Bearing which had a

negligible share in 196L now controls 30 per cent of the market. In
Agriculﬂmal Tractors whereas the leading producer in 196 (TAFE) held

'Sh per cent the market, the leading producer now (Escorts) has only 30 per
cent.of the market, HMT, and Mahindra and lfhh;}.mira,‘;wh;lch had no share in
196k, cach now has around 16 per cent of the market. In the case of

Scooters while Bajaj Auto has nct only maintained but even increased its
market share, APT!s share has drastically reduced with the entry of 7 more
companies in the field. In the case of Mopeds where Saund Zweirad Union
was the sole producer in 196k, the leading producer has been replaced

by Kinetic Engineering (L3.95%)and Mopeds Tndia (32%) while the rest of
the 8 entrants hold less than 10 per cent of the market. In Synthetic
Detergents while the leading producers (Hindustan lever and Swastik
Household and Tndustrial Products) comtinue to dominate the field s the
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number of entrants has increased substantially each producing a miniscule
bercen'bage of the totale Though Union Carbide is s1ill the market leader
of Dry Batteries, its share of the market has been considerably reduced
with the field being invaded by 6 other producers,

Thus in all the above cases where there has been a substantial
decrease in concentration, the number of enterprises have increased
‘followed by substantial decreases (in most cases) of the share of the
leading producef.

Table 1,6 gives details of the 18 products where concentration
"has decreased - nurber of enterprises producing these products in 196l
and 1980, Decrease in concentration between 1964 and 1980.

Table 1.6
- Products . No, of ' Decrease in Difference
Fnterprises concentration (1980-196)
1964 1980 196 1980

1 Aluminium 3 L 100,00  87.80 12,20

2 Cement 18 ” Lo 63,80 . L9.,60 14420

3 BHC 3 T 100,00 79.66 2043k

}y Pottasium 7 )

chlorate 3 L 100.00 96011 . 3689
5 Ind, Explosives 2 6 100,00 83.67 16433

6 BVC 2 5 100,00 90476 ' 942l

7 Aubo Tyres 7 12 810  50.18 31.22

8 Carbon Black 1 L 100,00 85433 1467

9 Bail & Roller ) ‘ '

Bearing B 2 98485 71'h3*¢ C 27.42
10 Twist Drills 6 NA 9410  87.58 6452
11 Agricultural o ' ’ ’

- Tractors L 12 92450 58491 3359
12 Scooters 3 10 100,00 81.5L 18,46
13 Mopods 2 10 100,00 84,76 ‘ 15.24
1L Drugs ' -

a) Pencillin 3 L 100,00 81,9 18,06
b) PAS & salts I 6 89450 67406 22.4L
¢) Chloroguin 3 5 100,00 98,04 1.96
d) Chloram- ’ B '
phenicol 2 L 100,00 97.73 2427

15 Soap 22 (L) 87,80 81,60 6411
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Froducts No, of Pnterprises Decrease in‘concentration Difference
o Lingo (1980-196h)

i ” - - s
16 Sy 1964 1980 1964 o 1E

Detergents 2 (18) 100,00 87.65° 12,38
17.Dry Batt- ,,
© .eries 2 8 100,00 71.31 128469
184 Typeuriters L, g ~ 97.h0 86457 - 10,83

Notese £ Data avallable only for the top 2 producers
% Data refer to 1979
) @ Data refer to 1_977

D. Products Where concentratlon has remmed cent per. cent in 196?4 and
. betwsen 1975 and 1980 ' T
Tn 21 products the percentage of concentration (as measured by the

share in production of the top 3 producers) has remained the same (that
is cent per cent) both in 196k and between 1975 and 1980, In 9 products
the nmumber of enterprises have remined the same both in 196k and 19803 in
12 products, there has been an addition of one or at the most 2 producers
since 196lLi, thus explaining to a large extent the phenomenon of an
unchanging degree of concentration.

Table 1.7 gives the names of the 21 products where degree of concentration
has not changed between 1964 and 1980 and the number of enterprlses
-:)roeucmg these prod.uct for both the -years.

Table 1a7

Products where degree of concentration has remained the same

Product ‘ No. of Enterprises
— 1561 1980
1, Zinc 2
2e. Llead
3a. ' Copper
i« DDT

5. Newsprint
6. Stable Bleaching Powdar
7« Bromine
8s Borax
Qe Boric acid
10 Riubber Chemicals

HoH M MO H D
W NWwH e
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.Product Nos. of Enterprises
1961 1980

11, Synthetic Rubber 1 2
12, Polyﬁlelene (L..D) 2 3
13. Polythelene (H Y 1 1
1. Styrens 1 3
15, Polystyrene 1 2
16. Rayon Grade Pulp 1 2
17. Passenger cars 3 L
18 Jeeps 1 1
19. Motor_cycles 3 L
20e Three-wheelers 3 3
21, Drugs a) Insulin 1 1

b} Vitamin A 2 2

¢) Vitamin C 1 3

d) Aspirin 3 2

e) Streptomyein 2 L

Going over the three cases, one, where concentration has .increa.sed;
second, where concentration has decreased, and third where concentration
has remined the same, we find that in the first case, the change in the
marber of enterprises has been very marginal while in quite a few products
the leading nroducer hes increased substantially his share of the mrket
during 1975=1980 as compared to 136Ls in the second case of a decline in
concentration one finds in most cases o substantial increase in the number
of enterprises and/or a drastic decrease in the share of the leading
produces. In the case of the products where concentration has remained
the salrle; the nurber of enterprises has either remained the same, or
increased very marginally. '

Le Stability in Market shares of the Top Enterprises between 196l

and (1975 to 80)
Michael Gort in his paper dealing with an analysis of stability and

change in market shares objects 4o the use of concentration ratios as
descriptions of market structure for two reasonss firstly, according
to him, the ratios show only the proportion of industry sales contributed
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by a group of leading firms they obvicusly tell us nothing about the
Adistribution of shares or changes in this distribution within the groupse
Secondly the concentration ratio for a group of the largest four or eight
firms can remain highly stable notwithatanding changes in the firms that
compose these groups."f ‘

Our study takes care of both the above objections, Since we have
calculated the market share of each of the major enterprises in each
of the products over 2 period of time. We not only have information
about the distribubtion of shares but also changes in this distribution
as also the changes in the firms that compose these groups,.

Table 1.8; i-eproduces from 'Appendix 1.3, the products and the top
companies in 196l producing these products that have retained their top
positions in the 70!'s also. While market shares of individual companies
for each of the 6 years (1975-1980) have been calculatod and presented in
Appendix 1.3. in Table 1.8 we have presented the average market shares
of the companies (during the period 1975-1980) to facilitate compariscn
with 196k,

From Table 1.8. it is clear that in LO out of the 51 products the
top enterprise(s) in 196L has (have) been able to maintain its (their)
leading position(s) in the latter half of the 70!'s also. In 16 out of
L0 products the leading firms in 198); have coven increased. their market
share during 1975-80. In quite a few products, specially, Mdustrial.
Explosives, PVC Resin/Cormpound, Carbon Black, Ball and Roller ‘bearing,

Dry Batteries and Typewriters, the shares of the leading preducers
have drastically reduced during the latter half of the 708 as compared
to 196l3 yet we have listed these companies because they still are the
single largest producers of the products in question.

Gort Michaels "Analysis of stability and change in r'nzu'két'shares"
Journal of Political Economy, Vol.71, 1963, p 51-63
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TABLE 1.8

Coﬁ}ﬁailies that have been able to maintein their leading position in(1975-1980) as compared to 196

T gﬁ?ﬁz ]6?_, the ) Percentage share Average percem_sage
S1.No. Product - comcentration Names of Top Enterprises of each in share of each in
; £ the product : production in production for the
betueen 1964 axd 1964 years 1975-1980
(1975-80) (P) -
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) ()
1. Aluminium D 1. Indian Aluminium Corporation 48 .20 38.89
2. Hindustan Aluminium Corporation 38.50 37.98
3
2e Zinc c 1+ Hindustan Zinc 51.00 71.51
3. Copper c 1. Indian Copper Corporation
» (Hindustan Copper) 100.00 100.00
4e  Lead C 1+ Metal Corporation of India '
: (Hindustan Zinc) 100.00 100,00
5. Cement D 1. ACC 39.80 33,76
6. DDT & 1. Hindustan Insecticides 100,00 100,00
7. Hewsprint ¢ 1. Mational Newsprint and }
Paper Mills 100.0C6 . 100,00
8. Soda Ash T 1. Tata Chemicals 50.90 54..80
: 2. Saurashtra Chemicals 29.54. 29.13
9 Browine C 7. Tata Chemicals 100,00 99.58
10: Borax G 1. Borax Morarji 100.00 79.15
11. Boric lcid G 1. Borax Morarji 100.00 98.15
12. TIrndustrial Explosives ™I 1. Indian Explosives 100.00 67.18
13. Synthetic Rubber™ -~ ( 1. Synthetics and Chemicals 100,00 88.75
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16.

17.
18.

. PVC Resin/Compound

Polythelene (H.D)
Styrene

Polystyrene

Man-made fibres

(a) Nylon filament
Yam

(b) Viscose staple
fibre

(¢c) Viscose filament
Yarn

Rayon Grade Pulp

Carbon Black

]

D

Ball and Roller B2aringD

Grinding Wheels

Twist Driils

Passenger Cars
Jeepgse
Commercial Vehicles

Scooters

—

1. Rajasthan Vinyl and Chemicals
: (DCM)

1. Polyolefins

1, Synthetics and Chend cals
2. Polychem

1. Polychen

1. J.K.Synthetics

* ooy
1, Gwalid®' silk Mfg (Wvg) Co.

1. Century Rayorn (Century
Spg. & Mfg. Co.)

2. Kesoram Industrial and Cotton
Mills

1. Gwalior Rayon Silk Mfg
and Wvg. Co. Ltd.

. Philips Carbon Black

0
1. National BEngineering Industries &8.67
1

. Grindwzll Norton

. Carborandum Universal
. Indian Tool Mfg. Ltd.

. Mdison and Co. Ltd.

. Hindustan Motors

bl

lairindra and Mahindra
"1, TELCO
1. Bajaj sAuto

60.20
100.00
100.00

100,00

35.80

89‘ OO

%mg 39.50(b)

13,50

100,00
100,00

47.70
35.40
47.00
35.30
66,10
100.00
42490
41.60

J

35.58
100.00

i
43 .21

70.66

30.44

93.58

25'?1% 50,07 (b)
11,62

79.11
60.37
33.64
43.88

©49.38

32. 03
KT b,
56.31
100.00
54435
50.66
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29.
30.
(i)
(i)

(iidi)
(iv)
(v)
(vi)

31.

33,
34

Motorcycles

3 -Yheelers

Drugs:
Insulin
Streptomycin

Vitanin ‘AY

Vitanin tC?

Aspirim
Chloramphenicol

Scap

Synthetic Detergents

Leather footwear

Rubber and Canvas
footwear
Dry Batteries

Storage Batteries
Roon airconditiocners

Typ>writers
Cigareties

@]

-

e

. Escorts Ltd.
. Ideal Jawa

Bajaj Auto

. Boots (India) Lid.

Hindusten Antibiotics

Synbiotics

+ Roche

Sarabhei Merck Pvt., Ltd.
(Sarabhai M Chemicals)

Albta Labs

Bochringer-knoll

Yarkc - Davis

Hindustan Lever

TOMCO

Hindusbtan Lever

Swastik Oil Mille

Bata Shoe Company

Bata Shoe Company

Union Carbide

Associated Battery Makers
(Chloride India)

. Voltas

Rordngton Rand
1.%.C.

Vazir Sultan

100.00
55.60
FARYAY)
68.30

100,00
82.10
58.80
41.20
58.70
23.40
67.60
32.40
&7.27
59.10

82.00

45.80
28.50

62.10
46420

19.90

e T

100,00
3489
41.99
72.91

63.00
99.12
4785
344
51.92
24.58
48,56
34.81 /3 £
92.05,
68.30

55.7

52.87
£7.96

40,90
4817
19.57
56.94 /3 £
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NOTES : % refers to those compaﬁies whose market share has increased
durinz (1975-1980) as compared to 1964.

(a) both the companies belong to the same Business-House, namely, Kilachand (Tulsidas)
(v) The companies belong to the Birla Business~-House.

£ denotes that the average is for 3 years only.,

(P)!Change in the Degree of concentration' compares concentration obtaining
in (1975-1580) vis~a~vis 1964.
Thus: D decrease in concentration in (1975-1980) as compared to 1964.
C constant degree of concentration, that ie, cent per cent in
1964 and (1975-1980).
I increase in degree of concentration in (1975-1980) as compared to 1964.
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Tn 18 out of the LO products wherc the leading producers have
maintained and/or improved their shares in market, the degree of concentrati
between 196l and (1975-80) has remained the same; in 11 products the degree
of concentration hss increased, while in 11 products the degree of
concentration has decreased, Excluding the cases where there have been
drastic reductions in the market shares of the leading prodicers, we have
three casest~
(i) where with increasing concentration the leading producer(s)
has (have) maintained and/or improved its (their) market shares
(ii) where with decreasing concentration the share of the leading
producer(s) has {have) remained the same and/or increaseds
(iii) where concentration has remined the same but the shore of the
leading producer(s) has/have remained the same and/or increased.
Tho L£irst and third cases are not difficult to surmise; with increasing
concentration one would expect an increase in the share of the leading
producer, while with concentration remaining the same an increase in the
share of the leading producer )would necessarily have been achieved at the
expense of the other producers. It is the second case which has serious
implications from the policy angle. Whils.concentration has decreased
with increass in the number of enterprises, &t does not auvtomatically imply
that competition has also increaseds The fact that the leading producer
has been able to increase his share even with the entry of new enterprises,
impiies among other things, that industrial development has merely meant
the addition of new enterprises each contributing a miniscule share not
offering any corpetition worth the name to the leading producer,.
5. Business~iouses and Product-concentration

Using the MIC classification of Business~Houses with their bodies
corporate we have grouped (for 196L) the indertakings that come within the.
purview of owr study according to the Pusiness~Houses to which they belonge.
For 1378 and 1980 we have the official 1list of industrial houses ard their
inter-connected undertekings registered as such under the MRTP Act, 1969
with the help of which we have been able to group undertakings covered by
us according to the Businees-Houses to which they belong., The total number
of wmdertakings covered for 196l is around 200 out of which 5L undertakings
belong to one or the other Business-House giving a percentage of 27, TFor
1978 and 1980 the total number of undertskings covered is 250 out of which
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76in 1978 and 79 in 1980 belong to identified Business-Houses wnder the
MRTP Act, 1969 piving a percentage of 30.4 and 31.6 respectively.

A Tew points need to be clarified at the outset:-

i) Some of the undertakings identified as belonging to particular
business~houses by the MIC have novw been registered as ‘tsingle large
undertakingst under the MRTP Act, 1969. For example, Mettur Chemical and
Industrial Corporation is nc longer registered as belonging to the
Seshasayee Sroup but is identified now as a single large undertakings

11} A fow of the Business-Houses identified as such by the MIC do not
figure in the MRTP list, while a few new ones have registered wnder the
MRTP Act; 1969 which were forrerly identified as large wndertakings by the._
¥IC. For example, the following houses.no longer figure in the MRTP List -
Dalmia Jar Dayal, Chinaj, Kanoria, R,K., BJN,Elias. Those registered
newly as Business Houses under the MRTP Act include Hindustan lever,

Lshck Leyland, Golden Tobacco, Godrej.

iii) The onus of registering a company under the MRTP Act, 1969 rests
on the company itself so also the fact of its being interconnected with
an industrial house identified as such by the MRTP act, 1969. Consequently,
a large number of undertakings over the yeers have evaded registration,
Wherever it appears to the Govermment on the basis of available
information that section 20 of the MRTP Act, 1969 is prima-facie applicable
to an uwndertesking which has not registered itself under section 26 of the
YRTP Act, 1969, a default nctice though not manda is isswed to it
advising it to comply with the provision of the Act. The companies very
often take advantage of the default notice and report changes in the facts
relied upon by the Department sc as to remove the basis of registrability
indicated to the mdertakings in the default notice; they raise intricate
questions of facts and law and interpretation, of wariows provisions
relatiex to interconnection, manner of compuitation of assets and certain
other expressions used in the Act which require careful examination,

Many parties take recourse to legal proceedings in various High Courts

and even Suprerent Court of India. The examination of representations

by the companies sometimes involves collection and analysis of woluminous
data relating to shareholding pattern, management functioning and other
general functioning. As on 31.12,1980 the Department of company affairs
has issued default notices to 371 undertakings calling upon the undertakings
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to register themselves under Section 26 of the act.”?
Ve have relied strictly on the data provided by the Department of

Company affalrs regarding industrial houses and their inter~connected

undertakings., To the extent that particular undertakings have not

registered themselves as being inter-connected with one or the other

industrial houses, our data is an underestimation of the concentration

of Business-Houses in producticn.
Table l. 9 »

Joint Percentage Share of Business-Houses in Production (196L, 1978, 1»980)

Name of the Product Percentage share of Business-Houses in
Production

1. Aluminium , 52400 43,36 53401
2+ Cement 69.90 52,40 7519
3¢ BHC (Tech) 80,50 27.02 21.36
Yie Soda Ash - 100,00 100.00 100,00
5+ Stable bleaching powder 100,00 53,18 62425
6. Potassium Chlorate 90,4L0 Lho.13 29.78
7+ Bromine 100,00 99,09 99465
8. Industrial Explosives 100,00 5l 487 D751
9« Rubber Chemicals 100,00 h0.26 3767
10. Synthetic Rubber 100,00 87.30 7087
11l. PVC Resin/compcund 100,00 Thal2 Thel8
12, Polythelene (L.D) 62 110 5379 39428
13. Polythelene (H.D)} 100,00 T00,00 100400
1le Styrene 100,00 73489 6642y
15e Polystyrene 100,00 65486 53486
16. {2a) Nylon filament yarn 35,80 52,08 684112
(b) Viscose staple fibre 100,00 100,00 100,00

9 - For details regarding the pending list of default notices refer,
Company Mews and Notes (A Journal of the Department of Corpany Affairs),
VoloXIX, April 1961, No.l, pp 68-73 (Unstarred Q.No. 3923, Answered
on 17th March 1981).
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Name of the product Percentage share of Business-Houses-"

in Production

196L 2978 1980
(¢) Viscose filament yarn 75«00 5376 61.21
17, Rayon grade pulp 100,00 100400 100,00
13+ Borax = = 7846l
19, Boric fLcid = - 96433
20, Automobile tyres - L,3.88 L2479

