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Proceedings of the Twelfth Session of the Assam
Legislative Assembly assembled after the
Fourth General Elections under the
Sovereign Demecratic Republican
Constitution of India.

The Assembly met in the Assembly Chamber,
Shillong, at 10 A. M. on Thusday, the 28th October, 1971
PRESENT

Shri Mohi Kanta Das, M,A. B.L. Speaker, in the Chair,
Twelve Ministers, eight Ministers of State, three Deputy
Ministers and Seventy three Members.

STARRED

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
( To which oral answers Were given )

Re : DEFICIT SYSTEM OF GRANTS RECEIVED
BY COLLEGES

Shri Narendra Nath Sarma asked :



#15.

(a)

(b)

Questions ' 28th October

Will" the Chief Minister be pleased to state—

“lHow many Colleges received deficit system of grant ?

( Piease state the names of the colleges. )

How many Colleges opened Science section upto
Final Year of the T.D. C. ( State the names) ?
How many Colleges received grant for Science section
and the names of those colleges ?

Whether it is afact that Kamal Dowerah College
of Dergaon opened B, Sc.. and get affiliation. from

__ the Dibrugarh University, ?

(e) ;

15.

(b)

(d)
(e)

Whether the Government will give substantial regyp.
ring and non-recurring grant to Kamal Dowerah

College, Deragoan in this year ?

‘$hii Mahendra Mohan Choudhury (Chief Minister) replicq .

(a) Fifty colleges receive ~grants-in-aid  under g
deficit system. A list of such colleges is placed on
the Table of the House.

Twenty-four colleges opened Science clasges upto
Part II B. Sc. (T. D. C.) standard. A [ist of such
colleges is placed on the Table of the Hoyge.

All the colleges as mentioned at  (b) above phave

received grant for Science sections
1970-71.

ch, it is a fact.

for the year

Due consideration will be given, subject tq availa-
bility of funds.

T



1971 Questions 7

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—Sir, it has been stated that
the Govt, has already adopted a principle for: giving
maintenance grants to different colleges. Whether that
grant can be given at an increased rate and it could

be converted to a running grant ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury— We are trying to
make the maintenance grant as recurring grants.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—In what way those colleges

with science sections are being helped financially ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury —There is no hard
and fast rule. It is done on the availability of funds.
But one principle is there — whatever grant the colleges

get from the U. C. G. a matching grant is going to be

made by the Government.

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami—b3Fitq cafeal ¢ 3203 ¢RIl
TR IAw capm J2A 3fe o+fem, a% /> L3I (6T (XA 4R
JCAGS bIwiza Deficit grants farg 3 A2 ? ]

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury — ¢A% ¢339l wgAf7 (7%
T 3faz At o, =[2G D@I AT sife  AGAT AFAY S| G-
T @5l AfRm @ 3 carel A B0 IR AT AT LIS
fFgnia wrmms Deficit orant fam (st SIF el /Cq"ff‘n
College s Ad-Hoc grant =it Matching grant I W8T & F
targ |

Shri Sailen Medhi— iy [fRat® Science College =ita 12
ILAGCIRY 3308 ¢of(cs Bfaa® condition fullfil =31 =ree Deficit




8 Questions 28th October

grant ¢#ifa] 2i® 3% Deficit grant ¢l I=2T] College =itz fy
oiitE2 fasts condition fullfil =31 =13 |

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury —condition fullfil =y
FAS (algq q@rs  Deficit grant @l =12, =8 condition
fulfil #31 College ¢z Deficit grant {131

Shri Sailen Medhi— Deficit grant fa#{3 331 53T a3f3qry ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—c521 31 0ztg, 331
1§72 23 AT (AT |

Shri A.N. Akram Hossain—y23&! T2 ST ¢ B N
eog® Fras TdAigs Deficit grant faal 20 31 RO efg e
@3 Deficit grant <fx?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—S4J& sfgyfag -z
aeon g@ Bejif 512 wie we  Building, College library
wii% University 3 affilition 2&if AITANIE 391 farapy e
Deficit grant feaizs 1 °

Shri Hiralal Patowary— f%id (%F8% p3zyr3 BaCkWard
Area i RfAn(T swae Fag A2 (12 6 Gy Priorit
feata @13 Gauhati 573792 TG ¥ W8 WNEE oy Wﬁy
@l (zre—sifera cquality 3gi3 Jifdata ztH Backwarg Areaz
w7ag AAlfeq A | (73 IR BIFNT T NS aagy 9

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury —5i3fs e
TS | 9 T

B3I AT AR | AIG! (ARG SR iy farg - :
ra

frata w3 =iy fArasal wl | n

Shri Sarat Chandra Rabha-gqqs Frag At Pormg



1971 Questions 9
ssion frait 712 cAf® 2

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—=taie c4t@iq  Permi-
ssion RfEmiEay 39 wie IU3FY ol oife waz 9 (3w
Grant fagia cwas 53513 —fauia AfRmER Bel faa sia i
fafq facg |

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—@3ts1 @41 =7l F2wIq A9
iR Al @ agdm 7 zAe fqei«s afe @b @Rl
363 1% wAe (vmAy faw Maea 1 fRae 3tEee wgafe faa
tere 3 ffFaies RS (0w @ 949 tele SIS Fosl f ©ie3 A
gty Beyify gyl faz &S ! North Lakhimpur College
47 wf% sjafa Science Frm WA OF Science fAstsi® AT
gy gfaa 4sicsl gara ol wAfs Test tube 73 Wt (ST
i m— SR L (L Bl 3Ryl A 3

