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Proceedings of the Second Session of the First Legislative
Assembly, assembled under the provisions of the
Government of India Act, 1935.

The Assembly met at the Assembly Chamber at 2 p.m. on Friday, the
20th August, 1937.

Tae Hon’sre THE SPEAKER : I wish to draw the attention of
hon. members to one very important point which was raised yesterday by
the Hon’ble Finance Minister. I want that point to be discussed in _thlS
House to-day. Now if the discussion be taken up after the question time,
then I am afraid, the time allotted for the budget discussion will be
encroached upon. If the House agrees then the questions may be suspended
and discussion taken up now, so that there may be full discussion on the
point of order that has heen raised.

Srgur GOPI NATH BARDOLOI : Sir, I on behalf on my party say
that I have no objection.

RAr BAHADUR PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA: I have also got no
objection, :

: Tue Hon’BLE THE SPEAKER : Questions stand suspended for this
10U
Srijur GOPI NATH BARDOLCI: Sir, I beg to say something.

I '{HE HoweLe THE SPEAKER: I shall first ask the Hon’ble Minister
whether he has got anything more to say. i

THE HON’BI%:‘. I\’IAI}J’LAVIgSAIYID SIR K’IUHAMMAD SAADULLA : S =
I have got nothing more to say till I hear the hon. members. After hearing
them T shall supplement what 1 have said. iom, Sir

Mg, FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED: On a point of information, ==
May we know, if on the advice of the Auditor General he is asking th
House to come to a decision in the matter ?

N FS[:HE Ho~N’sLe Mavravi Sawvm S MUHAMMAD SAADULLA:
0, Sir.

- E

DISCUSSION OF THE POINT OF ORDER RAISED BY Ti

CHIEF MINISTER REGARDING THE VALIDITY OF CERTAIN
CUT MOTIONS

Srur GOPI NATH BARDOLOI :  Sir, itis really very painful to
EXPress our entire dissatisfaction at the manner in which the Hon’ble
Finance Minister has attempted, T say, to bamboozle the whole Hou§c
in respect of the cut motion. 1In the first place, he misstated facts. He said
that about 150 people would be affected by the cut. But in reply to a
question put by my hon. friend Babu Harendra Narayan Chaudhuri, he had
to adrr‘ut .that his previous statement was not true. 5

. Sir, in connection with the legal contention raised by the Hon be
Finance Minister my respectful submission is this that not only is there
abSQI_utely no substance in it but the implications contained therein are
positively mischievous. T suppose, Sir, his main contention is that while
we could give a cut motion for the entire refusal or reduction of the whole
grant, we are not entitled to give a cut motion on any specific item con-
tained in the demand, and even if we did so, it would affect the ecntire
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demand and not the detail wher the cut is carried. I think he quoted section
GTA(6) of the Goverament of India Act to prove what the procedure in the
Central Legislative Assembly was. Section 72D regulates the procedure
n thc‘, proviincial Assembly, and he was quoting it just for the purpose of
siowing that it is  diflcrent [romn the procedure laid down in  section 79(2)
of the present Act. [ suppose, he has also referrcd to the procedure in the
House of Commons and the Central Assembly in support of his contention.
He ha's also referred to the advice of the Auditor-General.

. Sir, before referring to the chapter and verse of the sections quoted by
him I want to tell him that he wants to bluff the house by the refcrences he
has made regarding the procedure of the House of Commons and of the
Legislative Assembly. I suppose, he thought Sir, that the House is not at all
conversant with the procedure that is obtaining in the House of Commons
orin the Legislative Assembly. The only difference between the procedure
that obtains here and in the House of Commons is that they have a Commit-
tee of the whole House known as the Committee of supply ; but it is a Com-
mittee of the whole House and is as much effective as this House is sitting
for discussing the budget: Some rules have been laid down regarding the
procedurc obtaining in this Committee of the House of Commons I have
not got the recent edition of May’s Parliamentary Practice and Procedure.
I have the twelfth edition and from it we find that a rule was adopted by the
House in 1858 and there has been no change since then. This rule isin
reference to a reduction of the total grant. I have also now before me the
Manual of Procedure of the House of Commons. I refer to page 213 of the
Manual which enumerates the rule: “That when a motion is made in a
Committee ofsupply to omit or reduce any itemn of a vote, a question is
proposed from the chair for omitting or reducing that item accordingly and
members must speak to that question only, until it has been disposed of.”
There arc other rules also. Thus “when several motions are oflered they
must be taken in the order in which the items to which they relate appear in
the printed estimates.”  Sir, the point is, I suppose, definitely clear in as far
as the procedure that obtains in the House of Clommons 1s concerned.
They proceed with items of grant and may also proceed with the whole grant
afterwards. :

Then, Sir, as regards the procedure that obtains in the Central Legis-
lative Assembly, I think, if a reference is made, it will also be perfectly
clear that there also di-cussions are allowed on items. Of course the whole
grant is also put for discussion. There are three respectable rr;qmll)etrlslcof the
Central Assembly, including the Chair in this House. I thin Y will
fully bear me out in what I have stated. '

Then, Sir, regarding the opinion of the Auditor-Gener Y
Hon'ble Finance Minister may accept him as his authority anl AC d-Ina
echo  his voice, but if we know anything about the {unction of the Auditor-
General, his function is to see that the accounts are regularly kept, appro.-
priation and reappropriation are properly done, and cxpcndnurc 18 Incurred
under appropriate sanctions. The House cannot, therefore, accept the hear-
say opinion. We do not know the actual opinion—it is not before this
House, it is merely a report by the Hon’ble Finance Min'ster. The House
cannot accept the hearsay opinion. !

It is also clear that the procedure adopted hitherto in this z’-'&ssa:n-ﬂ‘)]Y
(Council formerly) is as [ have g'{ven just now., I will show also, by
comparison of section 72 D(2) of the last Act with section 79(2) of the
present Act that there has been no departure from the p--occ-:iur.e, that was
laid down pl'CViOUSIY- lt may be an C(_'Ou(_:,n]y Of languagc’ 1t n}‘a-}v be

eral, of course the



886

Ica"'”}g just a little room for interpretation, but these sections fundamentally
remain the same. Now, Sir, I refer to section 79(2), and also to Rule 91(2)
of the Assembly Rules. Section 79(2) reads thus:—

s much of the said estimates as relates to other expenditure shall
be submitted in the form of demands for grants, to the Legisla-
tive Assembly, and the Legislative Assembly shall have power to
assent, or to refuse to assent, to any demand, or to assentto 2
demand subject to a reduction of the amount specified therein.””

_ Then, Sir, Rule 91(2), T suppose, is taken from the wordings of the
main section, and reads thus:i—

“motions may be moved at this stage tu refuse or reduce the total
amount of any demand for grant.”

Now, Sir, here two words are added, namely “total amount”. 1 do not
find these words actually in the section 1 have just now referred to, butat
any rate what I desire to point out, Sir, :s that the rules cannot g0 beyond
the scope of the main section. All that the section and the rule say, is that
WeTay AsSentilo a demand subject to 2 reduction. The contention of the
I‘i‘cil}ll ble Finance Minister is that it should apply only to the whole demand
of the grant. In other words, the full implication of that contention will be
that it must be a sort of percentage cut or it must be a sort of lump reduc-
tion, but where is the authority for this contention ? On the other hand
commonsense would say that when the actual motion of reduction is to come
it must come on some specific subject. What can be the meaning of this
Se}i.tlon if the reduction is not to come under specific head, on SOT™E specific
subject.

s There can be no sense in any ¢reduction” of the whole demand unless
it is in relation to some item of the grant. We are not fools, mnor are we
mad men that we shall be tabling a cut motion without reference to any
specific subject. If a cut motion is to come it must come under some Specl-
fic head in relation to which we may have actual grievance.

Now, Sir, I submit that this fact has been made clear by section 79(2),
and I particularly refer to this portion ¢ishall have power to assent, or to
l‘_cfuse to assent, to any demand or to assent to a demand subject to a reduc-
tion of the amount specified therein”’. Now, what is “the amount of

the grant” ? My point is that ‘the amount of the grant’ is made Up ©
or is constituted of, all the item of the grant, and, therefore, according to
tting 2 cut

the interpretation of this section itself I shall be justified in Pu e
motion on any of these items. A demand specifies the amount_of alt t "
jtems which constitute the demand. 1 can surely refuse any of these ”ifm ;
That will mean a reduction of the whole amount by that amount anclll’ ; grc;:
fore, it is perfectly in order. Now the word esgpecified” is very well unde
stood by every body. The word “specified” mean3 only 11 o hat even
items, in reference to details, and, therefore, My submission 13 e a;n.:)tion
under the provisions of section 79(2) I am entitled to give 2 cut gt
cither for the refusal, because that is 2 reduction of _the whole amoOUuEs

) L C total cut.
mean the entire refusal of some particular 1f€mm Oy gw;ha giﬂ"erenctc
;;Vhat I want further to show is that there has not _beey 51(1121)
etween the implications of section 79(2) and BCCt ;
The Hon’ble the Finance Minister was yery anxious t?hsaysatrgg (z)ther
day that if the intention of the Legislature Was to give usl e dehW¢r
as it was proposed to be given under <ection 72D(2), then thaviwouid 1aye

}Jeen made clear in the new section. But I desire t0 _pOint out that,
in effect, there has not been much change between the implications of

section 72D(2) and section 79(2)-
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i i is this :—
Now, Sir, the relevant portion of section 72D(.t23 1Sa T TR
“The Council may assent, or refuse its assent, i e e e
reduce the amount therein referred to, either by a r

. 1 f
: : of expenditure o
grant or by the omission or reduction of any of the items 12

which the grant is composed”’,

: ‘ of grants, I
Now, Sir, regarding my contention as to the splecxﬁca:'}c:l “redu%tion of
think the latter portion makes that position very C-.ear’.-n osc’d”. Hresece
any of the items of expenditure of which the grant is C?L‘iolle femst s E s S
fully submit that this portion practically covers that por N
amount specified thereunder”, this point was made mor
old section,

Then, the pProcedure further detailed in s~ction 72-1)(-221 le :?&iction of
‘or may reduce the whole grant”—*or by the Oml-ssmcom osed”. No
the items of expenditure of which the grant ]St' oL i}:)x particular
1s evidcntly intended beiween these two  sectio F it hes
to the whole grant. I do not sce why in _rcspC?(tnOlhc expression
TPretation is not possible in the new sectlm:j‘ and subject to a
€ to assent to any demand, or to assent to a o Il f “whole” grant
Teduction of the specified therein’ no qucsumld OI e fact that it has
in, The word “whole” i very significant and t lshows that the
P7€N 0 mitreq before th “amount” quoted ab_ovi:, interpretation that
INerpretation Put upon by wus is the only logica
€an. be put on section 79(2). is that there has been
Thcrefbrg, Sir, the only difference that is thcl‘?’ 1579(2) leaving us room
more €€onomy in the anguage in the present sccu':mc of the whole grant or
to proceed against the whole grant, or the dxsal]owanicspectfuny submit that
against any item, as e may think best. I therefore in regard to section
there has nop been mych change in the implications Act. Sir, the forms
72D(2) of the old Act and section 79(2) of the Pr_esenth ve been passed in
of cut Otions have been printed, several cut motions | E%ster was sleeping
the Meantime, anq 1 don’t know how the Finance Mini in his argument
JVer this a] this time. If there was really any substaéic:héuid have pressed
Tt € would haye come up at the right time and he is now in a tight
before the House at the proper time. I fin he is coming before
SOTnEr fannot protect his servants, and therefore he n remains proved
the House DOW to rajge an objection. Thercfore my contentio s
::lh tt'lwlg Mmay vyote for the demands for grants ont only as
etaj ;

. . rant we shall be
Fenr”, GCtail, ang ip We refuse a particular item in the g
Perfectly ;5 order in doing so. -

d constitu-
. . - om a broa
tiong] > Sir, T want to submit the same thing dfr and for grant? The
Menp: Ndpoint, What is the meaning of a e is necessary for
i dis Sir, that 4 particular ex?ens(ilgf‘r;aﬂiament and the
Ministem e Lo ang in the British Hﬁg Ministers on the recom-
Mendagign oit‘ ¢ Name of th, King, and here ?Iso tome particular purpose.
i overnor, ask for money for s r irrespon-
sibly : b isters Cannot maf{e; dc:gmand YWithOUt any Liaysonhg must psa s
itis f € must giye '€asons for which he réquires the mo i electad
oo + Particular reagon that T want this monCYtsl at particular grant
{ep_resematwes of € people have any grievance for th;nk fit. This is 4
: 10 them tq refuse it or to reduce it, as theY. at Constitution, ang
vl right Which hag been given to us by the pr cs-"(snthis right of the elec.
cured any right ey the constitutl?rx‘:r‘)
torates to grapg or refuse these grants, (hear !

reference

1S point

€n
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Now, Sir, let us take the other side of the picture. What would be

the significance of the interpretation of the Hon’ble Minister in this matter.
If the effect of a cut motion is merely to deduct the amount of the cut
from the total grant, the Government will be free to reappropriate from the
savings from other grants. I have not contemplated the contingency in
which the vote of the whole House can be ignored, and I am not prepar-
ed at this stage to do so ; but if the cut motion is to be given effect to by
merely deducting the amount {rom the total grant and reappropriating from
other grants then the cut becomes meaningless. Reappropriation means
cuts from other heads which will be abitrary, as they  have already been
passed by the House item by item. And if the cut on an item is restored it
will be still more arbitrary as the House has already voted against it. If
you will refer to the Joint Parliamentary Committee’s Report you will see
Sir, that this is exactly the power which was proposed to be taken away
from the Government, from the Governor, and even from Parliament,
and transfer it to the electorate and that power has now been transferred
to the electorates by the Act. Now, to accept the interpretation given by
the Hon’ble Chief Minister will be going beyond the object of the Act. Is
he in the leastwise fit to lead this House ?