21. Carben Black B 100400 56.21 =
22, Ball and Roller Bearing 932k 59,87 Gl
23. Twist Drills 85,70 7501 L6465
2. Grinding Wheels - 52.54L L4761
25. Adr and Gas Compressors 36,10 8425 6.21
26, Agricultural Tractors 5lie10 57.93 5797
27« Passenger Cars 82480 98470 99,81
28, Commercial vehicles . BBe90O 96 420 93467
294 Scooters L1460 L6410 53.39
30, Motor Cycles - L3.82 L6e3L
31. Three wheelers 28,70 89,08 81.22
32, Jeeps ) - 100,00 300,00 100,00

33. Drugs

(2) Peniciliin h0e30 NA 25471
(p) Streptongein 1l 10 NA L1486
(¢) PAS and it~ salts ' . - 16,17

. {a) Chlormphernicol . 58.8Q‘ - -
3k. Soap : 25 .90 7816 29491
35. Synthetic Detergents ' 32.40 67.85 61.97
36. Leather footwear - 11.80 2,57 3.02
3?:. Rubber and Canvas Ffootwear 11,20 23.98 2782
38. Dry Batteries - 58,58 53412
3% Storage Batteries - 11,52 15,36
LOe Electric Iemps . 2h.10 48,83 18473
Lii. Domestic Refrigeration 5730 " 36,26 NA
L2. Room airconditioners 1) .90 60423 58.72
134 Typewriters 10,70 33.61 29.90

Ll Cigarettes 17,20 72.7h 72,37



5. Toothpaste 10,61 17.37
Note: - indicates no company identified as belonging to a Business-House
‘ ~ NA - Not applicable '
Source: Appendix 1.k,

Appendix Lulis gives details of the Houses to which mﬁertakings '
producing a particular product belong, the share of particular Houses

in the production of a product and the collective share of Business-Houses
in the production of 2 particulsr producte In Table 1,9, we have
summarized the data to give an idea of the importance of Business-Houses
'in the production of various products. An analysis of the data in

Appendix 1.} and Table 1,9 brings out the following:
thi (a) A large part of the production of different products is accounted
for by various industrial houses. Thus for example s in about 26 products
out of 16 covered in 1980, over 50 per cent of the production in each
is in the hands of one or the other industrial house 3

v(b’) . particular business-house is characterised by wide cccupational
diversification. Very rough_ly,‘ by diversification Wwe mean the presence
of an industrial Group/Housc in more than one industrial category. For
example, in Table 1.10 we have drawn up the differing market shares of
Tata and Birla, (the two top business-houses in terms of assets ‘controlled)
in selected products for 1980,

Table 1,10

Market Shares of Tata and Birla in the production of some products, 1980

Product Percentage share in production of
’ Tata Birla

Aluminium - 10,81

Cement - 12,06

BHC (Tech) 16,83 -

Soda Ash 57.68 2786

Bromine 99465 ‘ -

o

Viscose Staple Yarn 99470
Rayon Grade Pulp - The81
Ball and Roller Bearing 306,21 _ 32,10



31

Product - Percentage share in production of
- Tata Birla
Commercial vehicles L6,.50 Te19
Cars - 71.23
Soap - 26,75 -

Room and airconditioners L9.8L . 8.38

Such wide diversification is true of the other houses as well though
to a lesser extent than the Tata and Birls.

The relevance of the above two observations namely, the domination
of business-houses in production of different products, and the wide
diversification of the business activities of a particular house, lies
in the fact.that it highlights the uniqueness of Indian industrial
developmente What metters in the Indian context is the expansion of the
same business house from one industrial category to another, and the
interlocking of the different sectors of the economy in powerful blocks
of wmified capitales If alloWance is not made for such a fact then mere
computation of concentration ratics for isolated products may grossly
wmderstate the mgnitude of the problem of concentration of economic
power in the Indian econorny. It is possible to find that, when businesé
groups enter several markets simidtaneously, overall concentration in the
sense of their control over several sectors may actually increase, while
the degree of concentration or monopoly in a particular product need not
and moy even decline.

6+ MForeipn" Companies ond their share in production

By foreign! companies we mean the follewing two categories s
~.{a) Those Indian corpanics registered under Section 29 of the FERA,

1973 and in which non resident interest is presently more than LO per cent.

.(b) Subsidiaries of foreign multinational corporations (MNCs).

The categories are not mutually eclusive; in fact except for one
cormpany (Pieco formerly Philips India) (b) is a subset of (a)e Tn the
case of (a) we have data regarding the names of companies and the
percentage of non-resident holding only for one year 19803 for (b) we have
data for 1976 and 1980, Over the years the number of subsidiaries of
foreign.MNCs .functioning in the ;ountry has been going down ~ their number
was 171, 161, 146 and 125 for this years ending March 1976, 1977, 1978
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10
and 1979,
Tn 1976, among the companies covered.by us are 29 Indian subsidiaries

of foreign MICs; in 1980 the number is 22, 7 having become Indian Companies
through dilution of their eguity holdings. The merber of .FERA companies
among the companies covered by us works out to 29 in 1980, out of which 21
are subsidiaries of foreign IMNCs.

| Appendix 1.5 gives the names of FERA companies, the percentage of
non-resident holding in these companies and their average share in
producticn for (1975-80).

Appendix 1.6 gives the names of foreign MNCs and their share in
production for 1976 and 1980 The 29 .FERA companies operate in 25 out of
the 116 products covered by us in 1980, 1h of these 29 companies control
30 wer cen: and over of the share in production in 16 of the 25 products.
The names of the 1l compenies and the 16 products in which they have a
significant share of the market are given in table .11,

Table 1.11

FURA Companies contrelling significant preportion of production
S No Name of the FFERA Corpany  Product in which market share is sifnii‘icant;
1, Union Carbide i) Polythelene (L.D) ii)Dry Batteries
2+ Carborandum Universza i) Grinding whesls
3. CGrindwell Nerion i) Grinding wheels
lia Associated Pearing i) Ball and Roller Bearing
5. Boots i) Insulin
6. Roche ) i) Vitamin Mt
7+ Peover | 1) Chlorcquin (ii)‘Ribbér CRemidal
8¢ Indian FExplosives i) Induvstrial Explosives
9, Ingersolt Rand i) Lir and Gas Corpressors
10, Chloride India 1) Storage Babteries
11 Indian Aluminiam 1) Aluminium
12, Hindustan Lever i) Soaps

ii) Symthetic Detergents

13. Parke Davis i} Chloramphenicol Powder
e Alkali and Chemical
Covporation i) Rubber Chendcals

10 Company News and Notés ¢ Vol, XIK, No.3 March 1981, p 65
TOns tarred Naho. 082, Answered on 23rd February 1781)
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When one glances at the data in Appendix 1.6 1t is clear that between
1976 and 1980 a nurber of compsnies have "Indianised! thepselves: Wimco,
.Bate Indian, ITC, Godfry Philips, Colgate - Palmolive.
Bata India, ITC, WIMCO and Colgate - Palmolive are well entrenched in

the crnsumer goods .industry end still continue to dominate their respective

Remington Rand,

‘-

2

Tields of activity.

The process of diluting foreign eguity is being referred to as
TIndisnisation of the foreign companies. The idea is that as the percentage
of foreimn share ofter dilution works out to less shan 50 per cent (which
mems thot Indian holding is in the majority) the control is passing bo
the Indians, So nalve a view of control will not fool anyone. The Dutt
Committee found that much less than even one fourth of equity was adequate
to exercise control, The point to be noted is that the shares have been
sc widely dispersed that apy other controlling block emerging as a threat
to the existing controlling authority can be safely ruled oute Sudip
Chavdhre s in his snalysis of FERA and its provisions has pointed out that
Hindustan Lever has ended up with 95000 share holderss Britania Biscuits
has about 27000 shore holders while India Foils has more than 7500. What
is more important from cur point of view is the following observations
"Responding to the provision of FERA resarding foreign equity dilution
the foreign firms are nob passively disinvesting their shares, They are
utilising the sppc-:ﬁ'tlamities/??% enthusiastically iliplementing expansion
echemes. Provicusly, oiten, they wsed to dilute foreign equity in order

to obtain licences Tor expansion, now they are expanding as part of the
12

process of Ferelign equity 4ilution,”

The debtails reparding the specific expansion proposals of erstwhile

ifereign corpanies now in the process of Tndianisation or already

Tdianised the licences recelved by them etce., will be discussed in a

11, Chaudbhurd Swlips."PERA @ Appearance and Reality', Economic.and
Polipical Weekly, Vol XIV, No.16, April 21, 1979, pp 73h~7lL
12, TBID, pp. 739-7L0
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separate paper oh ‘concentration in Productive Capacity in Indian Industry?
but suffice it to state th"t the very process.of Indianisation will have

8 s:ignificant impnet on product-concentration.

Our analysis of foreigh companies does not take into consideration the
foreign sollaboration agreements entered inte by private and public Indian
companies and fo that extent the influence that foreign companies have
on the production struchture has been grossly wmdsrestimated., While the
subsidiaries of forelgn MICs has been declining, the number of foreign

3
in 19 o 526 in 1980, 7 It is no secret that the seller of a technology
has an overvhelming bhargaining powsr. There are some important bub concealed

i
technoliogical collaboration agreements has been increasing -from 227
TS %

features of the technolegy mirket of which the buyers from developing
comntries are the biggest victims., The transfer of technology is subject
to certain "rastrictive clausas, some of which ares
i) Iimitetion on volume of production or capacitys
ii) raguiring the buyer to grant back to the seller or his representatives
any lrproversnts made in the technology bought without offse tting
considevations
iii) restricting the buyer to undertake any R & D work to abscrb or
adapt the lechnology or to develop new products, processes or
aquipments
iv) territorizl or quantitative restrictions on exportsgs

v) imposing equity participation;

vi) typing up szle of some or all elements of plants and equipment and
anginecring and technical services and sale of some of the raw
materials, intermediate or components and

vii)} irmposing regulation of prices of goods and services on the buyers
of technology .1
Thus by insisting on Indianisation Government is merely snd conveniently

defining away the problem of foreign capital.

T3 To% SaTha Trower to wistarred question No. 1682, Answered on 3.3.82
AQuoted in Assocham Parliamentary Digest, No.3, 1982, Budget Session
1.3.1982 ¢ S.5.1902, pp 1U6-100

1l Sanghvi, Prafulla: "On Technological Self-Eélence", Science/Today
July 1981, pp 9-1L
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7e Concentration and the Public Sector

So far we have not explicitly segregated the cases where the
public sector is the leading wmdertaking or the sole producer of a particular
product, The MIC!s stuly was critized for its failure $0 make this .
distinctions The distinction assumes relevence at the policy level.

Section 3 of the MRTP Lot exempbts from its purview any undertaking owned or
contrelled by Government or by any other Corporation established by Central

or Stabe Lets., The anparent justification for exempting these mmits can

vrotection is needed by the General Public. However another view persists
which does not accept this exemption without qualification. I% has been
represented that there is no reason wihy the provisions of the fct specially
those relating to monopolistic and restrictive trade Practices should not
alsc be mode applicable to such wndertakings. Since Covernment or
Government -controlled wmdertakings are engaged in the production of consumer
and other iters, the impact on the general consurmer, or the user of the goods
and services, of the trade practices in respect of such goods or services
is the same whether they are produced or rendered by wndertakings in the
public sector or private ssctor.

The Sachar Committes ofdned thus: "The benefieiary of the legislation

o

i

is the consumer and it appears to us to be only fair and reasonable that
even wndertakings owned or controlled by Central and State Governments
should be uwnder the same type of rigour and discipline where the interests,

15
of the general congumer are involved,n -

15 India, Government of,, Report of the High Powered Expert Commitiée
on Companies! =nd MRTP Acts, (Chairman: Jus tice Rajingar Sachari,
HInis¥ry of Law, Justice and Company A€fairs, Department of Company

Affairs, 1978, p.2bLs
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From Appendix le3 it is clear that public sector enterprises have

merged as leading producers in the following products.

© 24

YName of the preduct YVame of the Public Sector undertaking
1, Zinc ‘ Hindustan Zince

2 Lead Hindustan Zine

3. Copper Hindustan Copper

Le DDT Hindustan Insecticide

5. Newsprint National Newsprint and Paper Mills

6. Polythelene (%.,D) Indian Petro~chemicals Ltd.

Besides, between 126h and 1980 public sector enterprises have entered
and/or significantly incressed their production-share ins

Cement (Cement Corporabion of India)

Tractors (Hindustan Machine Tools)

Scooters (Scooters Tndia)

Streptomyein (HAL, IDPL)

Penicillin. (HAL, IDPL)

In Toble 1.32 we have shown the .change in the number of products in
the high concentration category when public sector production is excluded.
W find that oven with thc exclusion of the public sector wdertakings
we still have $lightly over 70 per cent of the products in the thigh!
concentratial category. The maximum decline in the degree of concentration
has occwred in the "Basic industry category" and it is precisely this
area where the public sector has entered in a big way.

Table 1,12

Number of Products showing 'High! degrse of concentration with public

sector production excluded.

Year No. of products No. showing high degree Percentage of high

of concentration concentration products to
total number of products
196L 51 L3 8he31
13975 51 ik 80.39
1976 51 L1 80.39
877 53 L, 80.39
1978 L8 36 75.00
1979 L6 3k 73.91
1980 L6 o S - 3k 73,91

a4 700 0 D s 9 P St 0 o 2 o e S s S 0 0t S s 1t e S o e S o B 0 € e i o B
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F, Some Observations and Comments

Prom the point of view of the structure of the economy, while
overall statistics show a decline in the number of concentrated products
between 196l and 1980, the ramifications of the problem are many and varied,
1ls The analysis of the s tructwre of Indien Ludustry; in this paper,
has been atbempted st two levels.

(a)

Pication of products into basic, intermediate, capital

and consumer goods cabegoriess

(b) Classification of coxpanies into public sector and private sector;.

1

within the private sector we have studied separately the !Business-
Houses?! as listed under the M R.T.P, Ack, 1969 and Foreign!?
companies.

While a thorough study of the performance of Indian indus try in berms
of the industrial categories and in terms of the public and rrivate sectors
ig oubside the scope of this stuwdy, some indicabtion of performance in terws
of the two classifications, and the relevance it has for the anerging

industrial structure is nevertheless discernible from our data.

Between 1975 and 1980, the utilization of capacity(ls)in the different
industrial categories has been as follows:
Industrial category Capacity.Uilization
(1) Basic Industries . 70,38
(2) Mmtermediate Indusiries 77673
(3) Capital Geods Industries 71455
(1) Consumer Goods Industries : 8l 428

1

]
The simnificance of the above ubilization £ igures and the relevance

]

Of the categorization will be clearer if one realizes that the public sector

hus entered in a big way the first of the industrial categories and to a
lesser extent in (2) and (3). The last category, namely, consumer goods
category is dominated by the private sector, both Tndian and foreign,

e

Tn Appendix 1.7 we have reproduced those of the companies in our

(18) Caracity ubilization figwres for the products covered by uS have been

computed from data compiled by the Centre for Monitoring Tndian Feono
Economic Intelligence Service "Production and Capacy tilization
]

in 650 Industries 1970 to 1981", January 1983
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study that have a significent share in production (over 33 per cent
average share between 1975 and 1960) and compared their performance in.
terms of capacity utilization with that for the product as a whole. In
the process we also geb an idea ’.um _tbe verformance of the public and
private sectows and within the latte r, the performance, of foreign companies
alfa, (15)
4 scrutiny of the teble reveals the following:
a} The.Public Sector is the sole producer in the following productss
DDT, Copper, lead and Newsprint. Bxcept in the case.of DDT where capacy
utilization is above 130 percent, in.the othor three, average utilization
of capacity in the three years, 1978, 1979 and 1980 has been below 65 percent.
b) There are 10 Wor‘ncto in which the Public Sector co-exists with the
Private Sector out of which in 5 products, the share in capacity of the
Public Sector exceeds 30 percent. These are (percentage share in capacity
given in breckets)s '
} Zinc (82 percent) ,
1i) Pelythelene (L.D) (70 percent)
3 Scéoh,érs ‘ (13 vpercent)
iv) Three-wheelers (50 percent)
v) 2) Ponicillin (7l percent)
b) Streptomycin (57 percent)
¢) PAS and its Salts (36 percent)
In the cass of Zinc while the Public.Sector mits capacity utilization
is betﬁer than that of the Private Sector, the former with 81 percent share

1

in installed capacity has been producing only to the tume of 60 percent of

its vated capacity. In the olher four products the Public Sectorts

performance has been far below the level of perforirehce of the Private Sector.