53T fors (33T ¢

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury —®&A% fasias Univer-

sity Grant Commission ¢§ s Building, Science Building,
Library, Apparatus 3enfaq Facd Szl fealy AwET IR
Gi% Sl wrmw (Aetes e (il L8R @ fames U. G. C3
Atstw w1 @oa cedmmAs @A fami sAfg FEE U. G. C3R

AALA (63 7T | (F3A Matching grant 2 sitfar s |

Shri Govinda Chandra Bora — faf@@il® Science College v/q
a53 5fF =i wijs 33 A9 B. Sc e *fq el ifg7e  ©f®

Grant fagis w9) sqaid farasal SR 2

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—Deficit grant fqaca
631 FfAT |



10 Questions 28th October

Re : CATTLE LOAN
- M. A Musawwir Choudhury asked :

* 16. Will the Minister-in-change of Revenue be pleased
to state—

(a) What is the amount sanctioned as cattle loan for
the district of Nowgong in 1971 ?

b) The basis for such sanction ?

(c) Whether it is a fact that without the requisition of
the Deputy Commissioner, Nowgong, the Revenye
Minister has sanctioned an amount of Rs. one lakp
for the “Bakani Assembly Constituency” also ?

(d) If so, why the Honourable Minister has not sanctjq.
ned any amount to Rupahihat constituency in Spite
of Deputy Commissioner’s proposal ?

(¢) How many petitions for cattle loan have beep reco.
mmened by the Nowgong Sadar S.D. C. apgd Sama-
guri S.D.C. which are lyingin the Office of Deputy
Commissioner, Nowgong ?

Shri Paramananda Gogoi ( Minister of State, Revenye

)
replied :
16. (a)—Rupees 1,45,000.
(b)--This was sanctioned on the public representation
and on the recommendation of the Minister, e

and Village Industries, etc. and Shri
Huda, M. L. A.

M. Shamsuyj



1971 Questions 1K}

(c)— Government was satisfied with -the recommendation: .
of the above mentioned Honourable Minister regarding,
the needs of the cultivators of Bokani and: Marigaon.s

constituency for which rupees one lakh was sanctioned.

(d)—Deputy. Commissioner, Nowgong did not =move. .
for cattle loan specifically for Rupahihat Conslx.uency
But a proposal was received from Deputy Conmissioner
for Rs. 1 lakh as cattle” loan for the  flood = afff‘ued
cultivators of Bokani, Dhing, Rtipzihih'ef Ahd s Mori>
gaon constituency on 15th March 1971% Co’nsi'_‘.:cz‘i_ﬁg_;
the number of catlle lost and the amoumnt $f*R§787,200™
already sanctioned earlier this proposal was conSl

dered to be not justified. s FetE bR PTE

(e)—The number of cattle loan apphcatlons recommended

by Sadar S. D.C. is 6and by Samaguri S. D- C 1s
52 which are now pending with Deputy Comm]SSIOI’lCl

M. A. Musawwir Choudhucy-f#3 3% 51 'Wxs”wr\é'
fEata 3 w3 arefa wa@y eEed (@Al ABW Cattle| i1éan
I PR Ao wiE 1 aifers AF A NI A oy <RI fRTEF
A R M SV S il e
=3 Asita (afF ¢ Azl APy Political Conc;tdemtlun #fa fogls
e T - e ST RGN aff; oi1é fasiis
Toify»2 Recommend =3 S5 1E0Z g\,t:{QT”f cﬂ? ‘Wf ‘?TET 71“ & 'W;’ ® i
ifs = 9 v

P
s i

: V . — £ Toiwy =5 T
Sri Paramananda Gogoi~ 98 AT © ¢ @ma TE© PG AR

@ Government was satisfied with the recommenda}ioh;_of;




12 Questions 28th October

the above mentioned Honourable Minister regarding the
needs of the cultivators of Bokani and Morigaon constitu-
ency for which rupees one lakh was sanctioned.

M. A. Musawwir Choudhury —8sigea Recommendation
@IRRANF  Cattle loan i (51 3 Sieqwiy otvm @raeal ars |

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami—D. C. 3 Recommendation
w12, % 7T Recommendations ¢z 53 51 sanction @3y g7 |
7 %4 ie=12 tFe @ D. C. wi=S. D.G. 5 Recommnedation

MOTE AR BI Al g7 | @3B sigmoiy Rrard e FALF P
a%B] I TN SRR g |

Shri Paramananda Gogoi - st WF\TH AW TY] 74T A
*f3 frml AR 9 T MG Boige  cym A eital

Atul Chandra Goswami- 37 cstatary 5oy fag 23 (O
A (I 1F7 AT F AF9T 97 o2 feprars: ey
frn @ Rty affsigem @ ? Qe wls o

Az fAfen 12 o5k I &R fafem @ ey @i fafes

Shri Paramananda Gogoi —fa3iq TE-TZ AR B (351
fAstNa AfFsi fire iR w@ATS e %4 faw targ, Relief
%Y | T 94ge base I TGS Agew B 4397 4 oy
g7 | 3% iFsfE siiw g 928