RAr Bazapur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA : Sir, the point of
order raised by the Leader of the House is so extraordinary and so far-
reaching in its consequence that I think it is up to everyone of us to try to
throw what light he can on this.

I shall in the first place point out to the House what the point of order
I refer to rule 90(2) of the Assam Legislative Assembly Rules.
¢«each demand shall contain, first, a statement of the
total grant proposed, and then a statement of the detailed estimates under
each grant, divided into items.” Now, Sir, let us look at the budget itself
(page 59). There the hon. members will find demand for grants required
for purposes of General Administration amounts to Rs.13,61,200; then
hon. members will find the heads A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H I J’ K. L. M
Nig @l Bo Qs R (which is the item about which we are st,rucr,gli’nq’) S’ T U’
V, W, X. These are the heads under which this grant has _ been -d:vided,
and that has been done according to the Rules just quoted. Now Iit Tie
been contended that we can propose a cut involving a pércentag:: of tl‘lc
total grant, i.e., we can reduce this grant by 5 per cent. or 10 per cent
or we can cut a lump sum out of it, which will affect the grant as a whole
but we cannot cut any particular item such as A, B, G, or any other. The
Hon’ble Leader of the House therefore contends that this House had no
cut the amount provided under head R as it has done. That is the

actually is.
There it is stated

right to
point of order raised by him and he goes so far as to say that this is ultra vires
of this House 1 would invite the Hon’ble Leader of the House to read

with me Section 72D(2) and Section 79(2). Section 72D(2) says:

«“The estimated annual expenditure and revenue of the province shall
be laid in the form of a statement before the Council in each year, and the
proposals of the local Government for the appropriation of provincial
revenues and other moneys in any-year shall be submitted to the vote of the
Council in the form of demands for grants.”

Then, Sir, comes the portion we are concerned with.

“The Council may assent, or refuse its assent, toa demand, or may
reduce the amount therein referred to either by a reduction of the whole
grant or by the omission or reduction of any of the items of expenditure of

which the grant is composed”.
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Therefore, this gives the Coouncil the right to reduce the amount refer-

red to therein. Tf the section stopped short then we could cut the amount
In any way we liked,
Then it is pointed out that this can be done by two ways i.c., either by a
reduction of the whole grant, which means by a reduction which will affect
the grant as a whole or by a reduction of individual items. Then'it pomts
out not by way of extending the right given by the words “reduce B
amount referred to in'it” but by way of explanation in illustration.

Now, Sir, what does section 79(2) say ? It says—

“So much of the said estimates as relates to other expenditure shall be
submitted in the form of demands for grants to the Legislative Assembly
and the Legislative Assembly shall have power to assent, or to refuse to
assent to any demand or to assent to a demand subject to a reduction of the
amount specified therein.”

THE Hon’BLE REV. J. J. M. NICHOLS-ROY : ¢“Specified therein®, in
the demand ?

Rar Bapapur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA : Yes, in the
demand. What does the power given by this section to reduce the demand
involve ? How to reduce the demand ? I say that no way has been ex-
pressly ‘pointed but is left open to the members, This omission does not mean
that the power given by the Act of 1919 has been taken away. We may
make a cut which will affect the grant as a whole or which will merely ai_cht
a particular item. That that is so will appear clear {rom a comparison
of the phraseology of the two sections. Section 72D speaks of the reduc-
tion of the whole grant ; that is the expression on which my ‘hon. friend
lays the greatest stress.  The word whole is very significant. Here in section
79(2) the expression is the reduction of the amount therein specified, not
of the whole amount. If it had said the reduction of the whole amount

the contention of the Hon’ble Leader of the House would have been perhaps.
correct.

Tue Hon'sLe THE SPEAKER : Is not the refusal of the whole grant
the refusal of all the items ?

Rar Bauapur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA : Certainly, Sir,
The contention of my learned friend is that a reduction of the whole

~ amount means a reduction which will affect the grant as a whole.

Tue Hon'sLe THE SPEAKER : What I mean tosay is that if by
refusing the whole grant you are refusing all the items, can you not refuse
one of the items composing the grant ?

Rar Bamapur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA : Thaf is another
way of looking at the matter undoubtely, Then, Sir, the Hon’ble Finance
Inister refers to the procedure in the Central Assembly and says that the
Procedure laid down for that Assembly is the procedure laid down in section
67A(6). Refer please to page 53 of the old Council Manual—

“I'he Legislative Assembly may assent or refuse its assent to an

demand or may reduce the amount referred to in any demand by a reduction
of the whole grant”.

The contention of my I_—Ion’b_Ie friend is that the reduction spoken of
there means a reduction which will affect the grant asa whole. But the
word whole is not before the word “amount” in section 79(2). Therefore, 3¢

is clear that section 79(2) does not pecessarily refer to a- cut which wij
affect the grant as a whole. _
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Now, Sir, coming back to section 72D the words “may reduce the
amount therein referred to” which occur there correspond with the words
“amount specified therein” in section 79(2) of the present Act. This amount
can be reduced, but in what way ? That has been left open, I mean, has
not been expressly stated. I say, therefore, that the contention of the other
side is not right. 21

Then he referred to the practice prevailing in the Central Assembly. I
am advised, Sir, that if anybody told him that in the Legislative Assembly
individual items were not allowed to be touched, he has not been correctly
informed. You, Sir, were in the Assembly and you with your experience
«an tell the House what the position there is. I was a Member of the
Council of State but these grants did not come before -us.

Tue HoN’BLE THE SPEAKER : He referred to the present section.

Rar Basabur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA: Incidentally he
referred to this fact of the practice in the Central Assembly. And he also
relied on the language of section 67A. It is very clear.........

Tae HoN’BLe Rey. J. J. M. NICHOLS-ROY : Rule 91(2) ?

_Rar Bamabur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA: That cannot go
against the Act itself. If any rule contravenes the spirit and the provisions
of the Act then the rule is entirely ultra vires. So that there has been no

diﬁ:crence made as to our right to cut out individual items by the language
which has been used in section 79(2).

Maurayr ABDUL MATIN.CHAUDHURY : If I understood the Hon’ble
the Chief Minister correctly I think his point is this. He suggests that we
tan reduce the total demand and we can also refuse it, but we cannot
refuse an individual items of expenditure. And in support of that he made
reference to the procedure in the House of Commons. Our Parliamentary
Procedure is generally based upon the procedure of the House of Commons
and so I tried to find out what was the procedure there with regard to this
matter. And I shall read out to you, Sir, a very short account of the pro-
cedure in the House of Commons, from Redlich’s “The procedure in the
House of Commons”, Volume III, page 140. There he describes the proce-
dure with regard to the discussion on estimates. This is what Redlich says:

“The form of the motion made by the Government is stereotyped : it
States precisely the total amount demanded and the particular service for
which it is destined.”

The wording of the motion you will find is exactly the same as ours.

“That a sum not exceeding.................. be granted to His Majesty to
defray the charges which will come in the course of payment......... 2%

Then it says :

“Amendments to such a motion may propose to reduce the total amount
of the estimate or to reduce or omit some particular item”.

Then Sir it goes on to mention about the procedure how the motion for
refusal is moved. If it is proposed to reduce or refuse any particular
item, the following rules shall apply.

““When a motion is made to omit or reduce any item of a vote”.

It will be noted that here mention is made not of whole “vote’” but any
Vitem”, “a question shall be proposed from the Chair for omitting or reduc-
ing such item accordingly ; and members shall speak to such question only,
until it has been disposed of”’. ; ]

This makes it absolutely clear what the position in the House of
Commons is. There they have got the right to refuse any particular item of
sependiture.  Our procedure being based on that of the House of Commons,
F1at “Mother of Parliaments™, we ought to follow their procedure in this
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particular case also. As regards our own rules reference has been made to
Rule 91(2) of the Assam Legislative Assembly Rules. Here the rule says—
“A motion may be moved at this stage to refuse or reduce the total amount
of any grant”. It is not denied that we have got the right to refuse
the total amount of a demand. The only objection is this, that we cannot
refuse any particular item. That seems to me, Sir, a very illogical position.
As you pointed out, Sir, just now, if we have got the right to rcfuse the
whole, certainly we have got the right, as a necessary corollary, to refuse a
part of it. Take the case, Sir, of the educational demand. The Chief
Minister will of course admit, and he himself has said, that we have the
right to refuse the whole votable demand. Now suppose, Sir, Government
Ill.troducc a provision in the education budget to crcate a post of Assistant
Director of Public Instruction, which in the opinion of this House is entirely
unnecessary or redundant. Then, if the House has got the right to refuse
the entire demand, surely they have a right to refuse this particular item
which they consider unnecessary or redundant. If the House is denied this
right it will be stultifying itsell and Provincial Autonomy will be reduced to
farce and mockery. Our right to control expenditure is fcttered only in
regard to charged expenditure. In all other matters I think the authority
of the House is supreme with regard to controlling expenditure even to the
minutest detail. So, Sir, I think it is your duty, as the custodian of the
rights and privileges of the House, to uphold ~and maintain this funda-
mental principle.  In giving a ruling, Sir, I would appeal to you to assert
this undoubted right of this House.  Even if there 1s doubt in this
matter, although I do not think there is any room for doubt, we are here
to create new tiaditions, new conventions and new p}‘ﬁCCC%CI“?» and I
think, Sir, )f(‘oviu_' r;{]ing may be given in the way of expanding the rights and
rivileges of this House.
5 Rﬁ; BaHabpur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA: May I know from
the hon. member what is the practice in the Indian Legislative Assembly ?
Mauravi ABDUL MATIN CHAUDHURY; The }'ulc in the Ind‘an
Legislotive Assembly 1s quite difierent from the rule 1n tln_s Assembly.
According to our rule—*A motion at this stage may be movfzd to reduce
or refuse the whole demand.” Procedure in the Legislative Assembly  differs
from this.
THE HON’?LE THE SPEAKER : But the 1tez:} RC;XI?CS Kg?)clt_:ldﬁLA e
Tue HonsLe Mauravi Sarvip Sik MUHAM! i L et o
my hon. friend Mr. Bardoloi, the Leader of the OPPOSt‘f b,y o nu;;‘j
a good student of alliteration, for he started his argum;sam& BRambonale
‘1?:6!‘ of alliterative words in keeping with his ownk Sgirr as “bad taste”, I’
bluff** and such other words, he used also I thin e s point of order.
will not use similar epl‘thets though I may be calle e I cotlds o
Coming to the subject under discussion I shou d, Sir, on the word-
follow the hon. member’s argument. I take my slta ]e’gal Brticor i
ing of the Act of 1935 and I shall confine myself to t mmy i e
question as I placed it before the House 3.-estcrday-mu*ch R
this that section 79(2) of the Act of 1935 is very s T
d notwithstanding a slight change Ording,
67A(6) of the old Act, and notwitl 8 1d Act says:— The Legislative
means the same thing. The section of the o e e
Assembly may assent mi rccflusc 1tsdaiscntato:zrcil'{l éltsll:::xa e el grant”c
a 5 to in the deinand by ' S ‘ .
Iﬂgl:)r:‘t:sz?ftc;trzifion, Sir, is—“The Legislative Asscmbl?' &zhatl 1;1:;‘“3 PC()iWE:r. to
usc to assent, to any demand, or fto assen a demand

asscnt, or to ref L R - £ e I
subject to a reduction of the amount specificd therein.” My bon. friend the
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Leader of the Opposition, will note the last three words “amount schLﬁcg
therein”. He thinks that the right of moving a reduction t_:xr.cnds to cac
individual item. Sir, my reading of the section is otherwise, and, to n:ly
mind, it appears that these three words have reference ounly  to the words
“therein referred to” found in the old section which runs—“The Council
may assent or refuse its assent to a demand or reduce the amount thcr.mrt
referred to.”  Therefore the addition of these two words “specified therein
at the end of the present scection makes no difference whatever to the conten-
tion which I have advanced before the House. Sir, if it is conceded or held
or found that the old Ceuntral Assembly piocedure under section 67A(6) is
the same as our piesent procedure, then my submission is that my conten-
tion is perfectly coriect.