5 produc{,s the share in capaciiy of the Public Sector is below

30 percecnt, These are: (Percente,ge share in ca.pacity-is given in brackets):
1. Cement (15 percent) ’ ’ ‘
2. Aluminium (15 percent)
3¢ BHE (Tech) (16 percent)
Lhe Tractors (16 percent)
5. Loather footwear (10 percent)

{19) Cauac:.ty i‘:.gures Ior companies covered by us have been uaken from
their respective balance sheets.
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Except in the case of Tractors (even here the ubilization of capacity
of the Publis Soctor has been going down while that of the Private Sector
has been going up) in g1l the other products the Public Sectors performance

has been far below ther that of the Private Sector.

t is true that the Public Sector has entered "technologically complex
areas vhere it has to do pioneering work® and that therefore fsome
allowance wwst be made for the longer gestation period and Isarning curve'.
Put by «lmost any ysrdstick 25 years is a sufficiently long pericd for »
any committed Governwent to susiain the momentum of a preplanned prograrme
of industrialization. The Public Sector which was vested with the
responsibility of establishing a sound infrastructure to make further
industrial growth cumelative, has to bake the mejor share of the blame
in having failed the comntry on this score, It i5 not just 2 question of
bad and/or inefficient menagements for that matter the private sector has
not shewn any spectacular immovabion on the managerent front. That it

slightly betber run than most Public Ssctor wnits is merely a mtter
of relativity. Administrative delays have generally not come in the way

gl
oL

asstablishment and oxpansicn of high-profit low-priority industriesg
neither have eristing legislations been able ¢ Trevent the installation
of capacity in axcess of licensed capacity. On the other hard all the

melaxations in the licensing policy has failed to sittract investment into

key industriec like cerent, paper, aluminium, lertilizers ctec. Many
licences an? letters of in%ent have been issued in these induvstries; and

-

vat m each of them the prospect is of a comtinuance of the existing

severs shortoses. "The scele of Investment wore or less keeps oubd new
entrants and the existing producers are doing too well out of the shortages
and the resulbant black markebt premiums on their products to want to try
overmuch to expand production. As fer the Public Sector, it far from being
in a position to £i11 in the gaps in private inves tment; it is having to
abandon sven long accepted projects like the Ratnagari L umindum Plantn, (21)

(20) India, Govérnment of., Draft Five-Year Plan 1978-83, Pluzm;}_ng
Cormiss siom, Volume IIT p.l37

(21) #ditorial, Becnomic and Political Heekl;,r, Vol,VI Noverber 10, 1973

0)
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While not going into the reasons for the failure and/cr the inability
of the Public Sector to come up to expectatious, and while, also, not
mzking ar apologia fdr the poor marformance of the Public Sector, an
important point needs to be highlighted =~ specially for the benefit of
those who constanbly rent abordg 4;";19' pocr performaace of the Public Sector
industrial wndertakings and attribute much of the econony's difficulties
to the Public Scctor indusirial underitskings and attribute mich of the
econemy s difficulties o the Pubiic Sector!s non~performance, Tt is
that, over the years, state subsidy of the private sector has assumed
massive dimensions, BInormous subsidies to private enterprise accrue
through Government reluctance to cover costs from receipts in the Public
Sector industries which seil them stesl, and service them with power,
Lé[n an effort to
‘the belief that
(22)the

Government has restrainad prices in the Publiic Soctor, The reasoning

transport, posi and telecommmication faciiities eic.

restrain the rate of inflaticn in the econonr as alsc)

private enterprisce is in need of promotion and stimulation
i S

behind this - no doubt based on an cutdated ;'-.("-.eolcé:-‘:r - is that private
manulfzcburing %s basically price competitive ard will pass on such subsidios
from the Public sector to the Private sectov in tha form of lower .prices...
c) In quite a few products (spssially comsumer goods) namely, Drugs -
consisting of Chlovoguin, Vitamin'At, Vitamin C?, Penicillin *Sc‘.mk,
Synthetlc Dotergents, and Refrigerators etc, one can diceeim capacity

utilization figures of over 100 percent for ihw private (Indian and foreign)

- -

(22) Gumar Myrdal had this to say: "AJl eccnomic planning in South Asis
starts out from the idea that aovelopuielt should he pushed. More
particularly it is Telt that private enterprisc and smecifically
investment in production is in need of promotion end stimmlation.
We also find that state wndertakings in besic indusitry and public
utilities have the effect wsvally intended of improving condibicns
for privatc businessy,

Asian Dramas An Inquiry Into the Poverty of MNations, Penguin Books
Harmondsworth, sngland, volume 1T, 1960 D,1189
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companies, In.all these produchs where the utilization of capacity has
heen over 100 percent, the companies have installed and produce in excess
of their licensed eapncilties.

Tn some cases, namely, that of ITIC in Cigarettes, National Engineering
Tndustpies in Fall and foller Bearings, Indian Tool Manufactures in Twist

Dpills, Chloride Tadia in Storage Batteries, Union Carbide in Dry Cell

{
=
1)

o shile capacity ubtilization is less than 100 percent, the
installed capacitics of these companies in the products mentioned far
excead . their licensed capacities.

S.K, Goyal in his survey of excessive industrial capacities with the
Indian Corporate Sector has revéaled that out of 565 cases of installation
of 'mavthorized conaciiy 28 weny 2s 200 azre accounted for by Multinational
Oorpora.tions and another 170 by Tndian Monopoly Houses. In 138 cases, the

apacity. instailed or production achieved is more than double the.licensed
capaci’c:y. Sxeess canocities exist most in the field of chemicals, dyes
and pharmaceuticals (158 cases), clectrical equipment and cables (103), and
mebals and alicys (87). The study has found that a large number of products
for which excess copacity has been illegally installed cater directly or
indirectly to tho needs of the e¢lite. Also o number of these products
happen o be thote which are reserved for the small-scale sector. (23)

The Umion Government has identified as many as 123 industrial units
including some owned by MRTIY and FFRA companies and one owned by z giant
cooperative, with prcduction in excess of their Hcense,d capecities during
the last three vears (that is, 19?8 1979 and 1980).(

(23) Goyal S.Ke "1 Preliminary Survey of Fxcess Industrial Capacities with

the disn Corporate Sector! Public Pollcy and Plazmmg
Division, IIFA, Now Delhi (Mineo)

(2L) fconomic Times 3 "Production above Licensed Capacity", May 1k, 1961
Page 1, Bombay
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Cases of MRTP companies setting wp new undertakings without obtaining
y . —_—

‘“rior approval mder section 22 of the MRTP Act, 1969 has come to the.

(SR B

(25)

notice of the Bovernment, which has thus far identified 12 such cases.
© Production in excess of licensed capacity by already dominant
mdertakings cannot bub enable the latter to appropriate a larger share
of the maricet In any expansion of the markeb; worse still, excess capacity
installiation zcts as a detervent to other wmdertakings that might contemplat
entering the market. The net result is to make concentration more
concentrated. To crown it all, not only has this phenomenon been officially
recognized but the whole process of legitmising this blatant illegal
activity has been raised to the status of a2 routine official procedurs.
And if, in addition, MRTP companies unauthorisedly set up new wndertakings
in contravention of the provisions of the very Act that is supposed to

regulate production and capacity creation in the public interest, it

7
-

would be easier and more appropriate for the Government 0 redefine its

notion of public interest.

2+ The decisions regarding interconnections are taken strictly in
accordance with the existing statutory provisions as laid down in the MRTP
Act, 1969, Consequently, by say, merely reducing their shareholding ,
companies can escape the charé;e of intercomnection. To take a glaring
axamclcs (26)
TTC Limited and Vazir Sultan Tobacco Limited (VST) (the top two companies
manufacturing  cigarettes, are both companies incorporated under the Indian
Companics icte Accord:mg to information dated 30th November 1978,
3749 percent of the equity share capital of ITC Limited is held in the
name of Tobacco Manufacturers (India) Limited, a subsidiary of the
Pritish Lmerican Tobacco Company Limited (BAT). According to information

(28) Reply ziven in Dajya Sabha to Unstarred Question N6,5L3 on Lth August
1980, Quotad ‘in Company News and Notes, vole XVIII, August 1980
No.8, ppSL-56

(26) Fxamplc taken from Lok Sabha answer to Unstarred Question No, 8261
Answered on 24 Lpril 1979. Quoted in Company News and Notes,
vole ZVIT Noelt April 1979 pp85-86
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Agted 26.9,77, two subsidiaries of BAT hold 4 total of 31,732 of -oquityshiares
ccn%?di 050§§T¥§U5%g%iclirg€§? X é@%%%}lgugggggstg n§%8%€%§¥ Eﬁgit%herefore,
believed o have existed betwsen the two companiesS.s... Prior to Jume 1975,
the Depariment of Company affairs had declared the two cormpanies ITC and
TST 4o be interconnected undertakings on considerations of equity share.
capital held by PAT!s subsidiaries. With effect from 6.6,1975, however,
the shareholding pattern of W8T changed substantially and it was found
that the holdings of }nm!s gubsidiaries stood reduced to 31,73 percent only.
V3T could not therefore be considered any longer as an interconnected
dertaking of TTC in accordance with the statutory provisions laid down
in section 2 (9) of the IRTP, iLct, 1969. TFurther ITC and VBT are the
largest shareholders in Bhadrachalam Paper Boards (BEFB) a paper company

%

[&]

in indhra Pradesh, The following are the major equity shareholders of

the company:

1. ITC Lirdted - 32.4 percent
2., BT v 14,2 percent
Je AP Ind. Deve Corp 13,8 percent
L, DB 13,9 percent
5. IFC 5.7 percent
6, .IcICT . . Se7 percent

Yet, because ITC holding in BPB is not technically 1/3rd, BFB is not
listed as being intercomnected with ITC.

Similarly, while Philips Carbon Black and Gujarat Carbon are listed
as Separate enterphises producing carbon tlack, Gujarat Carbon in fact
has bheen promoted g‘ointly a8 a joint sector enterprise by Philips Carbon
Black and GIIC.(27

Turther, the Central Government ns approved the proposal of Philips
Carbonn Rlack for the establishment of a new wndertaking under the name
and style of Bharat Carbon Linited (later changed to Oriental Carbon ILitd)

for the manufacture of Carbon Black. One of the conditions of the approval

(27) India, Government of , Indian Chemicals Statistics, 1981-82, ,
Depsrtment of Chemicals and Fertilizers, Ministry of Petroletm,
Chemicals and Fertilizers, Government of India, New Delhi, pl.h8
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is, that, neither Fhilips Carbon Black, nor any of its inter-connected
wderbakings should hold.more than 32 percent.of the equidy capital
of Oriental Carbon Black. Since, teclznidally, Philips! holding in
Oriental Carbon Black is not cne-third, legally both the companies are

)

Such cases of substantial purchases of shares are legioni if in the

28
not inter-connected. (28

same line of production, it helps in greater contrel of the market; if in
a different line of productien it helps in vertical ints(egration or in
29)

diversification or both in the case of Business Houses.

The implications for product concentration (in the light of such.
interlinkages between companies producing the same product) are grave,
since, while zppearing to be competitive on paper, -these enterprises
would infact be controlling the bulk of the markets

3¢ It is alleged that a number of consumer products are produced by
the small-scale sector} hence the concentration figures based on production
in the crganized large-scale sector only would distort the picture. While
we agree that allowance must be made for production in the small-scale
sector, it must also be noted that in guite a few cases the organized
large-scale sector buys up the production of the small scale sector to be
sold throush itz (large scale sectorls) own refail and wholesale outlets
wnder its own brand name. In reply to a question in the Rajya Sabhat
nhether Government =zre aware that many MRTP/Mltinesional ccempanies are

marketing the products wonufactured by small-scale units and other Indian

(28) (a) Company News =nd Notes, Vol XI. November 1973. ppll-12
(priposal originally approved) )
(b) Company News and Notes, Vol XII, January 197h, No.l (Approval
S Goveinmenty o rmillips ' proposal to acquire 32 percent of
equity shares at par)

d Notes. Vol XII, April 197h. No.L (change of
T farbon Black)

(¢) Company MNews an
name O Orienta

.

{d} Company News and Notes Vol XIV. December 1976 No.l12 (consequent

Toon. the increacse in project cost, Phillips! was allowed to
increase it investment in Oriental Carbon to make the holding
32 perceént). .
(29) For exanple, refer Reply given in Lok Sabha to unstarred question
No.8793 or 2nd lay 1978 regarding purchase of shares by Companies quoted
in Compeny News 2nd Notes, vol.XVI, July 1978, No.7 pph3-ih
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mmufacturers wder their own trade mark without permission of the.CLB

and ths MRTPC 3n the guiss of diversification? the Minister of law, Justice
and Corpeny Affairs replied: "Governmeni are aware that a few MRTP/Multi-
naticnal Companies are marketing the products manufactured by other wits
urder their own trade names. There is no provision wnder the Companies Acts.
and the MRTP Aot reguiring the permission of the CLB/MRTPC for such

purposes ."(3 O)I{ere apain our computation of concentration ratios based
strictly on the production figures of the companies would be an wnderestimation
of their control over the murket; concentration in terms of sales would
probably have given a hetber picture.

In any cased, the entire set-up of the small scale sector, its degree of
independnece in production as well as in the marketing of its products need
to be examined before any proncuwncerents regarding fthe competitiveness gor
otherwise of production hetwsen the organized large-scale and the smll-scale
sectors can be made.

L. Mention has already been made of the mammer in which monopoly Houses
have managed not to register a number of undertakingé interconnected with
thems  Apart from this, there are any nurber of companies belonging to
identifisble family groups that have successfully managed to stay out of
the provisions of the MRTP Act, 1969. For example, the Company Law Board
by its order dated 5,2,1980 held that 23 wundertakings were wnder the comtrol.
of a group of persons who are members of the family of Shri Jai Dayal Dalmda,
This order has been appealed against and the matter is now pending before
the Supreme Court and the Delhi High Court. After the order of the Company
Law Board two of.the 23 companies, namely, Orriss Cement Limited, and Konark
Minerals Limited, registered therselves under section 26 of the MRTP Act

tut without admitting intercomnection with other Dalmia group companies.

(30) Rajya Sabha answer to starred question No,169, answered én L August 1980
Quoted in Corpeny News and Notes, vol.XVIII, August 1980, No.8 pS2 '

(31) Lok Savha reply to Unstarred Question H0,2929 on 10th March 1981~
Nuoted in Company news and Notes. Vol.XIX. f&pril 1981, No.li ppbl-65
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Bven from the iimited data that we have asscembled, some idea of
the dominance of a relatively small group of monopoly houses is discernible,.
A study of the business cperations of the dominont business houses would
p‘roviﬁ.e’ the vital linksage between product-~wise and country-wise concentration

such o framework an Increase in concentration would express the increase

EF

the ccllective dominance of a relatively smrll group of business-houses
9

5
ot

the levs

of the economy and of specific sectors, It would not be a
stabement about the degree of competition in the system and in itself it
carmot be assum-d that.2 rise in concentration expresses some equivalent
decline in comebibicn,

o

5« The preblem of the 'foreign! influvence on the Indian econcmy is a
larger problem of the technolosical dependence of the industrial sector
of the ecomomy. According to P, Mohanam Pillei and K.K. Subramanian
foreign technology porticipation has helped in
(1) directing the struchbure of industry towards product-wise
concentration and
(i1} accentuating the foreign dominance of cowmntry=-wise concentration(Bz)
Technological dependence has twoe major consequencesfirstly "because
it consists necessarily of the imitation of techniques evolved in the
advanced economies with their vastly larger markets,it is a decisive
determinsnt of the compebitive structure. {And secondly because the meeded
capital goods must he imported it tends to create a constant insufficiency
of effective derand, through the leakage of dorestic savings into import
of producers! goods. Consequently the limitations of market tend to confer
a menopolistic status om the enterprises that are set up and low growth
tends to male them stable and more or less permanente 33)
An analysis of the foreign influence on the industrial sector amd its
impact on concentration would thus czall for a thorough examination of the

technelogical dependcntce characterizing the econony.

(32) Pillai,M, and Subramaniam K.K. "Rhetoric and Leality of Technology
Transfer~"Sccial S¢ientist, Special Issue on Industrializmation,
Janvary - February, 1977, O p87

(33) For details on the implication of technological dependence for imder
developed cowntries cee, Merhav, Meir, Tecimological Deperdence,
Monopoly and Growth, Pergamon Press, Oxfor
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Appendix 1.1

-t

Prcducits and thelr weipghts in

. C A
964 and 1980

Sl.Ng. Product 5 Weight

1964 1980 .
. .
A

1. Aluminium C.173C 0

24 Zinc NA 0.0536
3. Copper 0.1780 0,0095
e Lead 0.0080 NA

5 Cement 12400 1.170C
6. . BHC (Tech) 0.0500 C.1008
7 DDT (Tech) MA A

IT

Intermediate Industiies.

8. Newsprint NA 0.0210
Q. Scda Ash 0,1300 0.2226
10. Stable Bleaching Powder 0.020¢ 0.0121

11. Potassiun Chlorate : NA ' ‘ 0.0117
12. Bromine _ NA N

13, Borax NA NA

1. Beric fcdd MA NA

15, Industrial Dxplosives A 0.2408
16, Fubber Chexicals NA& ' 0.0148
17 . Synthetic Dutber NA C.1298
18. . PVC Resin/Compcund 0.0100 0.1210
19. Polythelone (L.D) 0.C249

20, Polythelene (i,D) 0.0194
27. Styrene NA " OHA

Q 6.0
!

Z2. Polygstyrene . NA 0.0340
23, Man~-made fibres 0.2200 1.1869

a) Nylon filaaent Yarn

b) Viscose Filament Yarn

‘c) Viscose Rayon Filament Yarn
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say .

ITiT

&

Product

Rayon~Grade Pulp
futomebile Tyres.
Carbon Black

Ball end Roller Bearing

Capibal Goods Industries.

23,
29,

30.

35.
36‘
37.

-
s
Qe

v

Consumer Products Including Durables.

Grinding Whneelsa

Twist Dirills

P s 3 8 . - - -
fir and Ces Compresscers

LAgricultural Tractors

Motorcycles

2~Wheelers

Mopeds

39.

i~
.

47,
L.
43,

&) Insulin

b) Penicillin

¢) Strevtomyein

d) Vitamin 'A!'

e) Vitamin 101

£) PAS end its salts
g) Chloroquin

B) Aspirtin

1) Chloramphemicol

Synthetic Detergents

leather Fectwear

T

Rubber and Canvas Foobwear

Wedight

1964
NA
144100
A
0.0300

0.,0300
C.0670
HNA

Ri

1.26500

GL.O07C
C.0030

1o QG
NA

1980

144301
Ni
0.4756

0.3862
0.1542
C.2469
0.3308
0.4936
C.1448
1.2499
C.1095
0.1093
0.0296
NA

C.0500
NA

1,.0765

C.1245
na

0.0838
NA

NAa

0.3175
0.6547
C.0083
C.34R0
0.4389



S1.No. Products. Wedght
‘ 1964, 1980

Lila Dry Batteries J.230C o 0.3324
A5, Sterage Botheries 01400 C.2160
46. Electric La G300 0.3760
LT Domestic Refwyigerators .. T1CC
4 gerato g 0.3040
43, Room fdrconditioners 0.0500 7
49, Tvrewriticys L0500 C.1576
5C. Cigarettes 1.4600 +  2.2100
5. Toothpaste NA _ 0.0838_

TOTAT 8.7960 16.9439

Note: For 1964 (Base 1956=10C)
For 198C (Bass 1970=10C 2)

*Post 1977 data regarding weights generally give the
welghts of broad industrial groupings. Hence data for
TQS@ have been supplemented with data from the previous
yvears, .

NA = HNobt Available,

Source: 1) India, Government of.,, Monthly Statistics of +he

—— 2 N >
Froduction cf Selected Industries of India, (162),1964,
Department of Statistics, €.S.0., Ministry of Plenming,

Calcutta.
2) Irndia, Govcrmmf: of., Monthly Stabistics of the Production
of 3Selechad nduatr1pq of Izdla, March 1975, Department

of Qtatlsu¢cu, €.3.0., Ministry of Planming, Calcutta.