Shri Prabhat Narayan Choudhury—f@si sifgnteq @ fasy

za A$ 3T 323w ATty 3R ey AR =91 wiffa fasifag
%9 {¢ who is deserving of cattle loan, whe ther he is deserving

of cattle loan, if his cuttle is washed away by flcod or cattle
loan is given for purchase of new cattle, what is the basis,
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Shri Paramananda Gogoi— (if$3F Ta3 5 A2 f=dig
Fiqe 2 fogl 7 AREAwy ez Aiefed wig e Wy | 2ee
S fasia &) 3 =9 A% @fe 2 AFF FRCA ¥O BFI®
foql 7 | wzgwl TA AEEAfEARS A=A e AT TIE A SAFEE
@ERe 3f¥ farg | fFaie 3gqs DI sifaeiiy 3f3g3 IR ATH
fita (A6 ey T3 (iRl g9 ABrRl (A14RF 918 1 ¢ IRI |

Shri Phani Bora _lThl 03 (¥ A8 ﬁéfﬁﬁ ciiiPE faar
w1274 1% 2T FIACA @ AL O 2AHI S| fafem | i3 foede AT
iy 53l (33 @ IR AEs fiE tare @ e 313

B3l (o758 faatg Frard aefEd 2RI R fare  qf= (T2 | @feRl
e 2573 (q aB( AR I AFAN AP GITBR fEAtT #IdTA 8¢

2T 53] @8 FACE] (I [AGAT TR fmET A3l (4 F9.AFI A3
aiF 73 Report 3 ¢7® @ 3 @351 93l e | WA 1 rate

fore izq] elgere [T A% AR (ST AR 43 FTZ AR
oy (oAl @y Agrez (R B wjIEIq FfIIF FERTL JUIA

AT8TR | GRIDI T2 s Pal | S B sre (1 iy Report 3 €730
fofs ofq Bl faal Latg =% @2 T2 fataq Record sisieqAR

ews  3fX Aqas WiNE AT (AP

Shri Biswadev Sarma—«32 ST (337 IFieey IRy Recomil-
end qre faal 1%, FiAAw AA DAsivga zHIzS R v Al
Recommend 3fX7z (8 98 7afds whiZeta @fe A A=A
=@ Aty fare | @ I3 5k A31e Report S(it2 (T 3 TYIS
@2 787 qiELTe (AfF wOAT (grE | I SR (IR LS 2
tyE fasira #ittrz 7 18 R0 42 SH® I |

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami - T3 s@aCeinay &3 f
Sta ofl3ge] | @3 (8 BRTel faml T GG A aglg Reco-
mmendation ¢s (Al FAE AT AT RIARA gri8e Recomm-



14 Questions 28th October

endation 3fX T2 | 8¢ ZiEE 531 sof 7S ATl | A W wte
@Rl e 2 W 1 sAifIeg | fos wew oul UGS AzF =Wiwig
@Eaiw 72 D. C. ¥ sfiars w419 3@l | oS gy
gl oteJAia Report =113 sgrama @esl (3 S @4 B30 fawl zo—
AR QN AAAFT] TFLAAAS (37 (77 734 |

Biswadev Sarma — 3th1 @Bl ArEst @ |

( cortEisa )

Zats fardl @4 Tz (TRT51 @B Specific Area aiza | @Bl Area 3

Po| Tz 2 TAA Area 3 FA| (FCALE T8

( cattamia )

M. A. Musawwir Choudhury — «wsa M. L. A g 53\
ST A Al 531 (73 173 (818 WANT W 9, @@, @F i
3 wrags @ fF3 /3 @ rata ?

Shri Lakhyadhar Choudhury— Sir, this is a questioq
“What is the amount sanctioned as cattle loan for the district
of Nowgong in 1971 9" It is not for a particular

area,
but for the whole Nowgong District.

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami- Sir, out of 1 lakh 45

thousands one constituency has been given one lakh and the
rest 45 thousands. what is the reason ?

Shri Paramananda Gogoi—eiy 2% 31 a4 747w wify
s-5 95 SIATE AZRI | (P04 (AZ 741w 4 Cattle loan gt



17l Questions 15

faam | Cattle loan f& {3 Raas (73 afwst ©ig IATI © 51 St e
TI8S I (Z0E |

5) 390 pA® AFAlAle TRl AT BfER oE ARl AATS |
2) 533y 575 4R I A ARG 771 AFAF AF (77 AATS |

o) A 7 [fEms aw  ifese ARte G AR |

@3 im ATe Tewe fefaedl W @rIAcl A1 FIA

@ AT feiR @3 adte A [EaE S eta Ao e |

FAN (Pl (s Fear oF A@E Sl 95l fRE1E A (B
ifde #Awy wyifsis @i Report 3 &ATHGT | S[[AZITe $89°- 95 bAS
MET T @ Aol 18 [Fars e S s ufafem AP A AT
89 Tiwiy g+ Bal fIsifafesl ©i= (BTB1 =ifq sa-»-9 SR fatel |
ST Sigs fIrpEy MBS (AEE [Fad ICI 8o A 51 facifae
W @2 53wy (e @ s3qi3  fargl | sa3d BALS | DO
A qFT s Wi 5@ fwifafes, o), G, (AT AT A3
ATA | fry AR Byl yA | AR T2 93 A0 (@ I v R
M B Bfenryy AEl 74 |

Shri Upendra Nath Sanatan —Ass AT ziza Cattle lean

9 Fad foalx 531 fom g9 s@ecewcd e |
(cstiwsien)

TG S AfETS A2y | AT $iT AfAAtAS T WA otlBE
fumice et 5l (ol Carg (A3 @Sl ABHCERCH SRET