RAr Bamabpur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA : That is what we do
not admit.

o Enslz Hon’BLE Maurav: Sarvip S;r MUHAMMAD SAADULLA : I
think, Sir,

; the hon. members should speak out and say, instead of
making running commentaries, sit

ting while I am speaking. That simply

disturbs the trend of my thought. ¢ ; ® 4
Sir, in order to show to the House what is the procedure in the Central
Assembly, T have got one volume of debates of the Central Assembly at
random. There 1 find that the procedure, which I hoped to hear from my
hon. friend, Maulavi Abdul Matin Chaudhury but which he did not give
us in detail, is the same as am advocating now. Sir, I am reading fromnz
Voipmcs 2.an'd 3 of the Legislative Assembly Debates for the year 1935. I
;Ilnd]uit Ir};omtmg out what is the nature of the cut motions that are tabled
- ;“z_t Ouse according to section 67A. There, Sir, I find—in page 1910—
e r;ninsc Member moved his motion that a sum not exceeding Rs.6,00,000
“illgcol:ne . to the Governor-General in Council to defray the charges whicn
Mt 13;2 the course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst
TR ;\2 respect of the Home chpa_rcm.cnt. After the President put
e motion,tl r. Aney moved his motion saying—“Sir I rise to move
head ‘Hor;n ‘at stands in my name, namely, that the demand under the

. ¢ Department’ be reduced by R 2 is i ?
- y Rs.100.”” This is not the only
1223:5(:; E:r. At page 2032 of the same Volume I find that Mr. Joshi
Posts am:l‘;llE Jootion in the same way—that the demand under head Indian
Bogc 2057 vatotn s Louced by e A mpton IEnd e
me wordinges that t i
Posts 'FQS I}e—legmphs Be. educEiiby Rs.l(}()c. demand under head Indian
: ON’_BLE THE SPEAKER : That will t ‘
Lhetll;lon ble Finance Minister anything to ex;i?li[:akc WS Ty .fa.r. Ha.:.
Y € words “SpCCiﬁCd therein®® ? as to what 18 mean!

THE Hon’ere M :
contention is that the pracecien 7 s MUHAMMAD s

here. procedure of the old section
The How’pre THE SPEAKER - : 5

Assembly and out KER : Some 2000 motions are tabled in the
THE Honmyp prat only 50 or 60 are taken up.

A AULAVI Sarvip SiR MUHAMMAD SAADULLA -
e, waie 2985 Lind that e Deputy  Presidenty e, ALbl Oharies
St R tE;; simj ar!mour?n. So, Sir. there can be absolutely no doubt
have quoted f'mmplr\z?le;.uﬂlz’ i ol e, My Ron e
question of P 27s Parliamentary Procedure. We know that the

arliament is quite o
: uite differ :
ol procedure becayse thcr::l i gglel::]r;& : They may frame their own rules

we are hound by the lettors i onstitution in England. But here

AADULLA: M
67A ought to be followci
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Now the entire thing depends upon the present section and its earlicr
counter-part. I am constrained to find that an eminent lawyer of the
capacity and calibre of the late Judicial Member, Rai Bahadur Promode
Chandra Datta, who was sometime a Government Pleader—arguing that
if there is a power given under the previous Act and if that power is not
specifically mentioned in the subsequent Act, that the matter has been left
open. But I would appeal to.........

Rar Bamapur PROMODE CHANDRA DATTA: I did not say that.
What I said is that the question has been left open Lecause in section 6TA
we find “subject to the reduction of the whole amount™ whereas the word
**whole” is not in the present section 79(2).

Tue Hon’BLE MAULAVI SAIvID SIR MUHAMM_AD sAADULLA: $ir,
I would appeal to the hon. leader of the opposition, for I know he isa
master on the subject of Constitutional History......

Sriyjur GOPINATH BARDOLOI: I am not. (Loud Laughter.)

Tre Howsie Mauvravi Saryim Sik MUHAMMAD SAADULLA:
Why ? Heisan M. A. in History., I do not think that the construction
which is sought to be placed on the said section by my hon. friend Rai
Bahadur Promode Chandra Dattais correct. Hesays that there wasa
power given in the Act of 1919, but now he admits_that the present section
docs not provide that power. According to the Interpretation of Statules
(I am sorry I have not got the book with me), I cansay that where a speci-
fic power, given to the Legislature by any law, is not specifically given on any
subsequent amendment of that Statute, then it must be construed to mean
that the power has been withdrawn. Sir, my hon. friend tpc Raa. Bahadur
is considering that the word “‘whole” has not been mentioned in section
79(2). If his contention is correct, then I would say that the word “amount”
in the last line of that sub-section would have been in plural and not in
singular, and the legislators would have worded that sub-section like this:
Sercons: the Legislative Assembly shall have power toassent, or to refuse to
assent, to any demand, or to assent to a demand subject to a reduction of
the amounts specified therein.” If therefore any cut motionson individual
item of expenditure was in the purview of the legislators they would have
said ‘subject to a reduction of the amounts’. But now as it stands the word
“amount’ refers to the whole demand and nothing_else. cx

Tue How'sLE THE SPEAKER : Will the Hon’ble Finance Mmlst_cr
<xplain onc thing to me ? The Hon’ble Minister will find in 1Ftlhc: Whlt‘c
Paper that there was a proposal to give to the Assembly the ntg t to omig
an item. How that proposal was rejected and how the presen procedure
came to be adopted should be shown ? +

TI({JE HON‘B:E: MauLavt Saivip Sir MUHAMMADI S;A‘?DLI{ELA: 1
had noticed that in the White Paper ; it is unfortunate that I could not get
the Hansard volumes of discussion in Parliament of that ?lausf.

Tre Hon'BLE THE SPEAKER : Canit be not said t 1,cri that they
accepted thar_hpropiosnl in the lwhitc Paper ? {(l;‘%n the Hon’ble Ministep
enlichten me how that propesal was not adopted ¢

gTI-IE HoN’BLE MAI:JLA{)VI SAIYIDnoSIR &UHAMMAD SAADULLA .
Unfortunately I could not get the volume of Hansard to fll'ld_ out why thay
particular clause was omitted. The wvery fact that in th'c Wh}te P?.pt.:r that
particular clauss appeared, but at the time of converting tnc Bill into ap
Act that clause has been omitted, clearly shows that the legislatoss did ng,
want to grant this power to our legislators.

Tug HON'BLE THE SPEAKER: Perhaps they wanted to make
economy in language.
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Tue Hox'se Mauravi Sarvip SiR MUHAMMAD SAAD_U.LLx“\j
But we have not seen that cconomy in section 72D of 1919 Act, whica laid
down the procedure for the Local Provincial Councils ; the section was very
much elaborate, The legisiators had certainly some intention in putung
the two sections 67(A) and 72D in two different wordings. Now, I submit
that the present scction 79(2) follows very nearly the wordings of the old
section 67A. Therefore the procedure thatis followed in the Central
Assembly should be the precedure in this House. . y

TuE Hon’BLE THE SPEAKER : Ifa new service is provided under a
grant, cannot the House reject that new service ?

TrE Hori’};;_;o;igmﬂaw Saryip S;ikn MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
gI\JY submission is that the House can reject a-nzrr ??m‘!dlm in the total

emand ; they cz t reduce any particular item individually.

THEJHONXBCL:";EE S!’EAKEII{: The Act says that the Governor can
Provide a sum for a matter within his special rcsphon:upl)llmcs to be submitted
to the vote of the House. Can they not reject that !

THE Hox’pLE !\/?:UEAVI SAIYID gm MUHAMMAD SAADULLA: The
House hag got that power, but the rejection must be of the whole grant.

TeE Hon’sLe thne SPEAKER : But the section says that the House
€an assent to the demand subject to a reduction specified in the grant. But
wha.t is specification of an amount ? Is not the sum allotted to an item also
spcc:'ﬁraticn of an amount ? .

v HoN’BLe Mauravi Saivip S;iR MUHAMMAD SAADULLA:
No, §1r, not the item. r

1€ proviso t ~tion is ¢lear, Sir. It says:

Prov%)dcd thaot,tEilfa:lls:;‘gz::nlJiy have refused 3:0 assent to any demand
or & grant or have assented to such a demand suljject to 2 reduction of the
i‘:j?ﬁi“.t Specified therein, the Governor may, if in l}is opi.uion the !‘(‘_flll_bi‘tltl_ or
inclutl:;oin ":‘}‘]OUId alfcct the duc discharge of any of his special resg}onf—;‘ ih 11?5,
amount ) { = SCh{:dulc such additional amount, if any, not excet m]g 1c
appears t:; lt.he rejected  demand or the reduction, as t‘hc casc} may JC,]E}S
bility.  1¢ d“-rfl lecessary in order to enable him to discharge t 1at responsi-

Skior "8&‘“ Say restoration of any particular item. : ;
e ; _PINA'I H BARDOI:.OI 2 \N_hat is the rcal‘ rfl(;tamln_g;}(l)
wWheha dcm.u.nds' it not composed of :.lil the items of the demand. If the

Tre Ho‘q’;s rejected Lhc;‘) all the items must go ? TR
thewhole de; ’xLE 1_\/1AU_L.-w1 .SA]_';'ID Sl_R MI{HAM MAD S ax :

s Hn-n’xd is rqcctc‘d, 1thc’p‘zu“ncular item is not allowed. = i
{HETs fiveis ?N BLE THE SPEAKLER: Order, order. T want to know i
Finiavied El;:fé to be any further discussion on  this.  Will the Hon ble the
i Ad-vcca.l.nslcr enhghu‘n me on this with reference to the suggestion that
KRS ¢ General should come and address the House on the point
We izl::i IAI‘]I‘:).N.’BLE ‘ Mauvravi SAviD  Sik MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
Ltars lcdtjlli;ﬁ Ttue matter to the Advocate General by a letter posted
his reply By I\'IODdlayflc will be able to come on Monday., But we expact

MopéHF HoN'sie” tne SPEAKER : I can postpone my ruling il
‘I{T}'B Beyond that we cannot wait.

postpone g2 PUR PROMODE. CHANDRA DATTA: Are you going to
20 on Wi[};; l:i tuling till Monday, Sir ? I think we may in the meantime
EROHY 1CSC cul motions, |

Trz Hodns THE SPEAKER: Yes, my ruling will be postponed

tili I\I()n(".-- S
: -elY 1ext, 1 AL BAL o i B o 2
Wotions, In the meantime we may preceed with  the other eyt
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SriyuT GAURI KANTA TALUKDAR Sir, on a point of informa-
tion. Wewant to know from the Hon’ble the Chief Minister whcthcr_cut
motions which could 1ot be considered for want of time will be taken into
consideration by Government and whether the points raised therein will be
taken note of.

THE HoN’BLE MAULAVI SAvID SR MUHAMMAD SAADULLA : The
points raised therein wil] of course be taken note of, but they cannot have
the same validity as those that are discussed and voted upon by the House.