3) India, Government nf., Mounthly Stetistics of Production
of uelec+ed Irdustries of Tndia, December 1938C. C.S.0.,

Ministry of Flanming, Galcubta,
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APPENDIX 1 2

Share of Ton 1, 2, 3 and 5 Enberprises in Produutlon in 1964 and 1975 to 1980

....,__.__._.._..—.._.__.._.-..-.__......—......_._..‘._._....-.._....___.—.-———-_..—..-.._..._—.____.

S1.No.  Product Year MNo.of Enter- Degree of Concen- 1 5 3 5
prises tration ,
(1) (2) (3) (4) {5) N ) S VO R € (9)
1 Basic Industries
1. Iuminium 1964, 3 H ' 48.2 86,7 100,00 -
1975 4 H 46,86 84.14  93.56 100 00 @
1976 4 3 [1.42 82,61 91.95 100.00 @
1977 4 H 43,13 81,83 91.88 10C.0C @
1978 4 H 4007 72.19 82,76 100,00 @
1979 4 H 38.05 74.78 89,38 10C.0C @
1980 4 H 40.31 72,11 37.80 10000 @
2. Zine 1969 2 51,00 100,00 |
1975 2 H 55,22 189,00
1976 2 d 57.60 100,00
1977 2 H 53.76 100,Co
1978 2 B 7752 ToL.Co
1979 2 H g7.,19 105,00
1980 2 B 97,77 100,00
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1) (2) 3 & (5) ©® D @
3; Copper 196/, 1 H ‘ 100,00
1975 1 H 100,06
1976 1 H 100,00
1977 1 o 100,00
1978 1 H 100:00
1979 1 A 100.0C
1960 1 H ’ 100.00
s Lead 1964 1 H 10¢.00
1975 1 H 100,00
1976 1 3 100.C0
1977 1 R TCOLCO
1575 1 : q 100,00
1979 1 H 100,00
1930 1 H 10C.00
5, Cement 1964 18 ‘ M 39,80 54,60 63.860 76,60
' 1975 (54) N 35.66 42,02 46,78  53.45
1976 (54) N 36.43 4ha2G 49,26 55.66
1977 (54) i 34410 41,20 45,95  52.83
1978 (60) B 32,70 4040 44,90 51,80
1979 (61) W 32.32 39.48 44.68 52.38

1980 (63) N 31.33 37.54 4R.64  51.14
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6. BHC (Tech) 1964 3 H 49.00 80.5C 100.00
1975 6 M 29.15 52.31  69.71 87.63
197 6 M 32.65 56,41  70.06 88.10
1977 7 M 33.65 55.49  70.95 92.00
1978 7 H 4027 59.5h  T7.64 91.53
1979 7 M 37.31 58.19  73.11 92.67
195C 7 H 48.15 64,98 79.66 94.98
7. DDT (Tech) 1944, 1 H 160,00 ’
1975 1 H 106G, 00
1976 1 H 100,00
1977 1 5 100.0¢
1978 1 H 100,60
1979 1 B 100,06
1980 1 H 100,00
11 Imtermediabe Indvstries
g, Newsprint 1964 1 B 100, 0C
1975 1 H 100,0C
1976 1 H 100,00
1977 1 H 120,00
1978 1 i 100,00
1979 1 H 100,00

1980 1 » o 100G GO
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M (2) (3) (4) (5) 6y (7 (8 (9)

9. Soda Ash 1964, 4 H 50.90 80.44 95.25 100,00 @
1975 4 H 54.33 79.14 89.61 100,00 @
1976 4 H 54.46 79.88 90.07 100.00 @
1977 4 H 57.35 83.41 92.19 100,00 @
1975 4 H 52,58 85.55 96.61 100.00 @
1979 A H 53.78 86.50 97.66  100.00 @
1980 4 B 57.68 85,54 97.92 100,00 @

10, Stable Bleacuiing

Powder 1964, 1 b 100,00

1975 3 H 57.25 84.66 100.00
1976 3 H 57.13  78.62 100.00
1977 3 H 57.13  82.17 100,00
1978 3 H 53.18  79.94 100,00
1979 3 H 59.15 80.81 100.00
198 3 H 62.25 85,34 100,00

B iﬁfi?f 1964 3 H 83.40 93:00 100.00 ,
1975 4 B 49.81 80.95 93.50 100,00 @
1976 4 H 42,96 75.99 93.92  100.00 @
1977 4 il L7192 69:21  94.80 100,00 @
1978 4 B 40,13 6834 96,03 100,00 @
1979 4 H 33.14 65.31 98,37 100,00 @
19830 4 5 37.33 67.17 96,11 100.00 @



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) C) NN GO €:) (9)
12. Bromine 1964 1 H 100,00
1975 1 H 100,00
1976 1 1 100:00
1977 1 H 100,00
1978 2 i 99.09 100,00
1979 2 H 98,74 100,00
- 1980 2 i 99:65 100.00
13. Borax 1969° 1 i 100,00
1975 2 i 98.10 100:00
976 2 H 79:40 100.00
1977 2 q 30.53 100,00
1978 2 5 £5.47 100:00
1979 2 B 70,47 100400

90 2 i 78,64, 100,00
Ve Boric Acic 1949 1 H 100.00

1975 | H 100,00

1976 g H 100.00

1977 1 H 100.00

1974 1 H 100.00

1979 2 H 2.55 100.00

1560 2 H 96.33 100,00

e e wm s e, s e e mm mm am e as ms e e e mm em mv wm am em e e = e am am e o wn wm rm om et e e me e e mm e e e e ma mm e e e e e e
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(m) (@) - - (3) (4) (5) 6y (7 (® (9)
14, Industrial Ixp-
losives 1964 1 H 100,00
1975 2 H 31.40 100.00
1976 2 H 79.10 100,00
1977 2 H 74.60 100,00
197 3 H 54.87  95.63 100.00
1979 3 H 56.43  89.42 100.00
1980 (6) H 56.68 83.67 HA
16. Rubber Chemicals 1964 1 H 100.00
1975 3 H 50,66 96.90 100.00
1976 3 H 52434 97.53 100.00
1977 3 H 53.37  25.95 100,00
1975 3 H 55:66 95.92 100.60
1579 3 i 5346 95.45 100,00
17 Symthetic Rubber 1904 1 H mb.oo
1975 1 H 100,00
1974 A H 100.00
1977 1 H 100.00
1978 2 H &7.80 100,00
1979 2 H 73.054 100,00
1980 b4 - H 70,37 100.00

._._-.._...,....».....——.-_-,..._4._.......-.-.........-._..,<..,._..,.w...w-.-.._....-......_._.......-.—--.-—..-...-..»—..._..—...—-
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18. PVC Resin/Compound
1964, 2 H 60.20 100,00
1975 5 M 34:54 56,99 73.25 100,00
1976 5 H 3240 60400 81.60 100,00
1977 5 5 30:49  58.20 77.72 100,00
1978 5 H 40,04 61:21 79.74 100,00
1979 5 H 37.72  64.49 89.41  100.00 @
1980 5 H L1.07  68:24 90.76 100,00 @
19. Polythelers (L.D)1964 2 i) 62,40 100,00 :
1975 2 H 60,80 100,00
1976 2 H 58,50 100,00
1977 2 i 57.10 100,00
197¢ 3 i AEi21 0 75.21 100,00
1979 3 H 62,58 84.69 100,00
198 3 i 60,72 85,66 100,00
20. Polythelene (E.D)19G9° 1 H 100,00
' 1975 1 H 100,00
1976 1 : H 100,00
1977 1 I 100,00
1972 1 H 100,00
1979 1 H 100,00
1930 1 5. 100.00
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) € (7 (8) (9)
21, Styrene 1964 1 H 100.00
1975 3 H 4L7.40 82.10 100,00
1976 3 H 45.50 85,50 100,00
1977 3 H 47.00 77.40 100,00
1978 3 H 41.59 73.89  100.00
1979 3 H 34.57 68,33  100.00
1980 3 H NA
22, Polystyrene 1964 1 H 100,00
1975 2 H 80.35 100.00
1976 2 H 81.57 100.00
1977 2 H 7164 100,00
1978 2 H €5.86 100,00
1973 2 H 53.86 100.00
N 1920 ’ NA
23. Men-made fibres
(a) Wylon filament yarn
1964, 3 H 54.0  89.80 100,00
1975 8 M 3442 51,30 66,95 89.66
1976 3 M 31,60 43,50 €3.60 85.90
1977 g M 30,30 48.60 £3.60 86,80
1978 & L 29.32 4492 59.92 83.63
1979 3} M _ 31.24 47.04 61:.42 85.34
1930 7 L - : 25.81  43.14 59.25 82.83
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(b) Viscose filamert
yarm 1964 3 M 26,00 51.30 64.80 83,20

1975 g A 29.13 57.72  £8.96  89.7
197€ 8 M 26,50 51.00 63,50 81.40 -
1977 g L 23,40 4670 59.90  81.30
1978 3 L 25.86 46.07  59.5 31.01
1979 13 M 1 25.02 46.29  60.61 83.22
1980 & M 25.61 4B.84  62.83  84.11

(c) Viscose Rayon '

Staple fibre 1964 2 i #9.00 100.00

1975 2 H 96.11 100,00
1976 2 H 85,47 100.00
1977 2 H G1.60 100,00
1972 2 H G2.63 100,00
1979 2 i 02.99 100,00
1956 2 H 2%.70 100.00

2. Rayon Crade Pulp 1964 1 H 100.C0 .
1975 2 H 43.27 100,00
197¢ 2 [E 79.50 100,00
1977 2 H $2.10 100.00
1975 ) sl 75.96 10C.00
1973 Z H 73.05 100,00

1360 s H 7431 100,00

O T T T T e i



(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 6) (7 (8) (9)
25. Automobile Tyres 196/ 7 H 41,50 66.40  81.40  95.70
1975 8 M 31.20 46.60 6000 82,50
1976 8 M 35.01 53.23  67.33  85.59
1977 12 M 31.40 49.40 63,10 83.70
1978 12 L 26.58  42.98 5440 72.81
1979 12 i 22.83 37.85 49.21 70.76
1980 12 L 23,02 37.94 50.18  71.89
26, Carbon Black 1964 1 H 100,00
1975 2 i é7.67 100.00
1976 2 H 65.96 100,00
1977 2 H 71,48 100,00
1978 3 A 54.21 83,46 106.00
1979 3 H 63.36  83:19 100,00
1920 A H 37.56  £1.64 85,33 100,00
27. Ball and Foller
Bearing 1964 5 H 68,67 93.25  92.35 100,00
1975 4 i 33,10 75.80  £6.30  99.90
1976 7 H 32.95 64.66  T76WEL 0 88.29
1977 (9) M 30.94 60:66 71,10 83.69
197 (9) M 30,75 54448  63.67  Th.14
1979 (12) H 35,17 6L.AS - Th.S3 £89.66

1930 (12) ' M , 32,10 62.31  7V43 0 83,01

. T T R B T e e e - = e P — - - —— = e e e ew
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IIT Capital Goods Industries

28. Grinding Wheels 1964 7 H A7.70 83,10  95.20 99,50
1975 (7) H 51.52 93.55 94.82 NA
1976 (7) H 43.00 89.60 91.00 WA
1977 (7) H 49.90 95.87  97.74 NA
1978 (9) H 52.54 92.04 100,00
1979 (9) . H 46:72  89.63  NA
1980 (9) H 47.61 92.82 NA

29. Twist Drills 1954, 6 el 57.00 82.30 94.10  9%.10
1975 NA .
1976 5 H 52.00 $1.50  94.70 100.00
1977 A 1 L4020 730350 83.95 0 91.95
1977 5 H hhaddy THAT O 87.91 HA
1979 5 f 43.05 78.94 87.5C WA
19220 : H 46.65 95,12 WA

30. Lir ona Gass ) )

Compressc rs 1964 i H 36,10 46.20 80,10 93,80

1975 (12 H 35,76 62.60 76,40 87.90
976 (12) H 32.5C 55.90 76,10 90.20
1977 (1) H 30.40 57.19  75.07 90,54
97 (1) i} L2.Th 6676 82.45 94.88
1979 (11) i 49.09 70.20 81.71 9.2
1936 (11) H 55.47 80.46  90.43 ' 100.00

T T e T T I I . O <
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) © @ & 9
31, Agricultural
Tractors 1964, 4 H 54,10 78,50  92.50 100.00
1975 12 L 22.85 43.07  57.59 8R.55
1976 12 M 28,10 46.20  63.60  85.10
1977 12 L 20.63 37.47  53.05  75.04
1978 12 N 19.43 36,64 49.89  74.00
1979 12 L 20,35 35.9¢ 50,00 73.99
1980 12 i 17.29 34.12  49.97  73.71
32. Passengsr Cars 1944 3 H 66,10 83,30 100,00
1975 3 H 59.10  99.20 100,00
1976 3 H 51,95 99.32  99.2£3 100,00
1977 4 H 53.28 99,26 99.71 100.00
197 A H 61.07 98,70 99.64 100,00
1979 A q 59.94 99.45 99.81 100.00
1990 4 H 71.83 99.81 99,97 100.00
3, Jeeps 1974, i H 100.00
1975 1 i 100,00
1976 w i 100,00
1977 i H 100,00
1978 1 i ' 100,00
1979 1 H 100,00
1980 1 H 100,00

B e e ma am e e e e o o e e e e me em e e wm ek W em AL ae me e e Am e e mm e me v e e R e R e
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) e (n (8) (9)

34 Commerciel Vehiclés
1964, 5 H 42:90 69.00 83,80 100.00°
1975 7 B 59,00 76,50  86.90  96.50
1976 3 56,43 76,43 83.37 95,02
1977 H 56,89 75.49  86.95 95,38
1978 i 5Lu4 491 97.06 95.09
1979 H 53,08 72,71 83.6¢ 93,20

198 7 H 46,50 65043 79478 9R.27

e e e e e wm s e e 4 e e AT e mu e e am e s e e e e e ms e e we e e
o mm e A o ee e me e e e v e = me e e
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(+) (2) (3) (4) (5) OREN) (8) (9)
35, Scooters 1964 2 H 51.90 93.50 100.00
1975 10 H 59.70 82,90 99.30 100,00
1976 10 H 53.52 75.32  93.86  99.21
1977 10 H 51.90 66.37  79.85  95.31
1978 10 H 46,18 062,96 78,86 95.82
1979 10 3 40.24 61.48 78,90  97.62
1980 10 H 52.39 69.63  #1.,54  97.72
36. Motorcycles 1564 3 H 35.70 63,20 100.00
1975 4 H 33.29 72.67  99.71 100,00
1976 3 i 40.40 75.75 100,00
1977 4 it 44.20  83.70  99.96 100.00
1974 4 H 43.82 77.06 99.96 100,00
1979 4 H 46.78 76,50 99.98 100.00
1980 4 H 4634 T77.€3 0 99,99 100.00
3. 3-Wheelers 19¢4, 3 H 67.50 96,20 100.00
1975 2 H 21.20 100.00
1976 4 H 32.42 100,00
1977 3 H 95.12  99.91 100,00
1974 3 H 89.08 99.78 100,00
1979 3 H 73.67  98.59 100.00
1980 3 H 81.22 92,00 100,00

e e e e e am mr e e ae e mm e e e e e mn e e mm m e e e e e m o m e e e = e e e o e m G e R e e mm e e e om
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38. Mopeds 1964 2 H 100,00
1975 6 3 [9.82 88.51 93,97 99.56
1976 9 H 49:64, 84:23 88.51 96.96
1977 9 H 46:78 7681 82.37 91,99
1978 9 H [3.54 71.88 80.17 91,46
1979 9 H 45.25 £9.44.  80.28 89.00
1920 10 H 3.7 66,96 8476 9449
IV Consumer Products including
39. Durables; Drugs .
(2) Tnsulin 1969° 1 B 100;00
1975 1 i 10C.Q0
1974 1 H 100,00
1977 1 H 100,00
1978 1 H 100.00
1979 1 H 100,00
1980 1 H 100,00
(b) Pencillin 1964, 3 5} 59070 84,10 100,00
1975 4 H 25,01 50:12 75.14 100,00 @
19706 L H 25717 51,34 75,85 100.00 @
1977 4 H 27.61 54.04  77.73 100,00 @
1978 : NA
1979 NA

1956 4 H “ 3172 57.43  81.94 100,00 @



o e e e e am  em e o A MR am M e e wm me M e W e e e e e e e eu we em e e e am vm e e e &

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (RN (8) (9)
(e) Streptomycin 1964 2 H 55.60 100,00
1975 4 - H 40,92 72474 97.07  100.00
1976 £ H 40.20 73.00 97.10 100,00
1977 4 H 40,00 77.90  98.92  100.00
1978 4 NA
1979 WA
1980 4 H 4486 84,91 100,00
(a) Vitamin 1A! 1964 2 H 62.30 100,00
1975 2 H 76447 100,00
1976 2 H 76442 100,00
1977 2 H 71,57 100,00
1978 WA
1975 Na
19030 Z H 65.85 100.00
(&) Vitemin 0 1964, i H 100,00
1975 3 H 77.16 100,00
1976 3 429 9397 100:00
1977 3 H 57.75 99.76 100,00
1978 A
1979 N&

e m we wm e e m e e e mm am e b e e M ae o e md M s WA e e e e e e e e mm e mr e m e M e R e e e e Mmoo e e
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(£) PAS and its salte

1964 A H 35,80 65.10  89.50  100.00

1975 5 M 2498 4BJT5 T2.45  100.00

1976 5 M 25.62 50.54 74,00  100.00

1977 & M 30.35 52,12 71.97 100,00

1978 NA

1979 NA

1930 & M 30.67 49.75  67.06 99,41
(g) Chloroquin 1964 3 H 82,20 99.60 100.00

1975 3 H 76,53 92,86 100,00

1976 3 H 417 96,08 100,00

1977 3 i 66.92 99.55 100,00

1977 A

1979 HA

1980 5 H 69.24 95.99  92.04 100.00
(h) Lspirin 1964, 3 H 82.10 93,70 100,00

1975 1 H 100,00

1976 | H 100,00

977 A H 10¢.00

1978 WA

1979 N4

1940 2 H 97.37 100,00
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(1) (=) (3) (4) (5) e (7 (8) 9
(1) Chloranphemical 1964 2 H 58.80 100.00
1975 3 H 50.41 88.39  100.00
1976 & H 46.50 83.30 100,00
1977 3 H 38.89 76.01 100.00
197 NA
197 NA :
1980 4 H 46,64 78.1G  97.73  100.00
40. Soap(£) 1964 22 53.70 22,10 87.80 93.90 @
1975 (39 48.04 75.97  79.57 @5.08