Shri Kamini Mohan Sarma— 718 f&@r® SICLIRICNAlRED
A% JI® [FAI3 e bl Al tzre | 5T GAATA (F G2VF
AT AR qua Wfegas (ruta 5I [@RIT I 2fate | 38 TR
fa B9 faml Czra (i@ Tal «g@ NP fpatg A3 (1 A ati A



16 Questions 28th October

FAR A7 | ofeml @i AfRPEe @R e e ) FARTBI
wify gifgs fasicay |

Shri Paramananda Gogoi —a% 513 7 73 faeq List
951772 %4 7B MRS wifm w31 23 |

Shri Atul Chandra  Goswami- =g 5T, QA
AT @FA, B =T AHE qwES w4 RIEGROERGET
A2 eiais fFagsy |

Shri Paramananda Gogoi —=4j7 q2iME, RN =13 faq
AlfFy , (AP AN AT

Shri Dulal  Chandra Barua -4 ww3ies, 53 w8y
TElTAR o3 45 w9 FEI RelfFrel @ 4% *9 fagq Ao
fegala s Reea @3 faum = 931 29 | G— 31 wwas '
fears o¢ i oy 4% R 7 2 @A famm Sy
SFNT & fFag TAAER @aiy wiF Oi7 AgIE 5IF1aT FOF 717

w9 fawl 29 ) fRY QI ANEA oFES BT requisition
CATARIF (FTALT B3l A4 (77 7a 9

Shri Paramananda Gogoi - w2173, 93 Ry 72 Wisire? bag
wdifl @feaie 38 (T 5151 %9 eigars wiary six) firgy o
oirw AP 831 713 fHatg S w%r | wnal oA q3T Fowin
s% wfire o7 9B @ HfIrg @qm&gg A4 fra |

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua - srztws, a3rBy AT farqia

Fa | BAREE BTHI 531 iR | pawiRg wEw oqqy TR
Garht @i @al celeE | sifers & faew Bandl o snfafes s
fagay afems a9 2'a



1971 Questions 17

Shri Biswadev Sarma —sgi%  qtgiry, aoné f&ams flood
affected area. 3fewryy wiwes Report =ifsre (@ ®iy 3R\ TS
Afeam 21z | WS SNy @EN JFIAE TFASIS  report FTE
(T S I®F 37 «fSaw tere | AR AEE BFH] AW = T
S @ wid responsibility Jgw 7 |

Shri Bhubaneswar Barman—«% 3cgi4d, i€ faalg agd
AAIA recommendation 7rs 57 f7Fl 291 | (3% JIF 5139 WAL
recommend = eyl =we vF 77 Fza (53 2

Shri Biswadev Sarma - @3 83 33 @ire: fargl | SATSHS
QTATH  (ATHCe 2 F(A7A Te (7] AGI 7ZF | AT A I (I
TENE 3l @B Ty IA SIS @IFF WA I |

M. A Musawwir Choudhury--(&l7s, Sf4 ATAIF 4TS A
ayq watw AT zirs fafd ffeal | iR 499 B3l {39 @ 727 (1
M4 teea Rrapay (3 Gtars ¢ (ix  owas @ (dEw fF 7

Sri Paramananda Gogoi —sTsi®, WAAE (BWET BT
AT 3-5-9y wifard A13feral | wdigeAe Bl oive fefa5) 34
sifgs |

G-~ 339, pHw  (afeRIFA FEY NE  ANF A W, faeln—
3993 BY ¢ Iwqy I (fEFFY TAF A% AIAI AT AT A
T —u2{NifID c4fegdy FEX 4P 3 U3 A | T <51 fFHA
511 wotida Botra @ sial facet(h (2617 €2 qaiga #sfdl cere |
fife wpes emag] TiAAT A7 &3 w4 T@eR AT FCBANT
z W |

RE : REPORT OF THE SITE SELECTION COMMITTEE

Shri Maneswar Boro asked :




18 Questions 28th October
»17. Will the Chief Minister be pleased to state -

(a) Whether the final report of the Site Selection Commi-
ttee for selection of site for Capital has been sub-
mitted to the Government ?

(b) Whether the site for the new capital have becn
finalised ?

(c) If so, the site so selected ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury ( Chief Minister )

replied :
17. (a)—Yes.

(b) & (c)—The matter is now being looked into by g
Cabinet Sub-Committee and hence no site has yet
been finally selected.

Dr. Bhupen Hazarika —tsatas w41 arsiei g Brers
wAN BIFMA ATHA AEDN BB A 2wt airsy 7o) @i ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury -«3 ATF G4 WAty
fam e | (SfEHR @3 WA Rw Gig a Ifa ©ifare |

Dr. Bhupen Hazarika— ¢ 3agta 33w az = S Eiren
sqpia ot fa02 | @R AT 1237 Aww (@A sfFaEA| o

sq (A1 3@ 3 A w@ie @fF ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—s(5 agg s23 © 327 |
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Shri Dulal Chandra Barua — #5137 137 38 A2 SAIAA
=67 [E AR % siffes =ifs s Site Selection
frq oql (2i31 A3 ¢ WA 5YMg WA (26ita Al 41 WCAR(S
'S AT ¢