DEMANDS FOR GRANTS
GRANT NO. 1
7.—LAND REVENUE

[Continuation of the decbate on the cut motion of Iv_fau]avx A-lhraf'.
uddin Md. Chaudhury for criticising the management of Sayida (Majuma-
dari) Court of Wards’ Estate in Sylhet. 3

MAULAVI ASHRAFUDDIN MD. CHAUDHURY : Further I have
got to place before the House that therc were no doubt wards who have
som.c debts. The number of debtors are very few, but others are suffering.
Only half a dozen of (he family are debtors, but four dozen of people are
suffering. . Under rule 154 of the Court of Wards Manual, as the income
of the estate is below Rs. 50,000—the accounts are audited by a Sub-
Deputy Collector, cspecially by a junior Sub-Députy Collector, whereas the
manager is a Senijor Sub—Dcputy Collector. The Manager is a tenant
himseclf, his father-in- 1a,, Isa tenant. So he has got conflicting interests,
He has got double apacity. He is himself a tenant and at the same time
he is entrusted to lpok to the interests of the Jandlords. Whether on Principle
it is permissible it is for yoy to judge. Inthe Karimganj subdivision 70 or
80 hals have been taken ip khas possession and  are being settled at a nom;.
nal rent without due publicity,

I shall now read a letter written by Maulavi Mubarak Bukht Majumdar

and this will show how the family {s being treated by the Deputy Commis-
sioner.  The letter runs as follows :—

“To the Deputy Commiss,ioncr, Sylhet,

Dear Sir, I beg respectfully to “bring to your notice that besides the
outstanding decretal amounts  Sayida Majumdari Wards Estate owe me
ijara rents for {ull 7 months at the rate of Rs. 30 per month.  As you are
aware our Bakri-Id ceremony  comes off on Monday next and I ‘have 1o
incur large expenditure on that day for religious and other purposes, un-
_ 1 our religious performances will be impossi-
ble. I therefore request  that yoy may be pleased to consider this matter
and direct the manager tg

ay me ues at once.
The Deputy Coxnmissignzr reprl?zddas f(?ilows =
1 gather from a letter of 4 1c Manager’s that your family are now
dc_su:ous of resuming charge of (he Estate and do not want to have it ad.
ministered any longer by the Court of Wards. Inthese circumstances I
cannot accede to your -
Now I shall read the subst

ance of another letter dated 19th March 1937,
The wards and the of another letter

Superior landlords  being desperate went to

issioner of Sylhet, for an Interview, but 1o

1 and informed them by a letter they could take
back the estate if they desired.

People who are affecteq went

tor, but he would not allgw tt

the past did not hesitate 10 see

to lay their grievances before the Collec-
1€m an interview. Evcr_1 the Governgrg in
he members of this family at their places,
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In the society they held such position. But now they are not given an
interview even by a Collector. '

Mauravi ABDUS SALAM : May I know, Sir, how the accounts of
the Estate arc audited ?

Mauravi ASHRAFUDDIN MD. CHAUDHURY : T bave already
said, Sir, that a retired Sub-Deputy Collector 1s the Manager of the Estate
and that a junior Sub-Deputy Collector is asked under rule 152 to look into
the matter.

Mauravi ABDUS SALAM: Is there any bar that the Manager cannot
hold any land of the estare 2

MAULAVI ASHRAFUDDIN MD. CHAUDHURY: Yes, Sir, the
Manager cannot hold any land because he is interested in the reduction
of the rate of rent. : .

Tue HoN’BLE THE SPEAKER: The motion moved is, that the
provision of Rs. 5,239 under Grant No. 1, major head 7—Land Revenue,
minor head—Charges of Administration, sub-head—B. Tahsil and other
establishments, detailed head—3—Management of Piivate Estates under
Act X of 1892 (total) at page 30 of the Budget be reduced by Rs. 2.

Tuae HON’RLE THE SPEAKER : Is any other hon. member going to
support it ?

MAULAVI MUHAMMAD MAQBUL HUSSAIN CHOUDHURY: Sir, I
rise to support the motion. As a journalist, I am personally acquainted with
the grievances of the members of the family. I shall be very bricf and cite
only some instances. i he Manager does not pay allowances to the wards
regularly. Some of the wards gect their allowances in time, while others do
not get. Superior landlords cannot lrcahsc_thclr dues without the help of
the court. A female ward was precariously ill and the Manager was asked
to make arrangement for her treatment, but it is regrettable to say that the
Manager did not pay any heed to her prayer and the result, it is painful to
say, Sir, was that she died afterwards almost without proper treatment.
As far as I know, the authority did not care to take any information of her
children after her death. The Manager informed a ward, who happens to
be in the Government Service, that, as he is getting salary from Government

to maintain his family; he is not entitled to get his dues. I do not know
whether there is any other such instances that a ward was deprived of his
own dues because of the fact that he is serving under Government. An hon.
member of this House approached the Deputy Commissioner of Sylhet,
Mr. A. G. Patton, with a view_to represent the grievances of the members
of the family. The Deputy Commissioner instead of giving him patient
hearing rather showed him the way 1o go out. This sort of treatment, Sir,
the members of a historic family are recciving from the authority who have
taken over the charge of managing the Estate. Sir, misappropriation of
money often takes place and the Naibs and Tahsildars are often dismissed.
Sir, many facts werc brought to the notice of the authority but it is most

regrettable that the authority did not take care to inquire into the gricvan-
ces, The way in which this estate is being managed by the present Mana-
ger is nothing but angatisfactory- The treatment ot the authority shows
that they are not only hearticss b}ut rrfl_lci. Wg wiSh a chang}c in the present
m at. With these ew words, I support the motion.

Cthl(éf{s:fx r;f;;gcﬁiULAw MUDDABIR_ HUSSAIN CHAUDHURI: Sir,
I have got a similar mmotion. At least mine may be called a genus of which
this is a species. So may

I be allowed to speak on this motion ?
Tue HoN'BLE THE

SPEAKER: Yes, the hon. member may speak as
he has got an identical motion. :

. KHgAN SAHIB MAULAVI MUDABBIR HUSSAIN CHAUDHURI: Sir,
this motion is brought to criticise the management of the E§tates under
Court of Wards. ‘Lo me, itscems, that tae whole system 13 defective,
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Managers, Naibs and Gumasthas are appointed on a temporary basis. They
know that their services are requgred only for a couple of years and so they
enter the service with the intention of securing highest benefit for them-
selves, and what do we find as a result ? The fisheries in the estates are
very often sold ata very nominal price securing a big ¢ salami * or a pre-
mium to the Manager or Naib or Gustama as the case may be.
Then I come to another point regarding the kkas land of the estates.

The khas lands which have accrued to ths estates owing to ejectment or

other processes are not settled with the raiyats unless and until a premiums

or a profit has been paid to the Manager or to other servants. It may be

argued that there are Deputy Commissioners and the Subdivisional Officers

who occasionally inspect the offices of the Court of Wards and that there is

no possibility of embezzlements or irregularities of this kind. Sir, I can say

that in most cases these inspections are carried in a very perfunctory way.

Neither the Deputy Commissioner nor the Subdivisional Officer is respon-

sible to any other higher authority for this mismanagement of the estates

They are not liable or subjected to any explanation to any authority ; so

they do-it as a piece of miscellaneous business.

Sir, there is another defect in the system which is know nas favouritism.
If any ward incurs the displeasure of the Manager for any reason, then his
allowances are stopped until he is reduced to extreme poverty and forced to
go out as a begger from door to door. So this is the position of the Court of
wards. The reports that have becn submitted before the House by my hon.
friend Maulavi Ashrafuddin Md. Chaudhury are horrible —even if half of it
be true. So in this view of the circumstances, I think, that our Hon’ble
Revenue Minister will be pleased to see that the present Manager of the
Majumdari cstate be removed atan early date. With these fesw words,
Sir, I resume my seat.

Tre Hon'BLE TuE SPEAKER: The Hon'ble Revenue Minister: may
please speak. v

Tae HoN'sLE Srijur ROHINT KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Sir,.........

KHAN BAHADUR Mavuravi MAHMUD ALI: On a point of informa-
tion, Sir. May I know from the Hon’ble Revenue Minister whether he has
any information about the grievances which have been narrated ?

THE Hon'sLe THE SPEAKER: I have asked the Hon’ble Revenue
Minister to speak and he will say that.

Tue How'BLe Srijur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Sir, I
repudiate the suggestion which has been made by my hon. friend Khan
Saheb Maulavi Mudabbir Hussain Chaudhuri that there is a gross misma-
nagement of the estates under Court of Wards throughout the province. Sir
1 hope my hon. friend from Goalpara will bear me out when I say that this
charge is quite unfounded so far as the estates of Goalpara are concerned,
and I have also good reason: to say that this charge is not true so far as the
district of Sylhet is also concerned, If it was not so, then I would not have,

within so short'a time of my office as a Revenue Minister, received so many
requests for taking over estates to the Court of Wards.

Sir, the hon. members who complained most will do well to remember
tha: Government does not accept the responsibility of these estates for any
gain, which they expect. They generally do so because the Zemindars
declare themselves disqualified for managing the property, and in order to
protect those ancient families from ruin Government takes up the manage-
ment of those estates. It should also be remembered that any proprietor,
who i8 aggrieved by the Government-management of his estate, can at any
time withdraw the estate from the Court of Wards.

So far as the management of this particular estate is concerned, I can
say only this much in favour of the management that out of a total debt of
over a lakh of rupees the present Manager has been, within the shorg time,
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able to clear off debts of all the small creditors. But Government has
received reports to the effect that the financial notions of this par.t:culat:
Manager are rather vague. I can assure the hon. member from Karimganj
that Government has not received any complaints similar to what have
been made on the floor of this I-_Iouse since vesterday, and all that I can
undertake is that Government will make a further enquiry into these com-
plaints, and if they find that the management cannot be satisfactory under
the present Manager, Government will not hesitate to substitute another
more competent Manager in his place. After all the interest of the cstate
is the main concern of the Government, and they are out to see that it is

2 d by the most competent man.
mmﬁiux.zw ASHRATFUDDIN MD. CHAUDHURY : On the R

given by the Hon’ble Judicial Minister I beg leave to withdraw my motion.
The motion was, with the lcave of the House, withdrawn.]

Basu RABINDRA NATH ADITYA: Sir, I beg to move that the
provision of Rs.6,428 under Grant No. 1, Major head—7.—Land Revenue,
Minor head—B.—Tahsil and other Establishments, Sub-head—1.—Tahsil
Establishment, Detailed head—1.—Pay of Establishment—Tahsildars, at
page 30 of the Budget, be reduced by Rupee 1.

Sir, we the members of the Congress Party are generally accused of
indulging in destructive criticisms, but we can assure the members of the
Treasury Bench that we are not lacking in constructive ideas. I think, Sir,
in moving this motion I should have the fullest support of the Treasury
Bench because it is a propDSi‘-l of GO_VCFHIDCHT, and it would have been quite
in the fitness of things if such a motion would have come from the Treasury
Bench. But unfortunately on many occasions we have found they would
not give us a lead, they would wait for the lead from the Opposition. That
is how our administration is carried on.

In financial matters, in reply to budget discussions, we have heard
from the Treasury Bench a plea of I.lmltatxc_n}—limitation of funds, limitation
of time, and so on. For us, the private citizens, the law of limitation g
very hard ; it is perhaps 3 years, 6 years, or at best 12 years, but for Govern-
ment the bar of limitation extends up to 60 years. So if the Government
g0 on in their usual way I do not know when the limitation will find jtg
limit.

Sir, in moving the first part of my motion, viz., to raise a discussion op
the method of checking the quantity of mineral oil raised by the Assam Qj
Company, I should say it is far from my intention to doubt the honesty of
the Company concerned in supplying the figure of the quantity of of]
raised, but what I should inculcate upon Government is that Governm
must proceed in a business-like manner and myg; not remain satisfied S

: % with
the figure supplied by the Corporation, who pay rovalt Our G
ment is deprived from the excise duty, which s yaity. ur‘h overn-
Government, but Assam Government is entitled to th S gone to the Indija
checking method is followed, I think Government v ¢royalty, and if Proper
manner and get the proper share of their royal will act in a business-like

I should also like to ask the Government yalty. : :
increasing royalty upon such oil. to consider the possibility of

MauLavt JAHANUDDIN ;

Sir. I would like to know whetheﬁ?hfl?n-' Or} a point of information,
of oil or on the area ? Yalty is realised on the total amount

Mr. W. FLEMING: Ma : ?

Basu RABINDRA NATF{IA%)%E IBETE s o o
the Government to see if it is possi A ow, Sir, I would also ask

ble to j
Stans s Increase th . We under-
and the Company is in a Prosperous position, :nc’l'o)ia:xltgays hcandwmc

i e

]




901

dividend year after year. We also understand that the price of Kerosene
has gone up higher. Under the circumstances we do not. see why Govern-
ment should not get a proportionately higher amount of royalty, in view of
the fact that mines are already paying more to the Company concerned
Government may argue in defence that perhaps the Company is working
under a lease, and that they cannot change the contract. But so far as L
understand the contract is coming to an end after 5 years or so. Whatever-
that may be, my suggestion is that royalty is not a matter of contract, it
is a matter of Statute. Royalty is to be fixed by the Legislature, and if
Government] think that the Company is in a position to pay the higher
amount of royalty, Government should come up with a Bill to enhance thke-
royalty for the oil raised. In this way Government can augment their
financial resources, which may be spent for nation-building purposes.