54.31 79.58  ©82.56  85.78

H

H

H 55,76 76,56 79.25 83.
H

H A7.59 75.55 7846 Ni

H 52.04 7TV.39 0 75,18 NA

1980 (id H 53.16 79.91  81.69 HA
43 b 196, 2 1 ¢7.60 100.00

1975 4 3 490 20.30  96.40 100.00 @
1976 (8) il 45,70 B4.23 93,90 96.52 @
1977 (8) o 50,53 78,13 07.65 90.52 @
1978 (14) 4B.42 BA
1976 {14) 412 NA

7
30 (1) 52.40 NA
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42, Leather footwear 1964 6 H 87.24 94.26  99.07 99,57
1975 (7 H 90.64 96.54 99.55 99.99
1976 (7) H 91.46 95.99  99.42  99.95
1977 (7) 93.67 96.80  99.19  92.99

H

1973 (2) A 92,70 96.86 99,43 NA

1979 (9) H 91.61 9447 96,81  NA
H

1920 (9) 92.22 95.47 98.49 XA
43, Rabber an? ' . ' |
Canvaas Toohwear 1964 16 " 59.10 70.30 75.20  84.20
1975 (10) H 63.54 £2.93  92.17  96.97
197¢ (11) H G770 82,62 91,79 97.06
1977 (1) H 69.15 90.97  93.45  97.30
(12) H 63.24 Q7.22 WA
(14) 3 70,02 99,91 91,45 HA
(14) H 70,16 97.93 98.09  NA
Lidve Dry Pabueries 194 2 H 42.00 106.00
1975 3 H 59.01 7482 86.86 95,01
1976 & H 0,30 70.71  79.02  91.37
1977 8 H 57.20 63,15 7534 871.95
1974 3 M 53.29 61.56  69.19 83.04
1979 3 M 56.76  67.33 7420 86,88

1940 1 M L7700 59,98 71.31 86.73
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() (2) (3) (4) (5) 6y (N (8) (9)

P Storage Batteries '
196/, (12) H 45.80 70,00  87.9C  95.60
1975 (2) H 51.35 64.C1  75.57 81,64
1976 (8) H 51:53 66.07 79.39 87.83
1977 (8) H 50,50 62.07 72.63 77.19
1973 (8) H AB.4% 73.33 84.85 90.79
1979 (10) H 44.51 62,90  82.31  89.75
1980 (10) H 54,14 78.34  88.53  NA

46. Electric langs 1964, ‘1?, M 29.50 53.60 68,70 85,90
1975 2 M 26.14 43,39 63,02 85.93
1976 (14} L 22.45 40.52 57.15  GL4.97
1977 (14) M 26.7% 45,93 62,24  87.96
1978 (15) L 20.41 35.00 50.31 72,28
1979 (15) L 21.82 32,40 53.52  79.55
1980 N4

L7 gg?iizzgatdrs 196, 6 H 57.30 79.40  89.20  99.90
1975 Na
1976 & H 38,40 69.00 90,70 100.00
1977 6 H 23.00 67.50  91.20 100.00
1978 6 H 42450 73.53  91.24 100,00
1979 6 b

1940 6 ) ‘ b
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45, Room Airconditioners
1964, 8 M 28.50 44.90 61,30 83.90
1975 b H 5437 70,37 79.90 96,58
1976 6 H b0 66,30 87,30 92,90
1977 6 i 480 73,10 87.30 96,90
1974 6 H 54413 7240 89,95 100.00
1979 7 36.99 Ni
1980 7 £9.84 NA .

49. Typeuriters 96, 4 H €2.10 86,70 97:40 100,00
1975 4 U Lh.6h 7741 Tk Na
1076 4 il hhodd 75,57 WA NA
1977 A H B9 79.60 96,57 100,00 @
1974 A H 36,67 72.28  83.27 100,06 @
1979 A H 37.26 66,09 88,25 100,00 @
1930 4, H 30,63 60053 86,57 100,00 @
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 6y (7) (2) (9)

50, Cigarettes 196, 9 il 46.20 66,10 83,30 99.30
195 (17) 52024 72,67  84.23 N4
1976 (1'7) : 50,11 72.74 86,76 98.65
1977 (17) H 51,30 69,91 86.82  96.46
1978 (19) H 49.71 69,37  86.86 100,00
1979 (18) H 45,01 63:29 20,16  93.66
1980 (12) I5} 066 61,60 79.39  97.08

51, Toothpaste 1964 8 1 42420 65,00 T77.60 94,20
1975 (10) H 55,40 76,56 £9.90 100,00
1975 (10) H 50,91 73.56  29.88  98.77
1977 (10) H 58074 75,55 91.04  99.67
1978 {12) 54,91 WL
1979 (12) 57.02 WA
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‘Notes: % Production figures refer to the year 1969.

@ Refers to the production of 4 umts only.

(£) Production figure of 1964 refer only to toilet soap.

b Total production figure as supplied by the Office of the Directorate General of
of Tectmical Development (DGTD) is less than the sum of the production figures
of the individual units. Since data from all the production units is not
available, the actual production and therefore the market shares of the individual
units camot be calculated. ,
Figures in brackebs under the coluwn pumber of enterprises refer to DGID units and

not Eunterprises.

— 1 India, Governmenmt of, Report of the Mouopolies Inquiry Commssion 1965, Vols.I & If.
Do vascscrcen DGID; Hendbook of Industriel Data, 3rd Edition, 1975.
Fi suvincmens DGTD,; Stabistics Relating to DGID Units, February, 1970.
R OGUD, Annual Beporb, 1979-79.

Be sasspavass Miniatry of Finance, Arnmwual Beport on the Working of Tndusbrial
. and Commerciel Undertekings of the Central Government,
1G75-76, 197677, 1979=0G,

B ieieaenan. Mimistry of Industry, Report 1979-79, 19071-22,

Fe wrisoansas Minigtry of Petroleum, Chemicals end Fertilisers, Mondtoring and

o : Evaluation LGhem) Section, Imian Chemicals Sbatistics, 1981-82.

Be vencnnanns Miristry of Petrcleum, Chemicals and Fertilisers, Moniboring aixl
S Evaluation (Drugs) Section, Indian Drugs Statistics, 1976~77, 1980-7'1.

g, Centre for Menitoring Indian Eeonomy: Public Sector in the Indian Economy, September 1977,
July 1972, :

10, Balsnce Sheebs of Companies.

11. L3SQCHAM Perdiapertary Digest various issues.
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APPENDIX 1.3

Names of Top Enterprises and §§§~Eegggntage ghare of production of each in 1964 and from 1975 to 1920.

S1.Ne. Product Neme of Top Enmterprises 1964 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 .1980

I Basic Industries

1. Aluninpium 1, Indien Auminium Corpn.48.2  46.86 41.42 35.63 40.07 338.05 31.30
2. Hindvstan Aluminium ,
Corperation 38,5 37.29 41.19 39.71 32.12 36.73  40.81
3, Sluminium Corporation :
of Tndia 13.3 WP WP NP P NP NP
L. Madres Aluminium NP 9.42  9.34  9.25 11.24 10,62 12.20
5. Bharat Alumdrdua NP Cuh3 B.05 1547 16,57 14.60 0 15.69
2. Zinc (a) 1. HGindustan Zinc 51.0G  55.22 57.60 53.76 77.52 27.19 97.77
2. Cominco Binami - L 49.00 478 4R2UA0 46,24 22,48 12.81  2.23
3. Copper 1. Indian Copper Corpn. '
(Firdusten Copper)  100.00 100.00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100.00 100.00
4e Lead . Met:1 Corporvation '
-of Indis 100,00 100.00 100,00 1C0.00 100.00 100,00 100,00
 (Hindustoan Zinc) :
5. Cement T. 100 39.8  35.66 3.3 34090 3207 32.32 31.33
R. Jaipur Uldyog 4.2 2.29  0.55  3.7% NP NP NP
3. Dalmia (Bharat) ' ' ' '
Cement ILimived 9.2 3.0 3. 3,06 2.7 2,0 .
4o India Cement [dwited 6.7 6.32 7452 ;.09 ;,Zg %,32 2,%?
5, Shree Digvijay Cement 6.1 Ly76 5,06 476 L5 5.2 5.1
¢, Savrashtra Cement - 3.64 3.0 2,77 2.5 2.1 2.5
Y. inchra Cementg - 1.23 - " 1.4 1.42 2.5
2. Bagalkol Udyog - 142 1.25 0.93  0.99  0.37 0.92
G, Biila Cement Works - 5.90  5.35  3.94 2,0 2.50  1.75
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10, Thettined Cement - - - -

1.7 2.02  1.94
11. Cement Corporation
of Tndia - - - - R 3.26 L4
12. Century Cement 1.43 3317 0 3.,72 3.4 3.80  4.07
13, Dalinia Dadri Cement - - - 0.8 0.62 0,05
14, Durgapur Cement - - 2.2 2.10 1.99
15, Hira Cement - - - 2.7 2,20  2.30
16, J & X Minerals o - - 0.1 0.03 0.05
7. J K Cement Works - - - 2.1 2.40  3.18
18. Kalyanpur Lime and Cemertt T.81  1.63 144 1.6 1.4 1.65
19. Kesoram Cement 1.69  2.59 2,70 2.9 3.9 4. OL
20. Madras Cement 0.87  1.16  1.43 1.6 1.9 2_4
21+ Manuin Cherra Cement NP I} NP 0.3 0.3 C.3
22, Mysore Coment : 2.28  2.52 1.69 2.2 2.1 2.2
23. Orissa Cement 2.68 2.56  2.53 2.4 2.5 2.3
2. Panyam Cement 2.06 2,47 2.27 1.9 1.0 1.6
25. Remakrishna (%CP) - - - 1.5 1.5 1.2
26. Rohtas Industriss 1.05 1.20 1.29 1.6 1.2 141
&7 Meihar Cement np NP nP Y NP 0.2
28. Setna Coment - = - 2.5 31 3.0
£9. Scnavalley Pertland : »
Gement : 1.5 1.13 0,49 1.1 c.8 1.02
30. Taxil Nadu Cement NP NP HP 1.8 1.5 3.01
J1. Travancore Cement 0.1 0.12 Q.19 (.3 0.2 0.2
32. Udelpur Cement NP NP NP 1.2 1.3 .9
33, T.P. 3tate Cement Corpn. NP Y NP 3.2 2.7 2.8
Jhe Visvesvaraya Iron )
and Steel P P P 0.6 0.5 0.
35. Tubeh Cement NP NP NP WP HP 0.1
6. BHC (Tech) 1. Tata Chemicals £9.0  29.15 23.76 21,84 19.27 20,38 16.83
Z. Alkali and Chemical .
Corporatiaon 1.5 1740 13,65 13,8 775 12,07 A.53
3. Pesticides limited
(Pesticides & Brewers)15.5 L2 469 2.7 2,82 2,09  0.49
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4. Kanoria NP 23,16 32.65 33.65 40.27 37.81 48.15
5. Hindustan Insecticides NP 7.56  7.52  5.32 6,14 7.9 8.80
6. Hindustan Organic A _ ‘
o s NP 7.55 7.1 7.24 0 5.65 5,24 6.52
7. Mico Farm Chemicals NP 10:36 10.52 15.46 18:10 14.92 14.68 .
7. ~DDT (Tech) 1. Hindustan Insecticides100.00 100.00 100.00 1u0,00 100.00 100.00 100.00

IT Intermedicate Industries

8. swsprint 1. Naticnal Newspriah
, © & Paper Mills Ltd.  100.00 100:00 100,00 100,00 100.00 100.00 100,00

9. Soda Ash 1. Wata Chemicals 50.90 5/.53 54.46 55,80 50,58 53,78 5768
2. Saureshtra Chemicals  29.54 24.81 2042 31,04 32.97 32,72 27.86
3. Dhrargadhra Chemicals 14.81 10.47 10,19 9.47 11.06 11.15 1%.38
4o el - Chemicals(New _

Central Jute Mills & ‘

now Orissa Cements) 475 10,2 9.93 3.0 ' 3.39  2.35  2.08

10.  Stable blea-
ching powder 1. Mettur Chemical and

Ind. Corpn. 100.00 27.41 21,49 17,13 20.06 21.¢6 23.09
2. DOM Chemical Works NP 57.25 57.13  57.18 53,18 59,15 62.35
3, Kancria Chemicals NP 1533 21.38 25,69 26,76 19.19 14,46

otassium : . 5 .
11. };;10;;‘;“ 1., WO Iimited 83.40 £9.81 42.96 41.12 40,13 33.14 29.78
’ e 2. Travancore Chemical 9.60 31.14 33.03 22.09 28.21 32.67 37.33
3. Mettur Chemical 7.00  6.50  6.1C  5.20 3.97  1.63  3.89
4o Pandian Chemicals NP 12.55 17.94 25.59 27.69 32.56 29.00
12« Bromine 1. Tabta Chemicals 100.00 100,00 100,00 100.00 99.09 98.7/ 99,65

2. Mettur Chemical and '

Ind. Corpnration - - - 0.91 1,26 0.35
13.  Borax (b) 1. Borax Morarii 100.00 100.00  79.40 80.53 €5.47 70.87 78.6/
: 2. Sovthern Borax NP NP 20,60 19,47 34.53 29.13 21.3¢
i4. Boric Acid(e) 1. Borax Morarii 100.00 100.00 100,00 100,00 100.00 92.55 946,33
2. Southern Borax NP NP NP P NP 7.5  3.67
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17.

19.

20.

Industrial
Explosives

Synthetic
rubber

FVC Resin/
Compeund

Polythelane
(L.D)

Polythelene
(#.0) ()

27, Styrene

1. Indian Explosives 100.00
2. 1DL Chemicals N
3. Karnztaka Explosives NP
Lo Indo-Burma Pebroleun
Company Limited NP
1. Alkali and Chemical
_ Corpn. 100.00
2. Bayer (India) Ltd. P
3. Amar Dye Chemicals NP
1. Synthetics and Chemicals
7100.00
2. indian Petro Chemicals
Lta. Ne
1. najasthan Vinyl
and Chemicals (DCM) 60,20
2. Jalico Mills 39,80
3. NOCIL NE
lre Chemdcals and Ylastics Wi
5. Tlastic resins and
Themg.cals e
1. Alkali and Chemicals
Corperation E2.40
2. Uior Carbide 37.60
3, Indien Tetro~chemical
Industbrics T
1. Trlyclefins - 100.00
1. Synthetics and
. Cheowicals 100.00
Z+ ¢?olychen Nr
3. Hindustan Folymers JOR

50.70
46,20
3.1C

100,06

NF

3454
16,46
e

22025

15.12

11.68

35,20
60.80

N>

100,06

34,70
/.’(.',’7 . [;,O
17.90

79.10
20.9C
NP

NP
45.19
52.34

2 . ;{?7

100.00

Ny

32.40

12,90

oy

ol e (JO

21,40

5.50

4’1 .50
58.50

P

3

100,00

40,00
L5.50
14..50

42.58
53.37
4205

1Q0.CO

100.00

30,40
47 G0
2060

40,26
55 b
4410
87.80
12.20
40.C4
9.9¢6
21.17
18.53

A c
3025

2449

29.30

100,00

32.30
41459
26.11

42.00
5340
54

73.84,

26.16

3772
17.01
2077

2492
nil

15.31
22.11
(2,58
100,00
31.67

3457
33.7¢€

L N T ™

3767
60.02
2431

70.87
29.13

41,07
1C.59
R2.52
27.17

nil

g -~

B

O N

N
?J
-3
D2

160,00
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(@ (3) GG © @ @ @ (10
22. Polystyrene 1. Iolychem 100,00 80.35 81.57 71.64 65.86 53.86
- 2. Hindustan Polymers NP 19.65 18.43 28.36 34.14 46.14
23. Men-made fibres : : : i
(a) Nylon filasmentil. Nirlen o 5400 15065 15,10 15,02 14.90 14.38  17.33
yarm, 2+ J.K. Synthetics 35.8  3he42 31,60 30.27 29.32 31.24 25.81
3. Plastic Packaging , )
~ Compeny 10.2 NP NP NP NP NP np
4. Century Enka NE 6,18 6,56 5,58 10,15 10.18 9.08
5, Saree Synthetics NP R.63  5.21 5.85 7,16 A.08  9.00
6. Baroca flayon N 12.03 10,10 9.90  9.21 8.58 &.17
7. Garwere Nylon o 10,68 12.20 13.29 13.£6 13.74 16.11
8. Modiyan Limited NP 16.88 16.90 18.33 15.60 " 15.80 14.50
(b) Viscose 1. fwalior Rayon Silk -
staple fibre Wfg (Wve) Company 89.00 96.11 88.47 91.57 92.63 92.99 99.7C
2. South India Viscose 11,00 3.89 11.52  8.43  7.37  7.01  0.30
(¢) Viscose 1. Century Rayon (Century
filamentyarn Spim ing & Manufac-
furing Co. ) 2,00 29.13 26.50 93 34 25.86 25.02 25.¢1
2. Hational Rayon Corpn. 25.30 28.59 24.50 23,44 20,21 21,27 23.23
32, Hesoram Industrizs & . . ] '
_ Cotton Mills 13,50 11,24 6.80 12,24 12.53 12,89 13.99
4. South Tudia Viscose 10,20 6,02 6.0 5,68 7,83 6,90  7.57
%. Baroda Rayon .80 10,79  9.60 9.23 8,91 9.72 9.46
6. Indian Rayon Corpn. 9.96 12.50 13.15 13,50 1,.32 11.82
7. J.K. Synthetics nil 8.30  7.38  7.54  4.79 ,2.22
24. Rayon Grade 1. Gwalior Rayon & Silhk '
ulp Mfg. (Wwg) Co. 100.00 83,27 79 50 88.08 75.96 73.05 74.81
2. south India Viscose NP 16:73 20,50 17.92 24.04 26.95 25.19
25. . Automobile 1. Dunlop 41.50 31,20 33.25 3GC,01 26.58 22.83 23.02
Iyres 2. Firestone (Bombay

Tyres International)  24.90 15.4C 13.39 10.92 11.42 11.16 10,06
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3. Ceat 15,00 13.20 17.30 17,14 16,40 15.02 14.92