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—Site Selection %31
sy oy A (3% | (3% TALLE Al RV IIAS Tyl
@itz | Site Selection »31® @A (ziatT 139 wifd @Bl officers
commiitee #tf® frfgran | Officers committee 3~ fRreiit =12iq
fitss fag $i3q *al representation =(fze | SfS F7A (I 93 S
sasRa warA| 53 Arsian® eeirq iy @Bl fAre wifed FEC |
®1q fss =ix@ «yw Cabinet Sub Committee Ol |
s frs 513 fofs 981 wedr AR WEA 4F A AR EGiks
PrATe frg (7@ | WAZTS (I S “H] et TR
BT Wi Aei(A BN ARE A AT AZI | (AW SIS
WA estimate wifi A 5@ @AfcE ) WARES estimate
ARTFF wifr sR@aga Aifzdq 71 Architect, Engineer, Surveyor
N fafe wFata gee oy 59 AEA | o7 I FASTAI
AT ¢ (FE Ba oymya G3ca Wi AR ERIRES Bifq gfgeal |

Dr. Bhupen Hazarika - 93 #=t# (FRAFAA 5% 51372 AT ?
Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—8 35 T L |
Dr. Bhupen Hazarika~ =% ¢#261 4= A AP ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhur)"‘"ﬁmaq @FA® O
Tis faAg’ sfagiaae @4q |

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami—3I@id Project report



20 Questions 28th October

) (208 @2 AE (ofenl =T @il 3R S wiw @ e
Site F™T#F AT I Tq |

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—{@ai ciia=sira siizay
e | fefd 233 39l (Fal stz IS ©fa WALIS “Hifareae oy
zfa =izl |

Shri Gaurisankar Bhaitacharyya—«3 fsfqqgata ga (g
oJifgsa aféitz Afz 2

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—Rt81 @zt 4 |
Shri Debeswar Sarmah—wv 3g3ta (I9@3 539y = 19ifG
Ffa3 AR ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury - (i=IaTT =isifg 5ay
4z fee @efe J3fqme Fma EnF=ea 4 I8 ARE oirs

o] (202 !

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua - 4T M7 o218 sy
gaadl WM (B AT fite 1% AN 23 g
frg © 92407 WO AR 29id] @ M I 20 (g,
oad (FES 7 3 AN, wWAIF (TS OIS 5y fHmie =
et A AZR B oliw | AT AT g o
g 2 bd RT A aE, erad 3R @ 2 qu.
qraA? fSATE AfSaE aifen A7 @O qifig aTr;:q:

Shri Mohendra Mohan Choudhury - e TR Maximum
e 2191 T CARCA 73t 61 Bl e |

Shri Soneswar Bora -« 31 #5ytafd [{iB 3refy S
gt AIRCE (WP W AT GRSt a0 cpife
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QT 73 wiF fAeaEe Aifer 398 (I 4z =2 frzg AR
fadfa +31 F2 oraztar @8 FY MEANT JAIH AR FENE
efFPt SR 2 NN JUTR e WAEDTS AT @l
B A5 1 (afF 2

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—c#2t81 #p1 J23
TN YR T4 AzH | BB A(olas, BT B
fa61a 1 (wérAlte Iz (3 @Izible oifera qe (@ AlHl =F
IR [rge ANGAw S (1R WReBl Jragr A
w33 =fefIe vo (FifS Bl 2Ig %I |

M. Shamsul Huda—u«32 (3 ¢ (3ifs Bl faval gfe ¢ate 140
N FNGI wA(dre CANIE wWite @ o ¥ Plan estimate

A3 fagl wf0g ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—fZsR T AR
etk | fRpI s ¢ (ifs wivea fAgl Czre, detail estimate
fibs zq1 33 |

Shri Sailen Medhi—=itsit® =ifa @faferat 13 @@ 6331 AW
4N sy Status ¢ RAEr® g | B8 @ AZS AR =F
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(o) (@AIR-BIHE fax AT FAT 3500 BAT— 3,000 5] |

(8) wiwsiiy fam fAAM BAF >DYVI HAE—>,°°° all

(2)— cowiife feqmalé fam AT Fa MR BATAS IAF fofaes
7z wsd Bl el W2 w1 Retfy NS S «ww
3 5% cfely siee %@ IMbE 2 BFA FAIE T
4q67 I wifdm SReaez AR GI AA T (S 430N
4353 BplA 93 fefadq Fra wif¥e A3 IF 651 AT

SieHl

(o) — (¥) iz Beqe OrEd. A AJBI I AANE Ffqca F
Bl famie [yl 9 2T

Shri A. N. M. Akram Hussain —&&sosreing, 243 veTe
e @ FfREw FOE oG @ W R AT 251 WS SoNi®
el 23 | eloy Fg Bl (AFY RS (A2 BFIT ToEFT VA6 ([N
Rifis »Rzanz atA) FBa 541 faml 27 | 98 F8 ¥ @3 oI o1 forw
gNal (3w wm ctete @SfE ¥ | AT BTG QT oTst faara

w4l fAcasay i3 ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury (Chief Minister) —fRf¥fs
LR RERE S E BT I AU RS _ i3 FEE AR T | Al

2 B33 utilisation certificate =TsiAT €S A =g B
fm 2@ ammy oas (B oge 7@ %2 FI Eieifagay |
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cef®q1 (18781 Managing Committee (X faata Witz «i® AR IR
Af 5ol areatare ) wgd, T W A7 FAT W[ W
13 DIt qiq] (18 FicE) I Hf@ o e ATET A2 1 2B ity
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Certificate «% wgaiwy  a3f3e; =Fae 33 Direct .D. 1.3
SAMAT FCT 73 9 %A | |

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury — @27E(q f%f“@ wfSrate 3
fata e7r© Ffag el | . ;

RULING BY THE SPEAKER - ADJOURNMENT'
MOTION— HUNGER STIKE BY THE MEMBERS
OF THE ALL ASSAM NON.DEFICIT HIGH SCHOOL

TEACHERS’ ASSOCIATION s

Mr. Speaker—Yesterday, hon. -members Sarbashri

Gaurisankar Bhattacharjee, Dulal Chandra Barua, Ramesh
Mohan Kauli, Promode Chandra Gogoi tabled adjourn-
ment motions for discussing the situation arising out -
of “the hunger-strikes resoted to DY Members of the All
Assam Non-deficit High School Teachers Association and
members of a large number of trade Unions of Gauhati
with a view to draw the attention of the Government
to their various grievances. There was discussion for and
against the admissibility of the motion.