With these words I beg to move the motion, in order to draw the
attention of the Government to this factor of increasing their resources.

The Hon’ble Speaker then put the motion.

Mr. W. FLEMING: Sir, I may be permitted to sa
in the discussion of this motion. First of all I thank the h
, his assurance that he has no doubt about the honesty of the Company-
F concerned. With his proposal to insist on a check I have of course no-
quarrel whatever. Then regarding dividend—since he has mentioned it—
I may point out that the Assam Oil Company operated without paying.
any dividend whatsoever on its ordinary shares from 1920 till 1935. I pneed.
make no comment on these figures. o

Then the hon. member wanted to take credit f'o;: his side of the House
for the production of a constructive idea. I thank him for that becayse it
will be my privilege, if you will hear me, to sho_w you that the Company in
question has not been without constructive ideas for the benefit of the
province. First of all let me say that there is an idea rather prevalent that
the development of mineral resources in genel‘_al, and_ perhaps because it
is very near our door, of oil resources in partu_:ular, Is casy. Well, Sir
such devclopment looks easy ; but it is a pertinent f'c}c:t that up till 1931
this Company has spent upwards o_f' 40 lqcs of rupees in Prospecting, ang
by prospecting I do not mean getting oil, I _mean loolqng for it - The
Company has been Spen_dmg_ money on geolqgmal, ECOPhYSI(_?al and electrica]
investigation as well asin sinking prospecting wells, which . quite often
unfortunately only prove that there is no oil in paying quantity, In {he
Lower Valley the Company that operates there has spent far more thay that
and has so far got no oil that has paid fpr itself. So far as we ourselves
are concerned money for prospecting is still being spent, and may
mention that the need for prospzcting is not merely a need of the Company
it is a need of the province, if the province is going to be _sure that Sucl{
mineral resources as it has, are discovered and exploited in its interest, ]

Comparative rates of royaity are a matter of some interest, Lt 5o
fact that in India the wells are of smallish calibre ; they are deep,, and, they-
are therefore expensive as compared with those of Iran, Iraq, Bahrein ang
other countries where oil is found. They are smaller here and vet the
royalty rates there are smaller than in India. : '

The hon. mover is looking for an increase in royalty, but Iet me
mention the very large increase that has already been achieved. From
1899 till 1903 the royalty revenue got from these Assam fields by the
Government of Assam was never in excess of Rs.10,000 per annum, Fro
1903 to 1923 it was never over half a lac. From 1929 to 1933 it was Over
4 Jacs per annum, and for the past year it was somewhere between 5% and
6 lacs.

y something
on. mover for




902.

1 might mention some other payments made by the Company 1im it§
operations, in some of which the Province has a direct interest as the
money goes direct into its coffers, and some in which thc.: money does not
go into its coffers, but which many hon. members think should go 1into
its coffers. I might mention land rent amounting to about a quarter lac.
1 might mention the lacs of rupees that the Company pays as income-tax
on profits, and what is paid on employees’ income, all of which goes to the

Governimnent of India. ~ (Itis true that most of the hon. members think"

that the Province has a perfectly legitimate right to it, and this contention
I would myself support.) Then, there is such an item as import duty, and
there is the much-debated item, the excise duty amounting to.160 lacs.

The Niemeyer Report gives some promise that the Province wilk receive a-

share of the Income-tax after 5 years. I would like to make two points,
and the first is that a Company operating in this fashion has to pay and
pay and pay whether the Provincial revenues get the benefit of it or not ;
the second is that since there is a promise that Income-tax may be trans-
ferred to the Province after 5 years it follows that the principle of the
right of the province to it has been admitted, and so, Sir, some representa-
tion might be made that the province need not wait for 5 years before
getting the benefit of these lakh of rupees.

. There are some other sides of the Company’s activities which I would
like to mention. There is the question of employment of the indigenous
people of this Valley. There are some 650 of these people employed in
Digboi on skilled and semi-skilled work—the pay ranges from Rs.30 to
Rs.170. (There might be many more but the inhabitants of this Valley
generally prefer to work, apart from agriculture, on work in which there
is an interest and which is not merely labour.) In addition to these are
over a dozen in covenanted posts and engineering pupil appointments which
cither now have emoluments better than those I have just mentioned or
have much better prospects. I might also say that these are all provided
with free houses.

Then, there is a matter I might refer to without any unction. That
is the thousands of rupees that have been given promptly” and willingly for
earthquake relief outside the province and for flood relief inside the Province.
S_lt‘, we make no capital out of it, but I mention it because it illustrates a
side of things which I think hon. members would like to know about in this
connection.

I do not want to detail the cost of things like schools for children of
employees and night schools for employees. I shall also just mention the
provision of a Maternity Hospital, and a Lady Doctor and District Health
Visitor, primarily to take care of the women folk of the poorer labourers
who because of a lack of knowledge of hygiene find their lives constantly,
orat any rate all too frequently, a matter of life and death. I might
mention also the fact that we have for years taken special trouble by taking
?plsiiemlcfs from the Jorhat Technical School, and that I myself have been
i 4t oo o so hodhr ha 5 any e by wiich ve- e hip

eT.  permitted to mention that I have just received
ggn"{lssmn ggm my ]_JII:CCtors to grant two engineering scholarships for
n:;lng fa“t 1bpur or similar college to enable at least some of the educated
youths of the province to fit themselves for tical 1 ither

inside it or outside. Sir, th H practical employment ei
Committee in connecti this House has recently appointed 2
ction with industrial development. I hope the Gom-

zr;ﬁ;ffusctgs%urst }?;ill_be fruitful, but I wish to point out that by way of
) ontributions to the advanta i il 3
waited for any Committce. SE o N
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I would close with saying this. When the hon. members of the House
are considering the value of the development of such a concern to the
province they should not merely think of it—I do not blame them for it—
in terms of royalty paid. They should consider the value of a liberally- .
minded policy and they should consider whether any action taken at any
time is likely to cripple that policy, because it is a liberal policy and it is .
in the real interest of the province. 216

Mr. FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED : On a point of information, Sir,
may I know from the hon. member who has just sat down if any of the
covenanted posts at Dighoi are held both by Indians and Assamese ?

Mr. W. FLEMING : Yes, Sir. :

MavLavi MUHAMMAD AMJAD ALI: The hon. member also
spoke about paying income-tax. May I know where and what amount is
collected ? : :

Mg, W. FLEMING : The income-tax is collected in Dibrugarh, and,
as I said, it is paid to the C}Ien ?—e. Ido not think there is any particular
rea should give the figures.

50'?1:{‘:‘.13‘3’{51\!’31.2 .NE&ULAVI SAI§1D S MUHAMMAD SAADULLA: Sir,
like my predecessor who has just now spoken, I think the hon. mover of
this cut motion has moved it for bringing to the point attention of the
House the small royalty that we reccived on the oil from the Assam Oil
Company at Digboi. Sir, no Ministry is perfect and 1 do not clain that
we are perfect in every way and therefore we welcome any suggestion from
any one. But I am prepared to join issue with the hon. member when he
said that all constructive ideas that this Ministry has got is taken from
his group. : -

Sir, I think tke point that was discussed has not ben'zn well understood
by the House. I make the assumption for my ‘hon. _fnend Mr._ Fi_eming
pointed out what benefits the province is deriving directly or indirect]
from this concern, and that it is not a good policy to kill the goose that lays
the golden eggs by trying to get more out of it.

I do not think that the point raised by the hon. mover refers to any
further payment. His ideais, if I read his note aright, just to raise a
discussion on the method of checking the quantity of mineral oil raised
by the Assam Oil Company at Digboi. Sir, the provincial share of
royalty is limited to 5 per cent. on the \\_'el]-hcac_i _valu‘c, Subjfft- to a
minimum of eight annas for 40 gallons. This rate 13.1?6?1139;:‘3?‘5 ]1!1 the
lease that is operative at the present moment. Theretore, 1t 1s beyond

i iti i he percentage. The only other point that f
practical politics to increase .the p g o D
need mention to the House is that thereis a directio e on o 2,
at page 34 and 35 of the Mineral Concession Ma_nué}c,l_ e
this ‘account by the Deputy Commissioner of .thc dlstrlt 5 LAhe. lalso
directs that copies of all the certificates of audit by Char CTWO Ountants
should be submitted through the Deputy Clommissioner. 5 points arise
out of this instruction. I do not believe that any of the . CP‘}‘:Y G_Omr_ms-
sioners have got the expert knowledge to check the quantity that is rajgeq
at the well-head. Therefore, if we want to increase our révenue [
disbelieving the figures that the company keep and which are a_ud.lted b
recognised Chartered Accountant, we will have to have a specialist ang
that will cost us a good deal of money. I think th‘c hon. mover started |,
saying that the figures kept by the company are quite correct ; 1f he makeg
that assumption, then there is an end of the motion. Even then, Sir, the
Deputy Commissioner in his tour often goes and looks into the registers
the office of the company.
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Basu RABINDRA NATH ADITYA: Inview of the facts stated by
the Hon’ble the Chief Minister, I do not like to press my motion. My
- point was that Government should proceed in a business like way and that
they should have some regular control and check over the system.  As for
raising the royalty I think Government may consider that point and if they
are in a position under the law to consider it. My intention in moving
this motion was to draw the attention of the House to this question:

With these words, I beg leave to withdraw the motion.

The motion was with the leave of the House withdrawn.

Mr. ARUN KUMAR CHANDA : I beg to move— _

That the provision of Rs.8,043 under Grant No. I, Major head—7.
Land Revenue—B.—Tahsil and other establishments, sub-head—4.
Government Khas establishment, Detailed head—1:. Pay of'
establishment, at page 30 of the budget, be rec_:luccd by Re.1.

I have tabled this motion to raise a discussion regarding oppression by
lease holders of fisheries in Cachar to local people catching fish for private
consumption owing to faulty terms of lease. :

Sir, I would like to draw the attention of the House to the form of lease
which is now in use. This form, Sir, contains a catalogue which sets forth
the names of all the traps which are used, or which can be used; by people
who catch fish and sell them for a living. But in the case of persons who
catch fish for private consumption, it will be noticed that only three traps
are specifically men tioned in the lease and then such vague expressions as

@3f%4 %29 4919 39 are introduced. : -

It is this vagueness of expression which is exploited by certain lease-
holders to impose their own terms upon the poor people who ca_tch fish to
cat them. 1 desire to draw the attention of the House to this part of
that lease. g

Then again, Sir, the permission of the Deputy Commissioner has to be
O!Dtaincd. It is often a very difficult and expensive proposition for poor
villagers, and I know of instances where even legal aid had to be obtained
to secure the necessary permission. I also desire to draw the attention of
hon. members to the fact that, when a chit is granted to a person by the
Deputy Commissioner, this chit cannot be utilized by any one else in his
family except the person in whose name the “chit is issued. Soin case of

ﬂlpess or absence from home of the chit holder, his family has to do
without fish.

There are some other difficulties also under which the poor people
have to labour. But I do not like to dwell upon these things here at this
stage. My only point in bringing up this matter is, that at “present the
people are as it is hard hit, because a principal item of their daily fare
has been taxed and it is for Government to see that no loopholes are left
open for oppression upon them by other agencies. For these reasons, Sir,
I commend the motion to the acceptance of the House.

Tue Hon'sLe THE SPEAKER : The motion moved is that the provision
of Rs.8,043 under Grant No. 1, Major head—7. Land Revenue, B.—Tahsil
and other Establishments, sub-head—4 Governiment Khas Establishment,

Detailed head—1. Pay of i ' 14
feiged by Redl. y of Establishment, at page 30 of the Budget, be

Tre Hon’se Srjur ROHINT KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Sir, may

I know from the hon. member which clause of the lease should be
changel ?

Mr. ARUN KUMAR: CHANDA :. Oaly three names are given of

the traps at which fish are caught. That is utilized by the lease-holders
to impose their own terms on the poor people,
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Tae Hon'erE Srijor ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI : Sir, we
have no information whatsoever of the oppression of which complaint has
been made by the hon. member now. As a matter of fact we have
received no petition from any villager up to date making any such com-
plaint. But I dare say some lease-holders take advantage of the position of
the ignorant people of the villages and may somectime depart from the strict
conditions of the lease. The hon. member, if he personally happens to
know of such instances, will do a great serviceto Government by taking
the trouble of bringing them to the notice of the Government as soon as
possible. T can assure him that due action will be taken. Rt

Now, Sir, under the terms of the lease the villagers can fish under
certain conditions, and if any lessee abuses the rights conferrc_:d Ly the lease,
then the Deputy Commissioner has full authority to take him to task or to
have his lease cancelled. All Ican say is, if any s;_nemﬁc instance is
brought to the notice of the Deputy Commissioner, he will certainly grant
relief, and if redress is not obtained at his hands, Government will
certainly take steps to have the grievance removed.