4. Goodyear 2.10 1070 9.77  9.59 8,66 4.72  8.25

5. MEF 5.20 12.00 7.70 7.3, 9.20 11.36 12.24

6. Incheck 5.50 1.00 2.10 0.96 1.27 1.15

7, Premer - 7,20 5.70 3,73  3.51  4.36 2.63

81 Falcon - - 3-72 i 509’7 6-49 6-5’7

9. Modi 4e80  -7.58 10.00 9,75 10,39 11.65

10, J K Tyres T WD 3.73 5,60 7.87 A

11. Apollo NF WD - 1.72  1.95  2.53 3.2/

12. Vikrant NT N NE NT NE 1.40
26. Carbon Black 1. Phillips Carbon Black 100.00 €7.67 65.96¢ 71.48 56.21 63.36 37.56.
2. United Carbon iy 32.23 34.04 28.52 27.25 il 23.67

3. Gujarat Carbon U I\Tl‘ g NP NE 11.81  14.68

4. Orientol Carbon W W NI NF 16.54 24.83  24.10

27. Ball and 1. National Engineering ' '
Roller Bearing  Indusbries £8.67 38.10 30.94 34.80 30.75 35.17 32.10
: 2, Bharat Ball Bearing . )

(Shriram Brgs) 24.58 7.70 0 494 5507 5,38 mvoec .98

3. Mtifiction Bearing 5,60 5.90  4.99 5.0 5,08 7.02 4o €O

Le Precision Bearing 0.98 10,50 1C.44 11.80  9.19 10.35 9.12

5. Assnoiated Bearing C.17 .70 29.72 0 33, 23.73 29.31 30,£7

€. Needle Rollcer Bearing M0 NT Cdl4.  Neg U200  0.49 G237

TIT Capital Gocds Industries

28. Crinding whesls
1. Grindwell Abrasives Ltd4’7.70 42,03 1;1.60 L5097 AB.50 42,96 A5.21

2. Carborsndum Universal 35.40 51.52 48.00C 4G,.00 52,54 AOH.72  A47.61
3. Industrial Abrasives . ”53 10 NA A A N& A NA
4. Frishnan Lal Thirveni 3.30 1.2 1.40 1.87 1.96  Ni NA

5, Thermal roducte : 1.00 Na N MA SNA NA WA

29, Twist Drills 1. iIndian 'I‘:) > Memufacturing

| Limited 47.00 25,87 29.50 31.70 30.97 35.89 38.47
2. Lcdizon and Co.lbd. 35,30 50,00 52,00 AB.:0 Ah. Ak 43.85  LE.GS
3. Jeiramdas Udyog 11.8C WD Wr T N Ny NT
o Bum & Co. Litd. 3.4 M NE Ny HEY Wy Ny
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(1) (2) (2 4) (&) (&) (1 (8 (9 (10)
5. New India Tool :
Menufacturing Co. 1.6 Nt NP Ny T NP NFE
6. Steel and Allied ,
Froducts r 14487 13.20 11,00 12.5C &.61 NA
7. Taps and Dies NP 2.91 430 6,10 NA NA NA
&. Small Tool Manufacturing '
- Company NP NA 1,00  2.460 Na NA NA
30. Air and Gass 1. Kirleskar Ineumatic — 36.10 13.81  9.30  9.31 8,25 5.69 6,21
Compresscrs 2. K.G.Khosla & Company 30,10 N4 2340 17.88 15.69 11.51  9.97
3. Elgi Equipments 13.80 35.70 32,50 26,79 24.02 21.11 24.99
4e ftlas Copco 8,40 6.19 4.8@ WA 4,18 3.85  3.62
5., Holmen Climax 5.30 NA 1.20 1.08 Ni Na NA
6. Ingersoll-Rand .. - R6.82 20,20 30440 42.74 49.09 55.47
7. Consclidated Fnaumatics - 543 456 5.34 WA NA N4
31, fgricultural 1, TAFE 54,10 10.60 13.3C 16.54 11,61  2.26 11.62
Tractors 2, Tractors and Bulldozers ) ‘
24,40 NP NT . WP NE NE - NP
3, Fscorts Iimited 14.00 14.36 14,40 20,63 19,43 20.35 16.83
4. Hicher Tractors 7.50  4.83 2,00 1C.07 9,66 11.65 15.85
5. Bscorts Tractors 1td. 14.52 13,70 15,89 12.50 12.34 8,94
6. GICL 2,50 2.6Q 5.94 478 3.49 1.52
7. Harsha - 3.00  1.60  2.97 1.34 1.53 1.18
8. TIMT 20,22 18,10 11.94 17,21 14.02 11.25
G, Makhindra and Mshindra . . . ) '
Ut {1TCT) 22.85 17.40  5.58 13.25 15.63 17.29
10, Kirlcskar Tractors 2.40  0.90 0.73 1,12 171  3.21
11. Punjeb Tractors L.66 8,20 9.45 8,50 10.56 12.12
12. Titte Tools Private ‘ ' ' ' '
Ltd. s 0410 0.30 0.29 Q.56 0.6 0.19

32. Tassenger

. Hindvstan Motors 66,10 40.40 51.95 53.28 61.07 59.94 71.23
Cars

;
2. Premier Automobiles 16.70 59.10 47.37 45.98 37.63 39.51 28.58
3. Stancard Motor Froduets!7.20 0.50 0.51 0.29 034 06,19 0,02
4o Sunrise Auto Industries NP NP 0.17  0.45 0.9 0,36 0,16
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(1) (2) (3) 4y (5 (& (7 (& (9 (0)
33. Geeps 1. Mahindrs and Mahindra 100,00 10C,00 100,00 100,00 100.00 100,00 100.00
34, Commercial 1. TELCC 42.90 59.00 56,48 56.59 S5hd 53.08 46,50
Vehicles 2. Premier Autos 26,10 6480 495 4452 2415 1,55 1.46
3, Hindustan Motors 14,80 2.80  2.37 233 446 435 TJ4L
4. Ashok Leyland 11,10 17.50 19,95 18,90 20.47 20,63 18.93
5, Bajaj Tempo 510 10,40 994 11,46 12,15 9,97 14.35
6, Standard Motors - 370 391 357 406 5.1
7. Mahindra and Mahindra - 2.63 2,29 253 5.7 5.29
35. Scooters 1. \PT 51,90 29.20 21.80 13.48 15.90 17.22 11.15
2. Bajaj Auto 1,600 59.70 53.52 51,90 46.18 40.24 52.39

3. Enfield India 6.50 NP Nr NIy Y NE N
. Li.Scooters Ltd. NP NP Reh2 5,7 5.60 6,18  5.03

5, Arevalli Svachalit NP WP 0,02 0,42 0.53 1mp NP

6. Bscerts Limited P 0,50 0,45 0434 0.22 7WP NP

7. CGujarat State Industries

Corporation NF 0,10 C.22 012 0.11 G50 1.63

¢, Kamataka Scooters Ltd. NP NP 0,09 2,10 1,98 1.88 C.65
9, Maharashtra Scocters Ny NF 293 V447 16,72 12,74 11.91

10, Pwnjeb Scooters - N NP NP 1.26 1.36 WP XF
11. Scooters India CNET 10,40 18,54 10,29 11,30 21,24 17.2
36, Motorcycles 1, Enfield Tndia 35.70 27.04 24443 16,26 22.90 23.48 20.35
2. Escorts Limited 32.50 34.38 3517 4420 43.82 4AT18 4634
3, Tdeal Jawa 31,80 38.29 AC.40 40,00 33.24 29.72 31.29
Lo Sarnd Zweirad NP 0.2 NP neg 0.04  0.02  0.01.
37, 3 wheelers 1. AFT 67.50 18,80 17.52 479 1070 19.92 16,84
2. Bajaj Auto 28,70 81.20 2,42 95,12 99.08 78.67 91,22
3. Enfield India 3.80 NP NP P NP NP NP
s

. Scooters India NP NP NP 0.09 0.22 1.4 1.95
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38." Mopeds 1. Saund Zweirad Union 100.00  5.46  4.22 451 6.59 L4449  1.57
2. APT neg NP NP NP NP NP NP
3, Indian Automotives
Timited NA 423 4N 2.89 2.04 0.5
4. Kinetic Engineering
Iimitec 49482 3459 4678 L3.54 45425 43.74
5, Kirloskar-Ghatge Patil
Timited NA 2,16 5,10 8.29 4.23 7.05
6. Maj2stic Autos Limited NP NP NP 0.55 10,84 23.22
7. Mopeds. India Limited 38.69 49.64 30.03 28,34 24.19 17.80
8. Raman Ingineering Litd. NA 0.07 1.25 2.09 3.32 NP
9. S & P Imgineering Ltd. NA LeR8  5.56 4.70  3.35 2,68
10, Tamilnadu Mopeds NP 0.25 0,93 3,00 2.30 1.09
IV Consumer Products including Durables.
39. Drugs ‘
a) Insulin 1. Boots Pure Drug
- (Boots India td.) 100.00 100.00 100.00 100,00 100,00 100,00 1C0.C0O
b) Penicillin 1. Hindusten Antibioties 59,70 25.02 25.51 31,72
2. Membic Chemical Works 24,40 25,10 25.71 24 51
3. Standard Pharmaceuticals
15,90 25,02 24.15 25.71
4o Indian Drugs and
 Pharmaceuticals Ltd. NP 24.86 25.63 18.06
¢) Streptomycin 1. Hindustan Antibiotica 55.60 31,82 32.80 40.05
2. Synbiotics Lbo 40 40,92 40.20 44,.86
3. Indien Drugs & '
Paarraceuticals Ltd. NP R4.33 24.710 15.09
. 4. Alembic NP 2093 2090 -
d) Vitamin A 1. Roche 68.30 7647 TOR 65.85

2. Glaxo S 31770 23.53 23.58 3415



(1) (2) (3) @ B © mn @ (9 (0)
e) Vitamin C 1. Sarabhai Merck Private
Limited(Sarabhai 100.00 77,16 74.29 55.55
Merck Chemicals)
2. Jayant Vitamins NP 22.84 24.78 39.82
3. Hindustan Antibiotics NP WP 1.03 463
£) PiS & its salts 1. Bio-synth 35.80 R3.77 25.62 17.31
2. Biological Products o o
 (Bio~Evans) 29.30 12.93 10.58 15.88
3, Pfizex 24.&-0 14.52 1§c42 . 16-47
Lo Wander 10.50 23.74 24.92 19,08
5. TDPL NP 25.00 23.46 30,67
6. Tuber Pharma NP WP NP 0.59
g) Chloroquin 1. Parke Davis 88.20 NP WP -
2. Bengal Tmmunity 11.40 ~ 714 3.92 1,96
3. Albert David 0.40 NP NP . T
4. Bayer NP 76.53  66.17 69.24
5. ouneeta NP 16.33 29.91 2.05
6. Ranbaxy NP : 26.75
h) Aspirin 1. Alta Iaboratories ~ 82.10 100.00 100,00 97.37
2. Martin and Harris 16.60 NP NP -
3. Tundosal Chemical 1,30 NP NP -
4o sndhra sugar NP NP NP 2.63
i) Chloramphenicol 1. Boehringer-¥old 58,80 50.41 46,50 4664
2. Parke Davis 41.20 37.98 36.80 19,5/
3. vey-se Chemicals NP 11.61 16,70 31.55
: 4. Mac Laboratory NP NP P 2.27
40. Soap 1. dindustan Lever 58,70 48.04 55.76 54.27 47.59 52.64 53.16
2. TCMCC 23.40 27.93 20,80 25.27 27.96 18.75 26.75
3. Covermnment Soap Factorxy 5.70 1.88 1.83 1.58 Na NA A
4. Calcutta Chemical '
Company 3,60 0,53 1.68 0.58 NA N4 NA
5. Swastik 0il Mills 2.50  2.46  1.91 1,64 NA NA A
6. Fusum Products - 3,05  2.57 1.4 1.90  2.45 1.78
7. Godrej soaps 3.60 2,69 2.98 2.91 3.79 Na
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8. Berar 0il Industries 1.94 1.99 1.57 NA NA NA
41. Synthetic 1. Hindustan Lever 67.60 44.90 45.70 55.80 48.42 44.12 52,40
Detergents 2, Swastik 0il Mills 32.40 35.40 38.53 30.50 NA NA NA
3. TOMCO NP 16,10 9.67 10.50 16.70 10.96 9,57
L. Kusum Products NP 3.60 3.02 3.20 1,89 1.88 1.9
5. Godrej Soaps NP - - - R.73  4.12  NA
42. Leather footwear 1. Bata Shoe Company 87.27 90.64 91.46 93.67 92,70 91.61 92.22
2. British India Corpn.
(TAFCO) 6.99  5.90 453  3.13  4.16  2.34  3.25
3. Carona Sahu 4481 3,01 3443 2,39 2.57 2.86 3,02
43. FRubber & 1. Bata Shoe Company 59.10 69.54 67.70 69.15 63,24 70.02 70.16
Canvas footwear 2. Carona Szhu 11.20 19,19 20.99 21.82 23.90 19,89 27.82
3. Swastik Rubber NP 2.54 3.10 1.89 HNA Te54 0411
4. Dry Batteries 1. Thiorn Carbide 82,00 59.01 60.30 57.20 53.29 56.76 47.70

2. ustrela Batteries 18.00 12.04 8.31  7.19 5,77  5.28  1.44
3. Lakhanpal National
 Timited NP 176 3049 494 7.63  3.72 12.28
4o Indo-National Iimited NP 2,67 477 6.26  7.20 10,57 11.33
5« Poshiba Anand Batteries NP 5.48  7.64  6.35 6.65 6.87 6.36
6. Punjab Anand Batteries NP 221 2.96 347 5.90  6.27 6
7. Geep Industrial

Syndicate Ltd. NP 15.81 1041 10.95 8.27 6.41 8.
8. Straw Products Limited NP NP 1,98 3,64 5.29 4.1 5
1

. Associated Battery
dakers (Chloride India)45.80 51.35 51.53 65.42 A8.48 4451 54.14
2. Standard Batteries = 24.20 12.66 15.54 13.68 24.85 24.39 24.20
3., Radio and Electrical h

45. Storage Batteries

Manufacturing Company 17.90 NP NP NP NP NP NP
4. Bharat Battery
Manu:facturing Company  4.40 NP NP NP NP NP NP
5. Myscre Electro Chemical
~ Works 3.30  5.80 3.86 2.45 2.9 1.95  3.18

7. IMCO Batteries 11.56 13.32 14.99 11.52 13.41 NA
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49.

50.

ElectricALamps

Domestic
Refrigerators

Room air-condi-
tioners

Typewriters

Cigarette

(3) (4)
1, Electyic Lamp
- Manufacturers 29.50
2. Hind lamp Limited 24410
3. Bengal Electric Lamps 15,10
/oo Philiys India [imited
(Piecc) 8.80
. Bharat Electrical
Industries . 8.40
6. Sylvania & Lawxmnan NP
7. Mysore Lamps
1. Hyderabad Allwyn 57.30
2. Godrej & Boyce 22.10
3. Sur Industries 9.80
4. Kelvinator 8.10
5. Kalinga Industries 2.60
6. Voltas
7. Fedderst Lloyd
1. Voltas 28.50
2. lir conditioning Corpn.16.40
3., Blsctyonics Limited 16.40
4o dmerican Refrigerator 11.70
5. Peddexs' Lloyd NL
&. Hyderzbad Allwyn NP
7. Premier Autos NP
1. Re.adngton Rand 62,10
2. Rayale Corporztion 24, 50
3. JK Business Machines 10,70
4. Codrej and Boyce 2.60
5. Facit Asia NP
1. Imperial Tobacco Co.(ITC)
LE .20
2. Vazir Sultan 19.90
3, ¥Natior al Tobacco
(Duncens Agro Inds) 17.20
4. Golden Tobacco 11.20
5. Godfrey Phillips 4.80

22.25
26.14
1463

12.65

NP
1C.26
6.05

35.00

20.99
NP

35.00
NP
7.26
NA

5437
9014
754
9.53

16.00
NP
3,42

45,64

22.59
b

31.77
NP

52.24
20.43

5.01
11.52
€.42

18.07
22.45
16.63

16.15

NP
11.69
6,06

30,60
21.70
NP
38,40
NP
8.10
1,20
bty 00
a0
22,30
7.20
21,00
NP

—

ded s8]
2403
NP
31.16
NP

50.11
P2.63

/+055
14,02
734

16.31
26.78
19.15

15.57

NP
10.15
6.21
23.70
24,4 50
NP
£43.00
3
6,90
1.90

48.40
310

24.7C
5.60
NA
NP
3.50

48279
16.97

20.81
343

51.30
18.61

3.14
16.9
6.50

15.12
21.82
16.58

11.79

?4.24
s 98

6.87
16.87
6.03

49.84
8.88

19.72
2.06
NA

NA
30.63
13.43

29.90
26,04

40.66
17.79

10.77
20.94
6.92
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51. Toothpaste
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(3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)  (10)
1. Colgate-palmolive 42.80  55.40 54.91 55.74 54.91 57,02 63.68
2. Geoffrey Manners 22.80 21.16 16.32 15.49 NA NA NA
3. Hindustan Lever 12.60 8.26 6.58 7.16 NA NA NA
4o Ciba of India
(Ciba Geigy) 8.80 13.34 18.65 19.81 10.61 17.37 NA
5. Calcutta Chemical 7.80 1.84 2.31 147 NA NA NA

el i T T i T T

NOTES: NP.=:No prcduction of the product in the year specified

- = denotes negligible amount of production
NA = data not available

= unit-wise data for drugs for'the years 1978,1979 not disclosed by the office of the DGTD

£ = Totel prcducticn figﬁres as supplied by the Cffice of the DGTD is less than the sum of

the production figures of the individual units. Since data for all the production units
is not available, the actual production and therefore the market shares of the individual
units canrot be calculated.

Balance shegts of individual companies.

Assocham Farliamentary Digest, various issues.

Report of the Panel on Procduction Targets and Inputs Required for automobiles ancillaries
and allied industries, (Development Council for Automobiles and allied industries, 1975-77)
Association of Tndian  Automobile Manufacturers, Bombay. : :

India, Government of., DGTD, Statistics Relating to DGTD units, February 1978
India, Government of .,DGID, Annual Report, 1978-~79.
India, Government of., DGTD, Ministry of Finance, fnnual Report on the Working of the Commercisal
» Undertekings of the Central Govt. 1975-76,1976-77,1979-80.1080-81 .
India, CGovernment of., DGID, Minisiry of Industry, Report, 1978-79, 1981-82.
India, Government of,, DGID, Ministry of Petroleum, Chemicals & Fertilisers, Moniteoring and
: Evaluation (Chem) Section, Indian Chemicals Statistics, 1981~82.
India, Government of., DGTD, Ministry of Petroleum, Chemicals & Fertilisers, Monitoring and
Evaluation (Drugs) Section, Indian Drugs Statistics, 1976-77,1980-81.
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APPENDIX 1.4

Market Shares of Business-Housczs, 1964, 1978 & 1980

7
8.