The  Chief Minister, in his ' elaborate statement,
House to understand

opposing the motion, gave the
he grievan- -

what steps he had taken for the redress of t
ces of the non-deficit High School Teachers Association.
He also referred to the problems of the workers arising
out of the closure of Peco Printing Works, Natun -
Assamiya and other Industries of the State and explained -
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the position of the Government with regard to the
possible steps he proposes to take. He, on suggestion
by some Members of the House agreed to meet the
members of the Aided High School Teachers Associa-
tion as well as the Industrial workers.

I understand, he met them and discussed with them
theire various problems and the strike was called off.

In view of the facts stated above, the motion has become
infrucituous and I disallow it.

Re : PRIVILEGE MOTION

Mr. Speaker —I have received a note on previlege motion
from Shri Lakshya Dhar Choudhury against the Minister,
Finance. But the Minister, Finance is ill. According to
Rules he should be served with notice and as no notice
was served to him, under Rule 157 the consideration
of the notice is deferred. Now, Mr. Bhattacharyya.

Re: SONAPUR PRIMARY HEALTH CENTRE

«Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya — Mr. Speaker, Sir, day
before yesterday I received a telegram from Sonapur which
forms a part of Chief Minister’s Constituency to the fact
that in the Public Health Unit there food supply to the
indoor patients has been stopped and that this has created

extreme difficulty to the indoor patients of the Hospital

“#Speech not corrected.

' o\
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and also it has created some amount of public resent-
ment. After receiving the telegram I contacted some of
the people there over telephone. I learnt that due to -
some difference of opinion between the Hospital autho-
rities and the contractor, who was to supply food, the
food supply to the indoor patients has been stopped. Now,
I understand that due to rise in prices of various com-
modities the contractor felt that it was not profitable
for him to supply the materials and that this was one
of the reasons why there was stoppage of food supply.
Be it as it may be. These unfortunate patients, who
are there in the hospital as indoor patients should not
go.on starving. It was unfortunate that some of the
neighbouring people there are to prepare food in their
own houses or in the houses of some relatives w_ho are
available and they have been feeding their patients. But
this sort of arrangement cannot continue for, long. There-
fore, in the interest of lives of those unfortunate patients
I beg to draw the attention of the House and pray that
the House do persuade the Government to Sc€ that the
indoor patients of the hospital not only at Sonapur but
also every where are not suffered from supply of food

for this short of administration.

Shri Chapa Sing Teron ( Minister, Health ) —Mr.

Speaker, Sir, the matter to which the hon. Mem-

i j ur
ber Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharjee has drawn o.
n our possession. The matter 1s

have been taken

attention is very much 1
being looked into and necessary Steps
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to ease the position of the hospital at the Primary
Health Centre at Sonapur. As regards supply of commo-
dities, as the hon. members know, usually tenders are
called for and the lowest tenderer is allotted the work for
supply of diets to the hospitals. Similar practice is followed
in this particular case also. A contractor was appointed
for supply ef diet for the Sonapur Primary Health Cen-
tre. But, unfortunately, as the honourable members are

aware, due to rise in price of food stuff, the contractor
felt that it would not be profitable to him and he has
refused or declined to supply diet to the hospital. Un-
fortunately, there is some diffulty on the part of the
patients there. The €ivil Surgeon called for fresh tender
and after receiving the tenders he has forwarded them
to the Director of Health Services. The D. H. §. has
accepted the tender and both by telephone and telegram
the contractor who has been allotted the contract was
instructed to supply the diet immediately. I hope this
will ease the position and there will be no difficulty for

supplying diet in future.

CALLING ATTENTION TO A MATTER OF URGENT
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE -FAVOURITISM IN
A.S. R. T. C. Deal

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—Mr. Speaker, Sir, under
Rule 54 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Businees in the Legislative Assembly, I beg to call the

i
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attention of the hon. Minister of Transport etc. to a
news-item published in the Assam Tribune dated 8th
October, 1971 under the caption ‘‘Favouratism in A. S.
RS @) eal e

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—Who will reply ?
Mr. Speaker—The Minister, T. A.D. will reply.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—In the news-item published
in the Assam Tribune dated the 8th October, 1971, under
the caption ‘Favouritism in A. SEVR F TG IDeal &t
has been stated that although it is the avowed policy
of the Govt. to give preference to local people in the
matter of contract in this particular case the contract has
been allotted a contractor from outside. When time with-
out numbers both inside the House and outside the
Govt. has announced that local people should get prefe-
rence why and how an outside contractor could get the
contract. and for which the Govt. had to incura heavy
loss. Therefore I want to know who 18 responsible for
this loss— whether the Minister or any officer for whose
advice these things were done which deprived a local

contractor from getting the contract.