Mavravi MUNAWWARALI: MayI know, Sir, if the Hon’ble
Minister is prepared to issue instructions accordingly to the Deputy Commis-
?ione? to grant redress, because they do not know whether Government is
prepared to grant redress ?

THe Hon’BLE Srijur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURT : I presume,
Sir, that the Deputy Commissioner knows what his duties are, and if he
fails in his duties, Government is there to take the proper steps.

Mr. ARUN KUMAR CHANDA : Sir, I am very sorry to note that
the Hon’ble Minister in charge is not aware of the sufferings of the poor
pcople of my district in respect of this matter. There have been a series of
‘cases in my district in this connexion and I myself led a deputation to the
Deputy Commissioner some time ago and placed these facts before him.
Still these troubles are persisting. But in view of the fact that the Hon’ble
Minister has assured us that the matter will be looked into, that abuses by
tease-holders will be penalised and that, in casc of indifference on the part
of the Deputy Commissioner, Government themselves will take necessary
steps to redress grievances. I beg leave of the House to withdraw my
mnotion.

The motion was with the leave of the house withdrawn.

STATEMENT MADE BY THE HON’BLE SPEAKER REGARDING
THE lAMOUNT TO BE PUT IN TABLING CUT MOTIONS FOR
DISCUSSING THE POLICY OF GOVERNMENT

Tue Hon’sre Tue SPEAKER : The next cut motion * stands in the
pname of Mr. Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed. With regard to this motion I wish
to point out one thing. His motion is for the refusal of the provision .Of
Rs. 13,748 and the object of the motion has been stated to be to criticise
the colonising policy of the Government. What the hon. member wants is
to discuss a question of policy. In connection with this I want to point out
one important fact to the Hon’ble House. From the cut motions before the

~ *That the provision of Rs, 13.748, under Grant No. 1, Major head 7.—Land Revenue
Minor head—charges of Administration, Sub:head—C.—Management of Government
‘Estates, ‘Detailed, head-—(b)—Colonisation Schemes—1.—~Pay of officers—Colonisation
officers at:page 31 of the Budget, be refused. '

(Fo criticise  the colonising policy of Government),
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House it would appear that the intention of the hon, movers who have
tabled them is to secure the votc of the House for the purpose of rcc?rd-
ing a disapproval of the policy of the Government with regard to various
matters coming within the departments to which the estimates relate and
to which the cut motions have been tabled. Hon. members will notice
that to fulfil the said object some cut motions have been valued at figures
which are very substantial, as in the case of the next motion to be moved.
I therefore want to draw the attention of the House to the well-known
parliamentary practice of valuing such cut motions at a figure which should
be only symbolic and not a_figure which, in the event of the particular
motion so valued being carried, will amount to a reduction of the total
grant by a very substantial amount. I quite _rcahse that the rule that, \yhc_n
several cut motions are tabled to the same item of expenditure, priority is
to be given to the motion proposing the greatest reduction and then that
proposing the next greatest and so on, Is going to give rise to the Igl:OWt}t:
of a practice of valuing cut motions at as high a figure as possible, althoug
the intention of the members who want to table their cut motions 1s to
discuss questions of policy. The growth of such a procedure I ’shquld say,
besides being against the established parliamentary practice, 18 likely to
create embarrassing situations. I therefore take this opportunity to give
expression to my view in the matter and to request the hon. members to
help the growth of a convention which will establish a point of proce-
dure of a very important character, thatis of valuing cut motions at a sum
which should not be more than Rs. 100. So having regard to what I have
said, I would ask the hon. Mr. Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed as to how he
wants to discuss a question of policy by moving a cut motion for the total
refusal of the provision for an item amounting to Rs. 13,748. ;

Mr. FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED: I have purposely tabled this
motion with a view to criticise the action of the Colonisation officers whose
action may be based on thc policy of the Government.

THE Hon’sLE THE SPEAKER : The motion is not in order. When
the intention is to discu's the policy it should have been tabled
in the manner I have indicated.

Mr. FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED: I bow to your order.

_THE How’sie Tae SPEAKER: The question is that the sum not ex-
ceeding Rs. 15,92,697 be granted to defray the charges which will come
In the course of payment during the year ending on the 31st March 1938,
for the administration of the head “7.—Land Revenue”.

The motion was carried.

GRANT No. 10.

27.—ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE

THE Hon’sLe Srijur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: On the
recommendation of His Excellency the Governor of Assam I beg, Sir, to
move th.at a sum not exceeding Rs.6,92,300 be granted to defray the charges
which will come in the course of payment during the year ending on the
31st March 1938, for the administration of the head ¢27.—Administration
of Justice”, ,

TuE Hon’BLE THE SPEAKER : There is a motion which stands in
the name of Srijut Kameswar Das. It also suffers from the defect which

have pointed out. Itisa motion by which the hon. member wants to
reduce the provision of Rs. 14,000 by Rs. 4.000 although he wants to
Traise a discussion regarding refusal of the nev\:r expenditure for pleadcl‘sa
¢ hon. member will have to modify the motiorl?.

L
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Srijur KAMESWAR DAS: My intention is that the whole of the
provision made for the increment of fees should be refused. = We get at page
80 of the Memorandum that Rs.4,000 will be necessary to meet the extra
expenditure in raising the daily fees of the associate pleaders in the current
year. By this motion I want that this amount of Rs.4,000 be refused
in folo.

Tue Hon’sLE THE SPEAKER : Then it will be a reduction of the
whole grant practically, i.e., refusal of the sum of Rs.4,000 which is
going to be granted to the associate pleaders. Of course the reduction can
be moved, because it does not come to the refusal of the original item.
Pending the decision on the point raised by the Hon’ble Finance Minister,
I shall allow the motion. But if the ruling be otherwise the motion if carried
will not be effective. : o

Srijur KAMESWAR DAS: I beg, Sir, to move that the provision of-
Rs.14,000 under Grant No. 10, Major !1ead—27.—AFlm1n15tr§1t10n of
Justice, Minor head—Law Officers, Sub-head—C.—Mofussil Establishment,
Detailed head—3.—Contingencies (total) at page 77 of the Budget be
reduced by Rs.4,000. Bng

Myself being a pleader, it is unfortunate that I should have got to
oppose a grant which is meant for the benefit of a class of people who
belong to the same profession as I do. But the step proposed to be taken
by Government seems so unfair and unjust that I shall be failing in my
duty if I do not oppose this proposed increment so Jong at least as the
present financial stringency continues. Itis admitted that we _are in
the midst of a financial stringency. Many a time on the floor of this Housc,
in the present session as well as before, we have heard that the Provincial
Government is in want of money. Whenever we look to the Government for
financial help for the nation building departments the reply comes that there
is no money. Money is not available for the uplift and growth of the
rural villages, the Harijans, the tribal and the depressed classes, .for.cx-
pansion of primary education, for expansion of rural road communication,
for medical help and so on and so forth. It is strange therefore that at this
juncture of time the Government should come forward with a proposal
to increase “the professional fees of a class of _pffople who may be
said to be better off compared with the condition of the village
The reasons given for this increment 1s that the rate of daily fees
of the associate pleaders were reduced for Rs.20 to Rs.10 1n 1?31 a:ﬁd that
the lawyers concerned have submitted several representations for the res-

b/ d ratz in view of the fact that the cuts in the salaries
toration of the old rate This provision seems to

; : :nrestored.
of the Government officers have been 1 ]
have been made to meet the representations of these associate pleaders.

Now, Sir, should there be any comparison between the assoc:li.tc plea.derg
and the Government servants ? Are they really Government servants ?
Shall we also be asked in future to make provision for their pension and
provident fund and such other privileges as the Government SCIvants enjoy ?
I want to point out that the average fee rates of' pleaders 1n non-Govqrn_
ment briefs do not exceed the rate of the daily fees that the associate
pleaders are now getting. There may be individual cases where the fees in
non-Government briefs are a little bit higher, butit should be no Teason
why we should raise the daily fee rate from Rs.10 to Rs. 16. Consxdenng
the volume of work also that the associate pIea@ers do or are asked to do, no
increment seems to be warranted. from a conmderangn of the capacity or
the special merits and comparing the fees of thex-r byother pleadt.:rs in
‘private cases no enhancement in the rate appears justifiable. It is fop

people.
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these reasons and specially for the reason that the financial condition of the
province still remains unsatisfactory, I think it will be awkward for this
august House to sanction an increment at a time when money is not avatl=
able for the nation building departments (Hear hear). I therefore suggest
that the House would accept my motion for reduction of the grant.

Tue Hon’sre THE SPEAKER : The motion moved is:

That the provision of Rs.14,000 under Grant No. 10, Major head—
27—Administration of Justice, Minor Head—Law Officers, Sub-head—
C.—Maffussil Establishment, Detailed Head—3.—Contingencies (total) at

page 77 of the Budget be reduced by Rs.4,000.

Mavuravi ASHRAF UDDIN MUHAMMAD CHAUDHURY: Sir,
while I rise to oppose this motion, at the very outset I must say that I am
not in any way interested with it as it may be thought by some members.
I was once an associate pleader, but at that time we _us¢ to get Rs.20 per
diem. Those who have experience of sessions trial—I would appeal to them
—to consider the huge amount of work they are to do. Heis to work from
10a.m. to 5p.m. He cannot look to other normal business. j-}s reg1ards
murder and dacoity and other intricate cases he must get instructions from
stray clients, he is to make out his case from the diaries of police pﬂiccfs
some of whom are mnot skilful in investigation. The day’s work is. very
heavy whereas the fees given are very small. In mafussil courts they are
not to work so hard ; they can attend to 4/5 cases daily. My frmr}d says
that Rs.10 is quite sufficient. I should say that this is quite :nsufficient.
have personal experience of this. I only resigned in last March (A voice
You will be again there). No. 2 ; ;

In consideration of these facts, I should request my friends in this House
to be charitable to these pleaders. Please consider their drudgery and
please do not be “penny wise and pound foolish”’. In one scrious €asc, a
lot of money is spent and it will be a bad economy to risk good result by
denying proper fees for the public prosecutor.

Mavravt MUNAWWAR ALI: Sir, in order to-avoid.a misunder-
standing I thought it fit to make a statement. Hon. members should not
be misled by the opposition that one member of my party has been
pleased to give to this motion. We have decided on economic grounds
to oppose the increase of fees, that is to support this reduction, and mem-
bt?rs of my block will vote for this inotion with the exception of my hon.
friend who has opposed it.

Kuax Samm Mavravi SAYIDUR RAHMAN: I am surprised that
this motion has come from an hon. member who has already put in more
than 10 years of practice in the bar. Generally associate pleaders are
selected from members who have put in sufficient practice. I am surprised
to hear from him that the daily fees of Rs.10 are quite sufficient for a pleader
of some years standing. I myself had experince of acting as associate
pleader for some time and from my experience I can say this much that the
work and drudgery that the associate pleader has to do is t00 much and the
remuneration too small for the purpose. I had experience of acting ur}der
an expeditious judge like Mr. Chunder who used to dispose of 2 to 3 Sessions
cases in a single day and we had to go through the voluminous brief of 2 or
3 cases in hot haste and used to get only Rs.10 for the whole trouble. Si-
:‘imlarly when the Government pleader is away an associate pleader has to
Ggl;l'::)u{)nber of appeals—it may be 5 or 6—during the day, he has nct

to be present from 11 to 5 but he has also to- go- through- the briefs
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of those appeals. So if you want that an associate pleader should discharge
his d ities cfficiently you must pay him haadsomely. I would point out that
plcaders who are appointed by the Judge 0 defend pauper accused get a
daily fee of Rs.16 whereas their friends who have the mistortune of prosecut-
ing the case as an associate pleader get only Rs.10. In order to remove the
disparity and in order to raise the ludicrous amocunt that he is getting now,
I think this amount of Rs.4,000 is necessary. In this view of the matter I
hope this motion will not be supperted by anybody.

Srijur DEBESWAR SARMALL: I rise, Sir, to support the motion
and T wonder whether the Government will oppose such a harmless motion.
This is a motion which seeks not to give any moncy to those who can look
after themselves—I mean lawyers, but to save the money and to give it to
some schools or some beneficial institutions of depressed classes which cannot
run properly for want of moaey. So, Sir, I conlidently hope that Govern-
ment as well as the members of this House will support it. I also hope,
Sir, that my hon. friend Khan Sahib ; Maulavi Sayidur -Rahman will also
agree with me that he has passed his time to be an Associate Pleader. Such
chances should be left to the Juniors. (fear, hear). The Associate Pleaders
may be taken from the juniors.