10.

Aluminiun 1)

[N

Cement ‘

W o~
N

BHC (Tech)

Soda Ash 1)

Stable Bleaching 1)
Powder

Potassium Chloratel)
2)

Bromine 1)

Industrial E)@los-1 \
ives
Rubber Chemicals 1)

Synthetic Rubber 1)

Hindustan Aluminium

Hdurinivm Corporation
of India

ACC
Jedipur Udyog

Dalmia {Bharat)
Cement Ltd.

Shree Digvijay Cement

1) Tata Chemicals

Akaldi and Chemical
Corporation

Tatsa Chenmicals

Saureshtrs Chemicals
(Jiyajeerac Cotton)

thangadhra Chemicals
Sahu Chemicals

Mettur Chemical and
Industrizal Corpn.

WIMCO Lbd.,

Mettur Chemdcal and
Industrial Corpn.

Tata Chemicals

) Indien Explosives

Alkali and Chemical
Corpcration

Synthetics and
Chemicals

1964
Ownership % Share in
Production
Birla 38.50

s s . e

52.00
ACC 39.80
Sahu Jain 14.80
Delmia Jai
Bangur 6.10
69.90
Tatba 49,00
ICT 31.50
80.50
Tata 50.9C
Rirla 29.54
S.P.Jjain 14..81
Sahu Jain 475
100.00

Seshasayee 100,00
Swedish Match 83.40

Seshasayee 700
90,40
Tata 100.00
ICT 100,00
ICT 100.00
Kilachand ‘] OO . O(_)

(Tulsidas)



1978
S1.No. Name of Product Names of Extéerprises Ownership % Share in
“ ’ Production
1. Alwniniun 1) Hindustan Aluminiun Birla 32.12
‘ 2) Madras Aluminium Naidu V.R. 11.24
43.36
2. Cement 1) ACC ACC 32.70
2) Shree Digvi jay Bangur , 4450
, 3) Birla Cement Works Birla 2,00
' 4) Century Cement Birls 3.40
5) Kesoram Cement Birla 2.90
6) Myscre Cement Birla 2.20
7) Madras Cement Madras Cement  1.60
8) V. Ramakrishna (KCP) V.Ramakrishma 1.50
9) Rohtas Industries Salu Jein 1.60
52,40
3. BHC (Tech) 1) Tata Chemicals Tata 19.27
2) Alkali and Chemicals
Corporation ICT ‘ 7.75
27.02
4. Soda Ash 1) Tata Chemicals Tata 52.58
2) Jiyajeerao Cotton Birla 32.97
3) Dhrangadhra Chemicals S.F.Jein 11.06
Y e s sy s gmn 339
100.00
5. Stable Bleaching 1) DCM Chemicsl Works Shri Ram 53.18
Powder :
6. Potassium Chloratel) WIMCO Itd. Swedish Match 40.13
7.  Bromine 1) Tata Chemicels Tata 99.09
8. Industrial 1) Indien Explosives  ICI 54,87
Explosives
9. Rubber Chemicals 1) Alkali and Chemical
Corporation ICI 40.26

10.  Synthetic Rubber 1) Synthetic and
: Chemicals Kilachend
(Tulsidas) 87.80



1980
81.No. Name of Product HName of Enterprises Ownership % share in
Production
il ™ s it . - Bt
1, . Aluminiunm 1) Hindustan Aluminium  Birla 40.81
2) Madras Aluminium Naidu, V.R. 12.80
53.01
2. Cement 1) ACC ACC 31.33
2) Shree Digvi jay Bangur 5.10
3) Birls Cement Works  Birla 1.75
4) Gentury Cament Birla 407
5) Kescram Cement Birla LeaO4
6) Myscre Cement Pirla 2.20
7) Madras Cement Madras Cement 2,40
8) V.Ramakrishna (KCP)  V.Ramakrishna  1.20
9) Rohtas Industries Sahu Jain 1.10
10) Crissa Cement Orissa Cement 2.30
75.49
3, BHC {Tech) . 1) Tata Chemicals Tata . 16,83
2) AMkali and Chemical

Corperation IcT 453
21.36
4. Socda Ash 1) Tata Chemicals Tata 57.68
2) Jyajeerao Cotton Birla 27 .86
3) Dharngadhra Chemicals S.P.Jain 12.38

4) Orissa Cements
(formerly New Central Orisse Cement 2.08
Jube Mills Ltad)

100.00
5. Stable Blescidng 1) DOM Chemical Works Shri Ram 62.25
Powder
5. Totassium Chioratel) WIMCC Litd., Swedish Match 29.78
7. Brorine 1) Tota Chemicals Tata 99,65
8. Industrial 1) Indian Explosives IcI 56.68
Eeplosisves 2) Karnatake Explosives Chowgule _ 0,83
)7-51
9. Rubber Chemicals ’i) Alkali and Chemical
Corporation ICT 37.67
10.  Synthetic Rubber 1) Synthetic and
Chewdcals ¥ilachand

(Tulsidas) 70.87
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(r)Viscose Staple
Fibre

(c)Viscose filament

Yarn

17.

18‘
19.

Rorax.

Boric Acid

Rayon Grade Pulp

1)
R)
1)

2)

3)
4)

1)

Gwalior Rayon Silk
Mfg (Wvg) Co.lid.,

South India Viscose

Century Rayon
Neational Rayon Corpn.
Kesoram

South Indis Viscose

Gwalior Rayon Silk
Mfg (Wvg) Co.,Ltd.,

______ . A Ll
Sl.No. Name of Product Neme of Enterprises Ownership % Share in
- Production
11.  PVC Fesin Compoundl) Rejasthan Vinyl & : 4
Chemicals Shri Ram 60,20
2) Calico Mills Sarsbhei - 39.80
100.00
12. Polythelene (L.D) 1) Alkali end Chemical
' Corporation ICT 62,40
13. Polythelene (E.D) 1) Polyolefins Mafatlal 100.00
14. Styrene 1) Synthetics znd
. Chemicals Kilachand 1C0.00
15, Polystyrene 1) Polychem Kilachand 100.00
16.(a)Nylon filament ‘

Yarn 1) J.K. Synthetics J.K.8inghania 35.80

Birla 89,00
Neidu, G.V 11.00
100.00

Birla 26,00
Chinai. 25.30
Birla 13.50
Neidu, G.V 10.20
75.00

Birla 100.00



, 1978
'S1.No. Hame of Product Names of Enterprises Ownership "% Share in
Production
11. TVC Resin Compoimdi) DCM (Shriran Vinyl)  Shri Ram 4004
2) NOCIL Mafatlal 21.17
3) Colice Mills Sarabhai 9.96
/) Plastic Resins &
Chemicels S.P.Jain 3.25
Th o 42
12.  Polytnelene(L.D) 1) Alkali end Chemical :
Corporation ICT 2449
2) Union Carbide Union Carbide 29.30
53.79
13. TFPolythelene (H.D) 1) Polyolefins Mafablal 100.C0
14. Styrene 1) Synthetics &
Chemicals Kilachand 32.20
2) Polychem Kilachand 41.59
73.89
15.  Polystyrere 1) Polychem Kilachand 65.86
16.(a)Nylon filament 1) J.K.8ynthetics J.K.Singhania 29.32
fam 2) Shree Synthetics Bangur 7.16
3) Modipon Litd. Modi 15.16
52.08
(b)Viscose Steple 1) Gwalior Rayon Silk
Yarmn mtg(Wvg) Co.ltd. Pirla 92.63
2) South Indis Viscose  Naidu,G.V 7.37
100,00
(c)Viscose filament 1) Ceutury Spg & Mfg Co. Birla 25.86
yam 2) Kesoram Industries &
Cotton Mills Ltd. Birla 12.53
3) Soubth India Viscose Naidu, G.V 7.83
L) T.K.Synthetics J.K.Singhania  7.54
53.76
17. Rayon Grade Pulp 1) Gwalior Rayon Silk
Mfg (Wvg) Co., Ltd., Birla 75.96
2} South India Viscose  Naidu,G.V. 24,04
100,00

13.

19,

Borax

Boric Acid



e o e e e e o o e e e e e e o e o e 1980 _ _ _ _ _ _
S1.No. Name of Product Names &f Enterprises Ownership % Share in
: Production
11. PVC Resin Compound1) DCM (Shri Ram Vinyl) Shri Ram 41.07
2) NOCIL Mafatlal 2858
3) Calico Mills Sarabhai 10459
4) Plastic Resins and
Chemicals S.P.Jain Nil
74..18
12. Polythelene (L.D) 1) Alksli and Chemical
Corporation ICT 1434
2) Union Carbide Union Carbide 22.94
39.28
13. Polythelene (H.D) 1) Polyolefins Mafatlal 100.00
14. Styrene 1) Synthetics & &
Chemicals Kilachard 31.67
2) Polychem Kilachand 34.5’7%
66.24
15. Polystyrene 1) Polychem K¥ilachand 53.86
16.(a)Nylon filament 1) J,K.Synthetics J.K.Singhania 25.81
Yam 2) Shree Synthetics Bangur 9.00
3) Garware Nylons Garware 16,11
4) Modipon Ltd. Modi 14..50
65.42
(b) Viscose Staple 1) Gwalior Rayon Silk
Yarn Mfg (Wvg) Co.Ltd. Birla 99.70
2) South India Viscose Naidu, G.V 0.30
100.00
(c) Viscose Filement 1) Century Spg & Mfg.€c. Birla 25.61
Yeam. 2) Kesaram Industries &
Cottom Mills Ltd. Birla 13.99
3) Indian Rayon Corpn. Birla 11.82
4) South India Viscose Naidu, G.V. 7.5
5) J.K. Synthetics J.K.Singhania  2.22
61,21
17. . Rayon Grade Pulp 1) Gwalior Rayon Silk
Mfe (Wvg) Co.Ltd. Birla 74.81
2) South India Viscose Naidu, G.V. 25.19
100,00
18. Borax 1) Borax Morarji Dharamsey
Morarji 78.64,

M TV - et o Mot -\ -
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23.

Automobile tyres
Carbon Black 1)

Ball.and Roller 1)
Beardings

2)
Twist Drills 1)
2)
'3)

Grinding Wheels

AT & Gas 1)
Compressors
Agricultural 1)
Tractors
Passenger Cars 1)
2)
Commercial 1)
Vehicles 2)
3)
4)

Names of Enterprises

Ownership

FPhillips Carbon Black Goenka

National Engineering

Industries
Bharat Ball Bearing

Indian Tool Mfrs.Ltd.

Addisan & Co.Ltd
Burn & Compeany

Kirloskar Pneumatic
Company .

Tractors & Farm
Fquipment (TAFE)

Hindustan Motors
Premier Automobiles

TELCO'
Premier Autcmobiles
Hindustan Motors

Bajaj Tempo

Birla
Shri Ram

Birla
Simpson

Maxrtin Bum

Kirloskar

Simpscn
Birla

Walchand

Tata
Walchand
Birla

Bajaj

% Share in
Production

s s e o e

——— o —



1978
S1.No. Name of Product Names of Enterprises Ownership % Share in
Production
20. Automobile tyres 1) Dunlop Dunlop 26.58
2) Modi Rubber Modi 9.75
3) J.K. Tyres J.K.Singhania  5.60
4) Apollc Tyres Raunag Singh 1.95
, 43.88
21, Carbon Black 1) Phillips Carbon
Black Goenka, K.P 56.21
22. Ball and Roller 1) National Engineering
Bearings Industries Birla 30.75
2) Shri Ram Bearings Shri Ram 5.39
3) dssociated Bearings Tata 23.73
59.87
23. Twist Drills 1) Indian Tool Mfrs Ltd. Birla 30.97
2) Addison & Co. Ltd. Simpson Lo bl
75.47
24. Grinding Wheels 1) Carborundum Universal Murugappa
- Chettiar 52.54
25. Alr & Cas. 1) Kirloskar Pneumatic  Kirloskar 8.25
Cempresanrs 2) Holmm Climax Bird-Heilgers NA
8.25
26. Agricultural 1) TAFE Simpson 11.61
Tractors 2) Bscorts Itd. Escorts 19.43
3) Escorts Tractors Litd. Escorts 12.50
4) ITCI Mahindra 13.25
5) Kirloskar Tractors Kirloskar 1.12
57 .93
27. Passenger Cars 1) Hindustan Motors Birla , 61,07
2) Premier gutomobiles  Walchand 37.63
98.70
28. Commercial 1) TELCO Tata 54044
Vehicles 2) Premier Automobiles Walchand 2.15
3) Hindustan Motors Birla RS
4) Ashok Leyland Ashok Leyland 20.47
5) Bajaj Tempo Bajaj 12.15
6) Mahindra & Mahindra Mahindra 2.53



______________________________ 1980 _ o - - - .
Sl.No. lame of Froduct  Names cf Enterprises Qunership % Share in
. Production
20, Automobile tyres 1) Dunlop Dunlop 23,02
2) Modi Rubber Moddi 11.65
3) J.K.Tyres J.K.Singhania  4.88
4) Apollo Tyres Reumnag, Singh 3.24
42.79
21. Carbon Black
22. Boll and Roller 1) National Engineering
Bearings Industries Birla 32.10
2) Shri Ram Bearings Shri Ram 6.98
3) Associated Bearing Tata 30.21
4) Precision Bearing V.Ramakrishna 9.12
78 41
23, Twist Drills 1) Addison & Co. Lid. Simpson 46,65
24. Grinding Wheels 1) Carborundum Universal Murugappa
Chettiar 4761
25. Alr & Gas 1) Kirloskar Paeumatic  Kirlosker .21
i %) Holmen Climex Bird-Heilgers NA
6.21
26, Agricultural 1) TAFE Simpson 11.62
Tragtars 2) BEscorts Ltd. Escorts 16.83
3) Bscorts Tracters Ltd. Escorts 8.94
4) 1TCT Mahindra 17.29
5) Kirloskar Tractors Kirloskar 3.29
57.97
27. Passenger Cars 1) Hindustan Motors Birla 71.23
2) Premier futomchiles  Walchand 28.58
99.81
25. Commercial 1} TELCO Tata 46.50
Veliclen 2) Premier Automobilss  Walchemd 1446
3) Hindustan Motors Birla 7.4
4) Ashok Leyland Ashok Leyland 18.93
5) Bajaj Tempo Bajaj 14435
6) Melindra & Mahindra Mahindra 5.29

—— e e 2



1964
S1.Ko. Name of Product Names of Enterprises Ownership % Share in
Production
29. Scaoters 1) Bajaj &uto Bajaj 41,60
30. Motor Cycles -
31. 3 wheelers 1) Bajaj futo Bajaj 28,70
32. Jeeps 1) Mahindra & Mahindra Mahindra 100,00
33. Drugs:
(a) Fencillin 1) AMembic Chemical Works Amin 2440
2) Standard Pharmaceuti-
cal Works Sarabhai 15.90
40,30
(b) Streptomycin 1) Synbiotics Sarabhai 4t 40
{c)-.P4S & its salts -
(@) Chloramphe®i&@l 1) Bochringer - Enoll  Rallis 58.80
34+ Soap 1) Tata oil Hkd1s Behia 230
2) Swastik 0il mills ~ SREGOPS 2,90
RET ot
25.
35. Synthetic Detergents ‘
1) Swastik Sarsbhai 32,40
36. Leather Footwear 1) British India Corpn. BIC 6.99
2) Carona Sahu S.F. Jain L&
37. Pubber & Canvas 11.80
Footwear 1) Carona Sahu S.P. Jain 11.20



(b)
(c)
(a)

Bhe

35.

1978
Names of Entefprises Ownership % Share in
Production
1) Bajaj futo Bajaj 46.18
2) Bscorts Ltd. Escorts 0.22
4640
1) Escorts Ltd. Escorts 43.82
1) Bajaj Autc Bajaj 89.08
1) Mahindra & Mahivdra Mahindra 1130.00
1) Standard Pharmaceubicals
Sarabhai N4
1) Synbiotics Sarabhai NA
1) Hindustan Lever Eipdustan '
Lever 47.59
2) ToM Co. Tata 27.96
2) Godrej Soaps Godrej & Boyce 2.91
) Swasbik Sarabhai WA
78 .46
1) Hindustan Lever Hindustan 4842
Lever
2) Swastik Sarabhai NA
3) TOM Co. Tata 16.70
4} Godrej Soaps Godrej & Boyce 2.73

36.

37.