Shri Joybhadra Hagjer ( Minister, T A. D) - Mr. Speaker,
Sir, the matter relates to the settlement  of contract
for building steel bodies of 25 number of Tata Mercedes

Benz 5-tonner trucks. The following three tenders were

received. The parties were :
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1. M/s Goenka Automobiles of Gauhati

2. M/s Himatsinka Enterprise of Tezpur

3. M/s Baroda Seal of Guwahati

The rates were M/s Goenka Automobiles—Rs. 6856;

M/s Himatsinka Enterprise—Rs. 6200/, and M/s Baroda
Seal—Rs. 5990/.

The tender of M/s Himatsinka Enterprise was reje-
cted as it did not conform to the specifications. The
tender of M/s Baroda Seal was not complete in all the
details, but this being of a minor and of technical nature
his tender was treated as valid. The Government were
then left with a choice between Goenka Automobiles and

M/s Baroda Seal-both of Gauhati. The matter was
referred to the Chief Automoble Engineer of Assam State

Transport Corporation for a report regarding reliability,
reputation and body building experience of both the firms,
The Chief Automobile Engineer obsetved that M/s Baroda
Seal did not have previous experience of building steel
bodies. Of course he had earlier undertaken construc.
tion of wooden bodies of State Transport and he had
no workshop of his own. The body building he had
prev.i0U31Y done was in the State Transport workshop at
Gauhati. The Chief Automobile Engineer felt that it
would not be safe for the Govt. to hand over 25 chasis
worth about 10 lakhs to M/s Baroda Seal as he did
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not have a secured place to park these vehicles. M/s
Baroda Seal had informed the Government that he would
use the workshop of Agro-Industries Corporation, but
did not produce any letter of permission from the Agro-
Industries when asked to do so. The only party left in
the field was M/s Goenka Automobiles who also agreed
it reduce the rate to Rs. 6300/- The firm had built

steel bodies for NEFA and Nagaland previously. According
to the Chief Automobile Engineer the actual cost of body

building comes to Rs. 5650/-. In view of this Rs. 6300/-
was considered quite reasonable and the contract was
settled with the firm. The difference per body was 310/—
and not Rs. 1500/-, and the total extra expenditure
incurred was Rs.7750/-. Government felt justified for
spending this extra amount considering the safety assured
and the dependability of the firm in meeting an urgent
and critical situation in the Mizo Hills. The so-called
episode referred to in the news item concerns adiffe;‘ent
matter and not connected in any Way with the body
building.

Lastly, it may be mentioned that the work order
with M/s Goenka Automobiles was placed on ST
The trucks were delivered in batches of 10,5 and 10,
The last delivery was on 26.4.71. It is a fact that in the
original work order the period of delivery was one month.
but due to non-availability of materials -immediately the
firm could not complete the body construction within
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one month.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua —1It is a fact that a Junior
officer had given Vthe work order ?

Shri Jay Bhadra Hagjer - After Government have decided
foliowing all the formalities to settle the contract with
this firm, it does not really matter who issued or signed
the actual order. The loss as I have already stated {s
Rs. 7750/- in lieu of safety assured and dependability

assured.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua — Whether the firm who had
given lowest tender was asked about their ability for

construction of this thing as per conditions [ajd down
in the tender ?

Shri Joy Bhadra Hagjer—I said that the firm had

experience in body building but not steel body. That

firm built bodies of buses for the State Transport of

wooden body. That firm may therefore be called to
have experience in the line but not with  stee] body

building.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua - When 2 Person or firm
comes forward with a particular tender, he should have
known his full capacity, How government of the officer
concerned could know in advance that the

_ firm could
do the job ?

Shri Joy Bhadra Hagjer ~ No, no, that was not said.
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All that was sald is that he had no workshop of his
own ,he did not get any permission from the Agro-

industries Corporation.

THE ASSAM LAND AND REVENUE REGULATION
( FIRST AMENDMENT ) BILL, 1971.

Shri Biswadev Sarma ( Minister, Revenue ) —Sir, I beg
leave of the House to introduce the Assam land and
Revenue Regulation ( First Amendment ) Bill, 1971.

Mr. Speaker —has the hon. Minister leave of the House

to introduce the bill.

( The leave was granted )

Shri Biswadev Sarma—I introduce the Bill.
( The Secrectary of the House read out the title of the

Bill )

THE ASSAM FOREST REGULATION ( AMENDMENT )
BILL, 1971.

Shri Ramendra Basumatari ( Minister, Forest ) Sir, 1 beg

leave of the House to introduce the Assam Forest Regu-

lation ( Amendment ) Bill, 1971.

Mr. Speaker— Has the hon. Minister leave of the

House to introduce the Bill.
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( The leave was granted )

Shri Ramendra Basumatari—I introduce the Bill.
( The Secretary of the House read out the title of the Bill)

FURTHER DISCUSSION ON THE NORTH-EASTERN
AREA ¢ RE-ORGANISATION) BILL, 1971

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua —Sir, the Bill which has come
before us, we received it yesterday. There are some Consti-
tutional experts and they can do well in their deliberations,
But layman like us, unless we go through the pros and cons
of the Bill, it will not be possible on our part to make any
good observation because it is concerned with the future of
this region. Only one day is fixed and thisis not sufficient.
So, may I propose that the time be extended upto tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker—Tomorrow is No-Confidence day. !

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—No, next Friday. So far 45 1
am concerned, I have gone only through one part of (he Bill
and many hon. Members will also take part in the debate.

Mr. Speaker — The Business Advisory Committee consi-
dered that there will be two Bills—one will take Jess time and
some time will be spared from the first day.