Mavravi ASHRAF MUHAMMAD CHAUDHURI: On a point of
information, Sir. Is it not a fact that the Associate Pleaders remain en-
tirely in charae of sessions cases ? %

Tue HoN’sLE Srijur ROHINI KU MAR'CHAUDHURI 2 Sir, I 1_1ave
very little to add to waoat my hea. fricnd Khan Sahib Maulavi Sayidur
Rahman has jus- said. B 7

Szijur DEBES WAR SARMAH :  You oppuse the motisn ? xy

Tue Hox’sre Srijur ROHINI KUMA'{ CHAUDHURI : Sir, T am
surprised to sce that this small amount of Rs.4,900 has been grudged by
different members on different grounds. I only wish to state before the
House the reasons wi 2 we consider that the fees of the Associate "Pleaders
should be raised. First of all, Sir, the Associate Pleaders have to conduct
the Session cases when Government Pleader or Puulic Prosecutor is other-
wis> engaged and they have got to do preciscly the same work which Goy-
ernment Pleader or the Public Prosecutor does. Daily fees of the Govern-
ment Pleader or the Public Prosecutor arenot less than Rs.20 and it is
ridiculous that the Associate Pleaders doing the same work should get only
asum of Rs, 10 daily. I donot for a moment countenance the argument
that the poasts of Associate Pleaders should only be given to Junior Pleaders
because, Sir, when they have to conduct important session cases their respon-
sibiiity is no less than that of the Governmeat Pleaders.  Government is to
see that justice is done and that the case they prosecute is fairly put before
the courc and so they ought to get the services of fairly senior lawyers who

can conduct the cases properly. ;
Sryur DEBESWAR SARMAH : For this they cannot get Rs.16,

Tur How'sLe Srijur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI : Sir, T am
prepared to accept the argument of my hon. friend so far as the services
of a junior is required by the Government Pleader but when the Associate
Pleader is to take the entire charge of the case, it is ridiculous, as I haye
stated before, to expect to get a good lawyer—I mean a lawyer of good
standing—to do the same work on a sum of Rs.10. (4 woice—A good
lawyer will not be available even on Rs 16).

Kuan Saums Mauvravi MUDABBIR HUSSAIN CHAUDHUR] «
Sir, the Associate Lawyers do not do their work because they get less I'Cmu:

nei..tion,
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Tue Hon’re Sryur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI : Then,
again, Sir, when one Session Judge sits either in Gaubati or at Sylhet, then
it becomes necessary to engage a pleader of standing to appear on behalf of
Government in criminal appeals and in matters of appeal cases can we
expect that a gocd lawyer would appear for a sum of Rs.10 only. Some-
time more than three or four criminal appeals are heard in course of a day.
Actual hearing may not take long time but the preparation of three or four
appeals in a day requires a Jarge amount of labour. In view of these facts,
I think, it will be unfair for this House to refuse to pay Rs 16 to the Asso-
ciate Pleaders. e ok’

Then, Sir, so far as the conduct of prosecution in Subdl_vtslcimal : hﬁad-
quarters is concerned, there also the cases have to be comllmuc to Scsmolns
and during that time we require the assistance of an abl_chswycr go put the
cases properly before the Court so that either he may withcraw ele e w
he may have the case committed to the Sessions Court. Thus a grcatf rci‘pol?-
sibility rests on the shoulder of the Jawyer who appears on behalf of the
Crown. Due to the failure to get the services of a good lawyer many cases
fail.  On account of a good preparation of cases many accused Pef‘bo?js 1?“}
prosecuted for nothing. There should be able lawyer to appear on ht? a ; o
the Crown who can at once say that it is for this reason that this case
should go up to Sessions or that itshould be withr:ir_a\_r\’n-, So, Sir, “l’e
require able and responsible lawyer who can make out initial s.age not 0’]”17'
but also whether it is worth while to carry on a particular prosecution. =
will have, on the one hand, to see that no accused, no offender, 13 kept
free and on the other hand he will also have to see that no innocent person
should be unnecessarily harassed by criminal prosecution. Therefore, Sir,
we require a laywer of good standing. 1 would again ask the House to
consider the case of these pleaders whose services are no less valuable as
those of the Government Pleaders and Public Prosecutors. %

THE Hon’srLe THE SPEAKER : The question is that the provisior. of
Rs 14.000 under grant No.10, major head—27.—Administration of Justice,
minor head—Law officers, sub-head—C—Mofussil establishment, detailed

head—3.—Contingencies (total) at page 77 of the budget be reduced by
Rs.4,000,

The motion was carried

Basu KAMINI KUMAR SEN: Sir, I beg to move that the provision
of Rs.1,09,505 under grant No.10, major hecad—27.—Administration of Jus-
tice, minor head—Civil and Sessions Courts, sub-head—E.—District and
Sessions Judges, detailed head—1.—Pay of officers (total), at page 78 of the
budget be reduced by Rs.100.

Sir, my object in bringing forward this cut motion is to criticise the
indifferenee of Government and its oificers to stop corruption in the civil
courts.

Sir, these are old grievances and perhaps known to all ; so I do not
like to take much of the valuable time of the House to dilate over the
matter very much, Itis, I think, Sir, an open secret that bribery and
corruption exist in the civil courts, and in a rather widespread form. I
think the hon. members of this House, many of whom are themselves lawyers
and many of whom have transactions in civil courts, are quite cognizant of
the existence of this evil, I think, also, Sir, the Hon’ble Judicial Minister
who was himself only very recently a practising lawyer knows the existence
of this evil (kear, hear.) It is also not unknown to the hon. members of this
House that this evil has become so widespread and in some cases has taken
such dangerous form that this extra legal or illegal charges sometimes exceed
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the legal cost of a case. So Sir, unless systematic and earnest efforts to put
a stop to the evil are made, litigation will be a luxury only for the
selected few. So long, Sir, only half-hearted efforts have been made
but practically with no effect. I would like the Hon’ble Judicial
Minister who is himself a lawyer to take a systematic step in checking
this evil and I also hope that the present Government will take up
the matter in right earnest to root out the evil once for all. With these
few words I beg to commend my motion to the acceptance of the
house.

Tue Hon’sLe THE SPEAKER : The motion moved is that the pro-
vision of Rs.1,09,505 under grant No.10, major head—-27.——Admi.nistration
of Justice, minor head—Civil and Sessions courts, sub-head—E.—District and
Sessions Judges, detailed head.—1—pay of officers (total), at page 78 of
the budget be reduced by Rs.100.

Srijur DEBESWAR SARMAH : Sir there is a cut mution in my name :
it is No.12. IfI am permitted, I would move this along with the one
that is before the House, and I would only add a.fcw yvords_

Tue Hon’sLE THE SPEAKER : When thc'dlscus_smn is on the sarme
quest'on, I think the hon. member can move his motion.

Tue Hon'BLe Srpyur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURG] :  That
motion * is No. 12, Sir, about Judicial Officers. Hehas particylay]
mentioned ‘‘Judicial Officers”. This motion deals Wwith corruption ip thz
Civil Courts. : :

Srijur DEBESWAR SARMAH :  Sir, excluding the European & o
bers of this House I think I may safely presume that the other members
cannot be unaware of a system ora condition of things that ijg going
about in our Law Courts.

0 T:IE How’sLE Srijur ROHINI KUM_AR CHAU]?I—I_UR[ B G

Srijur DEBESWAR SARMAH : Civil Courts, Criminal Gourts, ol T
Courts Process serving departments, are all on same bpat, 1t is a great T
ing thing, Sir. Most of us, who sit here, may not possibly be subjecteq T
inconvenience. Possibly when we require a thing to be done, we can gy a
done easily. When you want a paper to be taken out from a certain office ;tf‘
the Court, and when you go intoe that Court room, possibly you are Ofrcr:ed
a chair there and the person concerned give you the paper and oblige
But the position is quite different with the ordinary average person whq, b tol
pay extra tips in every stage. Very few, exccpting those well conn cted wip,
the Law Courts, know what hardship is suffered by those Who g L
persons on bail from the Court lock-up. I am not here incliney to g[\,tj
particular instances. Firstly because I do not want to accuse anybody &na
I have no axe to grind against anybody ; secondly because COrTUp iy, ;
$0 rampant that it is difficult to pick and choose. Sir, I am not Sxagan., s
ting a word when I say that Justice is more often to be purchaseq :;loa,-
Formerly, when I started practice some years back, at any rate T w,
SO open, it was not so daring. But now in Courts we find thege is 1y Tot
any delicacy in the matter of asking for or taking brl'bes_ = malglly
relates to Judicial Officers, and I concentrate upon the highey ¢, ot Otiop
officers, because had these people been strict and less susceptj), 5 of the
malpractices, lower officers in the Court possibly would 5 9 such
little more careful. We know of instances, mcmt_:ers of the Public & een 5
instances, Marwaris’ khatas will possibly bear instances of Mo Now of
Magistrates taking money to decide a case in one way or the - siffy and

ther, The

# That the total provision of Rs.6,92,300 under Grant No.10, major hey A5
tration of Justice, at page 75 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.500.° (p, = T— Ay
regarding bribery and corruptions prevailing in the Depart nent of ,\dse,a' 1scussilsq
Justice, particularly amongst Judicial officers, . lmiustratio .

K
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Judgment is delayed and i1 the meanwhile _transactions ta'::.e_ place i
one shape or another. So, Sir, the Ministry wiil do a great SCl,V‘cf io ullg
Government,—because no Government would like that its officers should
be corrupt and that its prestige should be lowered by the ‘_bad bch%vnour ?1
these officers—as well a 1o the people if they will takeﬂsc_)'ul)c: sort ];) steps io
put a stop to it, some sort of enquiry in which non—loﬂmm ‘members may
also be included—-of course if the Ministry cares to take any into confidence,
At any rate, we desire %mt 1‘gmhcor$:~pnon should be put a stop to as s00n
i ith a drastic hand. g :

&% p°%$1§floi‘3§,jﬁ“§;wr ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Sir, the
Government is in full sympathy with 11}6’ object with which _the hon.
member has put this motion before the House. But, S“:! it will not be
enough merely to state that there is a good deal of corruption in all CF)Llrte,
it will not be enough merely to say that this corrupuoxil_ lest be
checked. Some means cught to be devised, some hulp[‘ul sugzestivns oughe
to have been thrown out by the hon. members of this House asto how
this can be done. y ;

Srjur DEBESWAR SARMAH: On a point oﬁf personal (:(p]anatlon,'
Sir. I have sugpgested some sort of enquiry, it the (_;o‘vc'ru.mcnt Ialea§L's. It
the Cabinet declares bankruptcy we can come forward  with suggestions,

Tue Hon’ere Sryur ROHINT KUMAR CHAUDHURI: The
word “bankruptey’’is a very favowrite word with the hon. memberwhe
has just now spoken. Well, Sir, I can assure him I will not use the word 2
let it be his monopoly.

Now, Sir, I say this althouzh we, the members of the Governmer!t
Bench, claim some sense, still we believe that the hon. membcx:s of this
House can give helpful suggcsti_or:s. I I.nuw_ the mcm.be:s ol certain
group think that helpful suggestions, conslructive snggestions, cannot be
obtained from any quarters but theic own. But Government does not
believe that ; Government has the humility to believe that helpful and con-
structive suggestions may come forward from any hon. member of this
House. This Government welcomes any suggestion that may be given from
any quarter of this House and gives it all due consideration.

Sir, as I have said, the Goiernment is willing to do all that lies in it
power to check corruption in Courts. I can point out that so far as the Civil
Courts in the district of Sylhct are conceried, the Miisier al officers as
well as Judicial Officers are suberdinate to the High Court, and High Court
issues circulars from time to time to check corruption s far as possible and
the instructions which are given by the High Court are carried out by
the Judicial officers. Now, Sir, I think it will be agreed that a good deal of
corruption in the Courts would be checked if three classes of people are
earnestly try for it-and if they co-operatein the attempts made in this
direction.  These are, firstly, the lawyers, secondly, the lawyers’ clerhs
and thirdly, the persons whom you may cither call touts or men from
villages, who come in the town in company of litigants as their guide and
friend. It is mainly the two latter classes of people, who directly or indirectly
help in perpetuation of corruption in  all Courts

Srijur DEBESWAR SARMA
master in that art.