Bcooters

Motor-cycles

J~wheelers
Jeeps
Drugs:

Pencillin

Streptomycin
PAS & its salts
Chloramphernicol

Scap

Synthetic
Dstergents

Lesther Footwesr

Rubber & Canvas
Pootwear

1)

1)

Carone Sahu

arona Sahu

(@]

67.85
S.P.Jain 257
S.P.Jain 23.98



1980
S1.No. Name of Product Names of Enterprises Owmership % Share in
Production
29. Scooters 1) Bajaj Auto Bajaj 52.39
2) Escorts Ltd. Escorts NP
52.39
30, Motor Cycles 1) Escorts Ltd. Escorts 46,34
31. 3-~wheelers 1) Bajaj futo Bajaj 81.22
32. Jeeps 1) Mobindre & Mahindra Makindra 100.00
33. Dmgs:
(2) Prencillin 1) Standard Pharmaceuticals
Sarabhai 25.71
{b) Streptomycin 1) Synbiotics Sarsbhai 4. 86
(c) PAS & its salts 1) Pfizer ' Pfizer 16,47
34e Soap 1) Eindustan Lever Hindustan
Lever 53.16
2) TOMCO Tata 26.75
3) Godrej Soaps Godrej & Boyce NA
L) Swastik Sarabhail NA
79.91
35. Synthetic 1) Hindustan Lever Hindustan
Detergents Lever 52440
2) Swastik Sarabhai NA
3) TOMCO Tata 9.57
4) Godrej Soaps  Godrej & Boyce NA
61.97
36, Leather Footwear 1) Carona Sahu S.7P.Jain 3.02

37. Rubber & Canvas
Footwear 1) Carcna Sahu S.P.Jain 27.82
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______________________________ 196k _ _ o .. ..
Sl.No. Name of Product Names of Enberprises Ovnership % Share in
Production
38, Dry Batteries
39, Storage Batteries
40, Electric Lewps 1) Hind Lumps Bajaj 24410
i1 Domestic nbad f .
Refrigorators 1) Hyderabad Allwyn Birla 57.30
k2. Room 1) Voltas Tatea 28.50
Adrconditioners . kg s
2) Xirconditionming
Corporation Birla 16.40
44090
3. Typewriters 1) J.K.Business
Machines J.K.3inghania 10.70
Li. Cigarettes 1) National Tcbacco :
Company B.N.Elias 17.20

44. Toothpaste
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S1l.No. Neme of Product Names of Enterprises Ownership % Share in
Production
38, Dry Batteries 1) Union Carbide Union Carbide 53429
2) Straw Products J.K.Singhania  5.29
58.58
39, Storage Batteries 1) AMCO Batteries Simpson 11,52
40. Electric Lamps 1) Hind Lamps Ltd. Bajaj 20.87
2) Flectric Lamps Mfrs.
Tndia Ltd. Thilips 13,51
3) Philips India Itd,  Philips 14451
48.83
1. Domestic 1) Godrej & Boyce Godrej & |
Refrigerators Boyce 31.03
2) Voltas Tata 5.23
36.26
/2. Room Aircondition=1) Voltas Tata 54.13
ers 2) iirconditioning
Corporation Birla 6,10
60.23
/3. Typewriters 1) Godrej & Boyce Godre 33.61
Ltpe Cigarettes 1) ITC ITC 9.7
2) National Tobacco
(Duncen Agro-
Industries) Goenka, K.P 5454
3) Golden Tobacco Golden Tobacco 17.49
2.7
45. Toothpaste 1) Hindustan Lever  Hindustan
Lever NA
2) (iva Geigy IcT 10.61

T o — o o



1980
Sl.No. Name of Product Names of Enterprises Ownership % Share in
Production
38. Dry Batteries 1)Union Oarbide Union Carbide 47.70
2)Straw Products J.K.Singhania 5.42
©53.12
3+
39. Storage Batteries 1) AMCO Batteries Simpson 13.41
2) Mysore Electro-
chemical Works United Bre- -
weries _1.95_
+*
40. Electiric Lamps 1) Hind Lamps Ltd. Bajaj 21.82
2) ElectriclLLamps Mfrs %
India Ltd. . Philips 15,12
3) Philips India Ltd.  Philips 11.79"
48073
41. Domestic Refri- 1) Godrej & Boyce Gedrej £
gePabore 2) oltas Tata £
42. FRoom 1) Voltas Tata 49.84
fdrconditioners 2) Airconditioring
Corporation Birla 8.38
: 58.72
43. Typewriters 1) Godrej & Boyce Godrej 29.90
44, Cigarettes 1) ITC ITC 40 .66
2) Duncans Agro-
Industries Goenka, K.P. 10.77
3) Golden Tobacco Golden Tobacco 20.94
72.37
45. Toothpaste 1) Hindustan Lever Hindustan
Lever NA
2) Ciba Geigy 101 _17.37.
1737
Notes:
N.P.: No production of the product for the year specified.
* 1 deba refer to the year 1979

]

: Total production figures of the product concerned as supplied by the
office of the DGID is less than the sum of the production figures of
the individual units. ©&ince data for all the production units is not
available the actual production and therefore the market shares of the
individual units cannot be calculated.
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APPENDIX 1.5

Shares of FERA Companies in Production

Lverage Share in Production (1975-80)

rercentage of Company Share Total Share of

S1.No. Product Name of FERA Company ggigfizident %2bggziibn ggB%rggﬁgigiis
(%) (%)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) o
1, Folythelene (L.D) 8) ilkeli and Chemical Corporation 51,00 29.62
. b) Unicn Carbide 50,92 42.13 71.75°
2.  Grinding Wheels a) Carborandum Universal 50,00 49.38
b) Grindwell Norton 50,00 ' #43.88 93.26
3. Automobile Tyres a, Dunlop 50.16 27.82
b) Ceat 50,15 15,66
¢) Bombay Tyres International 74,00 12.06
&) Goodyear 59.93 8.95 64..49
4. Ball and Roller a) Associated Bearing 51,00 30.70 30.70
Bearing
5, BHC (Tech) &) Alkali and Chemical Corporation 51.00 11.54 11.54
6. Insulin a) Boots Bo. (India) Ltd. 53.00 100.00 100, 00
7.  Vitamin 'A a) Roche Products 89.00 72.91
g 1) Glaxo Laboratories 75.00 27.09 100,00
8. Chloroguin : “a, Bayer 51.00 70.65 70.65
9.  Chloremphenicol . vwdera) Parke Davis 83.33 31.44 31.44
Powder
10. PAS and its salts &) Pfizer 70.00 15.47 15.47
11. Bubber Chemicals - &) Bayer 51.00 53.51
12. Industrial Explosives ?f %%gﬁ%% %ﬁ%lggigégal Coxporaion g%:gg %:gg ‘ 2%:?%
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13. Air & Gas Compressors a) Ingersoll-Rend 73,99 37.46

b) Holmen-climax - 60,00 A

¢) Consolidated Penumatic Co. 63.80 NA . 37.46
o Mluminium a) Indian Aluminium Compeny 55,56 . 30,89 . 30.89
15, Cement . a) Saurashtra Cement and . ’

. Chemical Tndustries Litg. 50.85 2.50 2.50
16. Zinc a) Cominco. Binani Zinc 40.02 28.49 28.49
17. Commercial Vehicles a) Ashok Leyland 50,61 19.40 19,40
18. Tractors a) Tractors and Farm BEquipment 49.00 11.99 11.99
19. Mopeds n) Stndaram Claybon 48.96 %

20, Dry Batteries a) Union Carbide 50,92 55.71 55471
21, Storage Batleries a; Chloride India 50,77 52.57 52.57
29, Tlectric Lamps n) Electric Lamp Mfrs.India Ltd., 100,00 16.75 16.75
23. Soap " a) Hindustan Lever 51.00 51.92 51,92
2/, Synthetic Detergemt  a) Hindustan Lever 51.00 £8.56 48.56
25, Toothpaste a) Ciba-Geigy 65.00 15.96

b) Iindustan Lever 51.00 7.33 23.29

Notes: * Production of Mopeds began orly in 1980.
N&i Not Available. -

Source; Names of FERL corpanies and percentage of Hon-Resident holding contasined in Loksabha
o answer to unstarred question No.6251, inswered on 31.3.1982. Quoted in fLssocham
Parliamentary Digest, No.7, 1982, 29.3.1982 to 3.4.1982 pp.52-72. I
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APPENDIX 1.6
Market-Shares of Subsidiaries of Foreign Multinational Corporations: 1976 =nd 1980

S 1 - S - )
Co. share in Total share Co. share in Total share
S1.Mo. Froduct™ =~ T T ‘Mamé of tlie Company’ ’ ' Total ~ = ‘of companies Total = of companies
- o R N Production ‘ Production
(M) (2) 3) (4) (5) () (7
1. Insulin a) Roots Co. (India) Ltd. 100.00 100.00 100.00 100,00
2. Vitamin 14! a) Glaxo Laboratories 23.58 : 34.15
: . b) Roche Products 76.42 100.00 65.85 100,00
3. Chloroquin a) bever India 66.17 66.17 69,24, 69.24
Li.  PAS and its salts a) Pfizer Ltd. 15.42 15.42 16.47 16.47
5. Chloramphemicol a) Farke Davis 36,80 36.80 19.54 19,54
: Powder :
é. Rubber Chemicals a) .lkali and Chemical Corporation  45.19 37.67
b) Bayer(India) 52:34 97.53 60.02 97:69
7. BHC (Tech) a) Alkali and Chemical Corporation  13.65 13.65 453 4e53
8,  Polythelene (L.D) a) Alkeli and Chemical Corporation  41.50 , 1434,
\ b) Union Carbide 58.50 100,00 24U, 39.28
9 Automobile Tyres a) Dualoy 33.25 23.02
b) Firestone (Bombay Tyres) 13.39 10.06
¢) Good year. .77 56,41 8.25 41.33
10, Potassium &) WIMCO Ltd. 42.96 4R.96 *
Chlorate:
11 AMuminium a) Indian Aluminium Company 41,42 41 W42 31430 31,30
12.  Industrial a) Indien Explosives 79.10 79.10 56.68 56.68
' Explosives
13. Dry Batteries a) Union Carbide 60.30 €0.30 47470 4770

14. Storage Batteries a) Chloride India 51.53 51453 5414 54414
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(1) (2)- (3 (4) (5) (6) (7)
15,  Typewriters a) Remington Rand Y| YA *
16, Comporsisl a) Ashok Leyland 19.95 19:95 18.93 18.92
17:  Soap a) Hindustan Lever 55.76 55.76 53.16 53.16
18. Synthetic a) Hindustan Lever 45.70 45 .70 2,40 52440
: Detergent “
19. FElectric Lamps a) Thilirs India (Pieco) 16.13 16.13 12.54 12.54
20.  Leather footwear a) Babta (India) Ltd. 91.46 A .46 3*
21.  Rubber and a) Bata (India) Ltd. 67.70 &7.70 *
Canvas Footwear
22. Cigarettes a) ITC 50.11 *
b) Codfrey Philips S 734 5745 *
23.  Toothpaste a) Colgate 54.91
b) Hindustan Lever 6.58 N4
¢) Civa~Geigy 18,65 80.14, 17.379
24 gzﬁl ggd L, N I—— Bearing 29.72 29.72 . 30.21 30.21
25. Ar and Gas a) Irgersoll~Rand 20,20 5547
Conpressans b, Atlas Copco 480 #
¢) Consolidated Penumatic Tools L 50 N4
d) Tolman Climax 1.20 30.70 NA 55 A

S e e e e e e e e e e e

Notes: * No longer a subsidiary of a foreign multinational corporation but an Indian company,
@ Data on refer to 1979.

NA DNot Availablt,

Source: 1. gcr T?ggé names of sgbs%ld;a{leu of forei %n Nﬂgc,sdtaken fromfGoz_gpanX‘ New.s and Notes,Vol.XVI,No,9
T e -52. 2, For names subsidiaries of fGTeT en rrom G
E f!o March iobi. o 66—’70 n M’ Company’ News and Notes,
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Aveini um

Zinc
Lead
Copper
Cement
opr

BHC (Tech)

Newsprint

Soda fAsh

a)
b)
c)
a)
a)
a)
a)
a)
b)

c)

a)

a)

Capacity Utilisation of Leading Companies
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APPENDIX 1.7

Bharat Aluminium

Hindustan Aluminium

Indisn Aluminium

Hindustan Zinc

Hindustan Zinc

Hindustan Copper

ACC

Hincdustan Insecticides
Kanoria Chemicals
Hindusten Organic Chemicals

Hindustan Insecticides

National Newsprint and
Papers Mills Ltd.

Tata Chemicals
Saurashtra Chemicals

Public Sector/
Private Sector
(Poreign)

Public Sector
Private Sector
Private Sector (F)

Public Sector
Public Sector
Public Sector
Private Sector
. Public Sector
Private Sector

Public Sector
Public Sector

Public Sector

Private Sector
Private Sector

Capacity Utilization (%)

1978

1979

(6)
60.00
30.94
77.81
83.82
53.55
59.39
53.00
53.00
35,00
35.00
70.02
83.39

114400
114,00
90.00
102.74
57:.00
81,40
65.00

65.00

- 87.C0

82.69
107.36

1980

(7)
57«54
29.00

7544
65.16
47 .83
59.20
75 .00
75.00
63.16
63.16
72.67
7L 3
102,74
102.74
80.94
123.09
66.67
90.00
63.00

63.00
79.00

87.92
91.01
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
10. Bromine ‘ 74.00 40,00 48.00
a) Tata Chemicals Private Sector 91,58 50,10 60.42
11. Borax 50,00 46,00 40.00
a) Bcrax Morarji Private Sector 61.77 58,94 58,66
"12. Boric Acid , 86.30 63.00 82,00
a) Borax Morarji Private Sechor 86.30 69,97 9473
13, Industrial ‘
Explosives 73.00 69,00 70,35
a) Indian Explosives Private Sector (F) 75 .28 83.57 95.2/,
14. Stable Bleaching .
Powder 90.35 85.61 Thd Ty
a) LoM Private Sector 88.40 93.18 85,24
15. PRubber Chemicals 42,00 4200 37.27
‘ : a) Bayer Indin Private Sector (¥F) 65,85 63.34 65.42
16. PVC Resin/ ' _
Compound 76,00 76,00 36.38
a) pe1 Private Sector 96.56 7742 49.81
17. Synthstic
Fubber 55,00 60,00 4340
a) Synthetics and Chemicals Private Sector 76.10 . 69.36 49.39
18.  Polythelene(H.D) 95.53 86.37 41.80
a) Polyolefins Private Sector 95.53 86.37 41.80
19. Carbon Black 68.00 66.00 6771

a) Philips Carbon Black Private Sector 100.23 110.91 76,45
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21,

224

(1)

(i1)

(iid)
23.

2l

25.

Styrene
a) Synthetice and Chemicals
b) Polvchem

Polystyrene
a) Polychem

Man-made fibres

Nylon filament yarn
a) J.K.Synthetics
Viscose filament yarn
a) Indian Reyon Corporation
b) Certury Spg and Mfg. Co.
¢) Kesoram Industries
Viscose Staple fibre
a) Gwalior Rayon
Rayon Grade Pulp
a) Gwelior Rayon

Ball and Roller
Bearing

a) National Engineering
Industries

Grinding Wheels
a) Carborandum Universal
b) Crindwell Norton

Private Sector
Private Sector

Private Sector

Private Sector

Private Sector
-.do—
~do-

Private Sector

Private Sector

Private Sector

Private Sector

Private Sector

(¥)

111.00
101,04
106,00
87782
156,23
11442
101.91
107.71
60.43
60,91

9%.00

87.87
69.73
82.87
63.14

108,00
107.89
107.00
93.23
152.29
118.49
88.79
9421
82.02
79.39

91.00

74410
86.80

91 -74’
Th21

85.91
%70
103.16
77.14
155414
127.90
86.35
98.23
76.30
75.23

84410

67.82
92.00
97.33
82.77
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
26, Twist Drills : ' | 79.56 83.00 92.00
a) Addison and Co., Private Sector 105.85 108,69 129,82

b) Indian Tool Mfrs. Ltd. Private Sector 61,98 75,03 80.65

27. Commercial

Vehicles - 64,00 71,00 81.00
a) TELCO Private Sector 80.86 88.02 88,24

b) Ashok Leylend Private Sector (F)  8/.21 9%.73 9,45
28. Passenger Cars - 66,00 55,00 58,00
a) HindusSan }otors Private Sector 70,00 5841 72,51

29, Jeeps 84.69 %92 115.91
a) Mahirdra ard Mahindra Private Sector 84,.69 %92 1159

30. Motor Cyclas 64,90 65.13 76.03
a) Escorts Private Sector 63.32 67.84, 78uld,

b) Ideat Jaws Private Sector 68,62 61.57 75,68
31. Scooters 51,08
a) Bajaj luto Private Sector * # 68.75

_ b) Scocters India - Public Sector 19.99 32.49 36,20

32. 3-Wheelers 44 20
a) Bajaj aubc Private Sector B 3 143.59

b) Secooters India Public Sector 0.14 0.20 1472
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Chloroquin

Aspirin

Vitamin 1CY

Vitamin 'A!

Streptomycin

Pencillin

a) Loots India Ltd.

a) Bayer

a) Alte Laks

a) Sarsbhai M Chemicals
b) HAL

a) Roche Froducts

a) HAL
b) IDPL
¢) Synbiotics

a) TIPL
b) HAL
c) Alembic

d) Standerd Fharmaceuticals

Private Sector (F)

Private Sector

Private Sector

Private Sector
Public Sector

_Frivate Sector

Public Sector
Public Sector
Private Sector

Public Sector
Public Sector
Frivate Sector

rrivate Sector

(F)

(F)

88.80
88.80.
22,19

199,75
60.72
89.92
68.76

137,67
22,04,

133.00

202,73
51.09
53.56
40.36
59.98
63.55
26.45
66.78
82456

216,45



_...-_...-..-....--_...—.-—-.,.——.-.—...-._—-...-...-_...-_._——<—-__-.._..—_.-.—....-_....—’_.-_.,_.___

(%) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
34. Soap , 150,66 136.48 148.84
a) Hindusten Lever Privete Sector (F)  205.59 205.01 186.82
35, Synthetic Detergent 50.83 YA 66442
a) Hindustan Lever irivate Sector (F) 253.16 290.63 357.96
3%, Rubber and
Canvas Footwear 7391 77.10 81,59
a) Bata India Private Sector (F)  58:77 67.88 71.98
37. Leather Footwear 52499 61.80 56.65
a) Baba India private Sector (F)  54.98 63.37 58,48
3g, Storage Batteries 59.78 59442 56.88
a) Chloride India Private Sector (F)  66.10 60:25 70,43
39, Refrigerators 57.35 €3.67 82,10
a) Kelvinator ¥rivate Sector 82.72 99,91 - 129.84
b) Codrej Trivate Sector 60,40 78.73 105.32
40. Boom Airconditioners 48,90 7347 55.38
a) Veltas Trivate Sector 78,52 80.58 81.85
4. Typowriters 56.56 60,18 469
a) Remington Fand Trivate Sector 66.02 67.69 59.80
b) Godrej and Boyce Irivate Sector 55,06 50,80 56,6/
42. Dry cell batteries 79,23
a) Undon Garbide Frivate Sector (F) % * 59.82
13, Cigarettes 68.29 74 .09 7249

a) ITC Private Sector 89,18 86,64 76.57

.a____.-..__........‘........____._.._..._._..--.._a.-.......--..-.-.._._......_.__.._..._._._._._n._._.___...
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Notes: * Both Bajej Auto and Union Carbide were in the process of enhancing
their installed capacities in a substantial way. Hence cépa.city
utilization figures have been calculated for the terminal year
when capacity actually materialized.

(P) Data on installed capacity for the drug producing units was not made
aveilable for the years 1978 and 1979.

Source: 1) Data on capacity utilization for the product as a whole taken from
the Centre for Monitoring Indian Econemy's "Production and Capacity

Utilization in 650 Industries: 1970 to 1981", January 1983,
2) Date on capacity utilization for individual companies taken from

their respective Balance Sheets.