Tue Hon’BLE Srijur ROHINI KUMAR CHA/JDHURI :
business of any gentleman of the House to take notice of silly remarks in
which that particular hon. member indulges from titne to time. Apart
from all those observations, I might say that recertly in 1933 when it"
came to the notice of the High Court that typists’ and the copyists’ income
has considerably decreased on  account of the fact that the copics ate

H: The Hon’ble !inister isa past-

It is no
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taken out surreptitiously from the Court Office, they held special enquiries
and it was found that a number of copics were taken out, through the’:
help of Peskars, by the clerks, sometimes recognised and son?u:times
unrecognised, of the pleaders. If, Sir, the lawyers insist that they would
not utilise any copy of proceedings which are obtained in this manner
then, I suppose, that soarce of corruption will at once be closed. T WUuld,
appeal to my lawver friends here that after they have said so much on the
floor of this House about corruption that they would take it in their mind
that they will never utilise any copy of any deposition or judgment which
is obtained in this manner. Sir, I have secn, I have noticed that after
issue of this circular whenever any Court wanted to know from any lawyer
how a particular copy was obtained, the lawyer would say “I do not know
how it was obtained. I gotit from my client”.

Mauravi ABDUR RAHMAN: On a pointof order, Sir. Does the
Hon’ble Minister mean to say that the lawyers are mainly concerned in
corruptions in Court ?

Tre How’sre Sryur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI : Decidedly
not. I say thart the lawyers have nothing to do with corruptions direcily
but they lay themselves in the hands of their touts, and sometimes t!:q;
play in the hands of their clever clients. If all the lawyers will refuse to
have anything to do with a paper the origin of which they are not sure it
will go a long way to stop this corruption, and the poor typists and copyists
will also get their fair share of the reinuneration. Secoundly il we waqt 455
check this corruption we shall have to check peiition writers and unrecoonj-
s:d clerk; having access tO’thﬁ o fizz. A p-esant lawyers’ cierks ace ailo::,c_i
to have access to the office but it is alleg:d that they generally abuse this
privilege to such an extent that it is impossible to check corruption. Sir, all
that the Government can do is to ask the Deputy Commissioners to keep
a s'rict watch over the clients and clerks, as well as pleaders’ clerks or mo-
hurrirs so that they may not abuse the privileges that they have been
granted, and to ask them if any such instance of corruption coies to their
knowledge, as far as the ministerial officers are concerned in thc'tcmporarily-
scttled districts, except Sylhet they will take action. In Sylhet the ministe-
rial officers of the Civil Court are und>r High Court. Butas T have said I
think that the Government wili have 1o depend on the different Bar
Associations to co-operate with the District Officers in this matter so that we
can put down corruption. It is no use having an official or non-official
committee. We know that if the corruption is detected the superior oflicers
will not spare the culprits. Lastly, I would say that the Government isin
full sympathy with the object of the hon. mover and is prepared o take any
steps which may be considered advisable,and which hon. members inside
the House or outside may suggest from time to time.

Sryur DEVESWAR SHARMA :  Is the Hoa’ble “‘inister for Justice
aware that even his Magistrates and Munsiffs are in the habit of taking
b}:ibcs ?  He has not said anything what action he is going to take against
them.

Tue Hon’sre Srijjur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: On
mere allegations of the hon. member.

Sryur DEVESWAR SARMAH: If he will be pleased to come to

Jorhat I think I will be able to satisfy him that Magistrates and Munsiffs

there take bribes
Tar Hox'sre SryurT ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Does he

mean to say that he will show me a Munsiff or Magistrate actually taking
hribes ?
(No reply.)
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Mr. FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED: On a point of information.
Did the Hon’ble Minister, when he was practising as a pleader, come a(':rosg
instances where uncertified copies were produced before him by partics :

Tue Hon’sre Sryur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI :  Yes, I did.
But uncertified copies are different from copies surreptitiously obtained.

Mr. FAKHRUDDIN ALI AHMED: And what did he do then?

No answer. (Laughter.)

The motion was put and carried.

Srijur RAJENDRA NATH BARUA: Sir, I begto move that the
provision of Rs. 3,19,764 under grant No. 10, major Head 27—Administra-
tion of Justice, minor Head Civil and Session Courts, Sub-Head—E—District
and Sessions Judges (total), at page 78 of the budset be reduced by Rs. 100.

Sir, the purpose of this cut motion is to initiate a discussion on the
inadvisability of administering Justice to the people of the Barpathar and
Sarupathar mauzas of Golaghat under Mikir Hills Tract Regulations. But
before I lay the facts before the House I would enunciate some gencral Png'
ciples h w the partially-exclud:1 and exclud:1 arzas are bzing administered.
Sir, I may say that we are living in three hells or naraks ; one is where we are
living, the sccond is the partially-excluded areas, and the third is the cxcluc‘lc_d
areas, and the areas of Barpathar and Sarupathar in the Golaghat subdu_u—
sion come under the second category viz., the partially-excluded areas. 5_“’:
the way in which these areas are being administered shows a differentiation
that the British rule in India is not being administered as it ought to have
been done. It is Sir, a standing blot on the British administration in India.
Sir, this question of excluded and partially-excluded areas is an all—InFila
question, and a resolution was broucht somefime ago in the Indian
Legislative As.embly to exclude the excluded and partiully-excluded areas
from the operation of the unjust rezulations ; and everyone knows that this
differentiation should cease and the people of these arcas should be governed
under the ordinary Criniinal and Civil administration. I will just refer to
the Gazette of 1936 in which these partially-cxcluded areas were | declared.
I would just mention that the Garo Hills, the Milir H.l's in the Nowgong

a“,d_‘qib“‘ghr districts where Barpathar and Sarupathar are situated‘, the
Bntls_h portion of the Khasi and Jaintia Hills other than the Shillong
Municipality, are treated as partiaily-excluded areas. Sir, it will be asto-
nishing to the hon. members to hear how these people are governed. The
Criminal Law is not subject to the High Court and is administered wholly
by the Governor in his personal capacity. The Deputy (.‘.ommissioners,.the
(_Jommissioners, the Subdivisional Officers and mauzadars all come ina
link and in the whole field of ad ninistration there is nothing of judiciary
and the administration of law is only of an executive nature. These people
of thie Barpathar and Sarupathar area come under that category. They
represented to His Excellency the Governor their grievances by wire dated
the 19th June 1937 and also they represented these facts by letter subse-
quently. I think the Hon’ble Minister here is aware of the wire and the
grievances o_t' t_hc people and I hope these areas may be brought under the
ordmax:y Criminal and Civil law like the other areas where these privileges
are emjoyed.
Sir, the same thing applies to the civil law also. There also the
S;S:I;lmlssaner and the Deputy Commissioner are in a sense final authoritics ;
e re?mf lmﬁ: hold_s good in thf_: field of cnn} administration. I have no umti
princierl O the sections but I think I have given the House the fundumenti&i
e a pies and T appeal to the House that these people should not be treate
pressed classes and they should be brought under the same law as 18
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applicable to us. These people Sir, are not people of the hill tracts. These
are Assamese, Bengali, Marwari, Christian, who have their kith and kin
spread over the whole of Assam. There are about 13 or 14 tea-gardens all
belonging to respectable people including Europeans (laughter). Supposing
there happens such a case, God forbid, that at any time an European killed
a cooly of his garden ; -

Tue Hon’BLE THE SPEAKER : The hon. memberis using a word
which is not right ; he should say labourer. :

Srjur RAJENDRA NATH BARUA: I beg your pardon, Sir. Yes,
labourer. I hope the Hon’ble the Revenuc Minister will try to bring these
areas, piz., Barpathar and Sarupathar mauzas as early as possible under the
ordinary criminal and civil law. With these words I beg to commend my
motion to the acceptance of the House. : i

MRr.JOBANG D. MARAK : I support the motion. I have got in my
name another motion No. 16 that was programmed for thf’: 17th instant,
But I shall speak on this occasion and I support the cut notion with a few

ds. 2
- '%m: How’srLe Sryur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: I must

have sometime for reply, Sir.

Mr. JOBANG D. MARAK : This House has got so many children
and all of them cry for their needs and get sumething. I have no chance
yet to cry and so have not yet got anything.

Sir, the people of this age cannot possibly go back to the age of the
ancient Romans and Greeks. A simall part of the lifestory of that age was
pictured in the Virgil’s Anead and Xenaphone’s Anqlmsis. In Garo Hills
we are living at that age to-day. There is no knowing wien my dearly
loved wife shall be eloped away (greal laughter) and there s no law to
punish the culprit for that. There is no knowing when my pet cows that
are mother to my children and my valuable properties that are my souve-
nirs shall be snatched away from me but there is no punishment for the
offender. A Government without a good administration 1s just like a very
rich housz with an unjust and cruel father. I said in my budget speech
that I do not want good roads, or schools or things of that sort at the
expense of a good Government with good administration. By saying that
I do not mean to say that I do not want all these good things. I would
wish that I had time enough to explain this Akhim Kanga. It is not lawful
for a widow to marry again without the consent of the clansman of the
deccased husband. T beg to refer to page 69 of the book “The Garos” by
Colonel A. Playfair who had the first hand knowledge of Garo Hills and
Garo Hills affairs. He says in that page, “In 1883 fifty women of the
Someswari Valley appeared in the Court at Tura and applied to be relieved
from the operation of this law. Their prayer was acceded to and Akhim
is no longer officially recognised”. But Sir, the present district administra-
tors are not mindful of this long standing precedent and owing to the contra-
vention of this rule the people are very seriously suffering to-day. I wish
that I have the time to give the exposition of this what I mean by this.

Sir, Garo Hills is a partially excluded area and her people are com-
mitted to the Governor’s charge. So he isour protector. I particularly
refer my grievances to the Hon’ble the Chief Minister. I further beg the
Hon’ble Chief Minister to take note that instructions and provisions should
be made so that these people who are living in the partially-excluded area
may be properly protected. There are instructions to His Excellency the
Governor from His Majesty the King Emperor. We must be well protected
and I draw the attention of the Hon’ble Chief Minister to our needs, We
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the distressed and mournful people, see the merciful and mighty Hon’ble
High Court standing at the gate of Judiciary with her arms wide stretched
calling us tenderly to enter into the city of Justice and equity and partake
of peace and happiness which is the fruit of judicature’s merciful act and
the function of judiciary the Hon’ble the High Court.

With these few words I beg to support the motion.

Mr. BENJAMIN CH. MOMIN: I beg to support the motion
of the hon. member Srijut Rajendra Nath Rarua with regard to the admi-
nistration of justice in the Barpathar and Sarupathar mauzas of Golaghat.
In supporting the motion I beg to inform the House that the administration
of Garo Hills is still unsatisfactory as it was in the past. We have represen-
ted the matter to the past Government but we have not lJ_ccn f:wour_cd with
a response to it. The present Government of Garo Hills mchad of llsteu‘mg
10 our entreaties and prayers turns deaf ears and th'c result is _rz}ther _retro-
grade, from bad tn worse. If the status and condition of administration of
Garo Hills is so now under the new reforms although we have taken shelter
In it or inhabitants of the partialiy-excluded area, I wonder what would
have been the condition of administration of justice in our hills if Garo Hills

ad remained ag totally excluded area. My colleague has ah'cady‘spoken
enough on this matter ard I think I need not waste time by repeating the
same. I, therefore, request the hon. members of this House to support this
motion so that justice may be done every where. y

With these few words, I again support the motion and resume
my seat,

Ture Hox’err Srijur ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Can I
speak, Sir ? : :

Tae How'sre tne SPEAKER: We have reached the time.

THE Howsie Sryuor ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: Only
one word, Sir. We have already taken notc of this matter and we shall
do our hest to bring the ordinary rules in force, in the partially-excluded
areas. Judging from what Mr. Marak says the matter 1s serious, we shall
txpedite action.

SRiUr RAJENDRA NATH BARUA: Can the Hon’ble Minister
fit':ltc '.E!l definite time within which these areas will com= uader the general

aw ¢
- TuE Hon'BLE Sryjur ROHINTI KUMAR CHAUDHURI: I cannot
give any definite time, Sir, because we have to move dificrent a}lthorll_lL'5~

Sryur DEBESWAR SARMAH: What are the probabilities, Sir ?

{The motion was nnt put for want of time.)

Tz Howsre 7ae SPEAKER: Ouder, order. The motion before
the House is that a sum not exceeding Rs.6,88,200 be granted to
defray the charges which will comz in the course of payment during the
year ending on the 31st March 1938, for the administration of the
head “27—Administration of Justice”.

The motion was carried.

he council was then adjourned till 11 a. m. on Saturlay the
21st August 1937,

Shitlong ; A. K. BARUA,
The 26th September, 1937, Secretary, Legislative Assembly.