<But yesterday,
the whole day was spent and it js for the

House to decide.

Shri Phani Bora—That Business Advisory Committee was

-~
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not in a position to know that this particular Bill will be
moved. As a member of the Business Advisory Committee,
at the very first meeting of the Business Advisory Commi-
ttee, we would formulate about the whole programme.
Then we could not envisage that thisis being introduced.
Now the recent meeting of the Business Advisory Commi-
ttee was also not in possession of the Bill. Had the Bill
been circulated two days before, that is, on the very first day
of the opening of the Assembly, then there would have been
time for the hon. Members to go through it and speak out
their minds in respect of this Bill. I came back only last
night and I have gone through only few pages of the Bill.
This Bill is supposed to be discussed very carefully and
careful considerations are to be given while taking up in
the Parliament for final adoption of the Bill. Our view-points
should also de duly considered. Therefore in view of the
importance of the Bill, I consider that time should be given
to the Howble Members for their study. But I donot know
as to how to adjust the time for this.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury (Chief Minister) — Sir,
tomorrow is a private members’ day. If the Hon’ble
Members forego their private members’ day: then we have

no objection to sit. But the dificulty is genuine.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya — We can sit today, the

whole day and tomorrow, let us start in the first half. If

necessary, then we shall see if we have to sit in the second
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half. Upto 9th we may extend. If necessary, for private
members, one day may be extended; that may be considered.
The Business Advisory Committee may immediately afer
12-30 meet today for final decision in the matter. It may

continue till tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker ‘Is it the sense of the House that the
debate on Bill be continuing till tomorrow ?

(Voices — yes.)

Mr. Speaker—As suggested by Shri Bhattacharyya, the
Business Advisory Committee will sit and discuss as to
how to adjust it.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—On that particular day,
No-confidence motion has been fixed and therefore my
submmission is that you should honour the sentiment
of the hon. members and time may kindly be extended by
one day.

Mr. Speaker—I cannot extend the time unless the
House agrees and unless the Business Advisory Commi.
ttee agrees to it.

The dcbate on the North Eastern Areas ( Reorganisa-
tion ) Bill, 1971, in the Assam Legislative Assembly is to
reach the Government of India by the 6th November,
1971. The official Reporters, both English and Languages,
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will hand over the completed speeches to individual
members by 11 a. m. on 28th and 29th Octobsr, 1971

respectively.

I would, therefore, request the hon. Members to
correct their speeches and return to the Editor of Deba-
tes by 4 p.m. on 30th October/I971 so that the extracts
could be cyclostyled and forwarded to th: Government

of India in time.

Shri Phani Bora—=x2 4B =4l »3 Hfarel @ fa 7=
ATE SNt A@.@ faca @2 AwA (@R ©rq e
23 7 QAR @i 3hfe (Bot (FER witg ! Siferd ©F AN
5N FfEA (R zE! WE SUNl FRAAS FAY 2T |

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—'Gel ATElE @4
TR wise  qwid frraEs 9 |

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—@igiq g3 SIS
92F Aff@Ritase |

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—sacal Qaigd oiai®l @i
T |

Mr. Speaker—We have got about 10 speakers to-day.
I hope the hon. Members wili be brief in their observa-
tions so that all who have indicated their willingness to

speak may be accommodated.
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Shri Debeswar Sarmah—Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have no
intention of contradicting the Chair but this isa very
vital matter and once and for all a portion or a chunk
of flzsh from the body of Assam is going to be taken
away and all that you can do is t> give us proper and
adequate facilities to give vent to our feelings. I can
only request you that the Chair will not ring the bell,
because it is a vital matter. You may not apportion time.
We will not submit to it—you will not shove us out
of the discussion. You can pull us up if we repeat or
if we go on filibustering. But if we do not repeat and
there is no trend of filibustering, [ am sure, with the
unlimited power that the Chair has, you cannot pull us
up. It is avery vital matter and once and for all we
are sitting here to-day for liquidation of Assam, ang
you cannot pull us up.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya — Mr. Speaker, Sir, at the
very outset I must confess that due to paucity of time
I have not been able to give adequate attention to the
different provisions of the Bill and, therefore, you will
please excuse me if I cannot be very precise ang if I
take a little more of your indulgence. Sir, as | said, it

is most painful and heartrending that our beloved land

Assam, should be disintegrated, pieces should be gljced.
away. Who is to blame for it ? Is it the people of (je plains
is it the people of the Hills ? No, not that. It is the Congress

misrule which has brought us to such g pass. At the

et e )
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time of our independence, at the dawn of our indepen-
denve and at the time when the Constitution of India
was adopted, a healthy process had started. Assam, parts
of which the British Imperialists had kept as excluded
areas, or partially excluded areas came to be
embraced in Assam as included areas. Assam got
not only a geographical but also a political entity.
Under the liberal leadership of late Gopinath Bordoloi
a policy of love and accommodation did start and conti-
nued for some time; but unfortunately after his death
the reverse process started. There was a gang of conspira-
tors in the midst of the descendants of the imperial gaddi of
New Delhi and they were all along conspiring to disintegrate

this vital and sensitive part of our mother country.

They wanted, in their parochial interest to disintegrate
this arega. They wanted to sow seeds of distrust,
harted and distuption. If we would have been wise,
if we would have been humble, if we would have been
really sensible, we would have seen this conspiracy and
would. not have indulged in pride and prejudices. Un-
fortunately, however, the high-browdness, the vanity, the
parochialism and above all the administrative inefficiency
and corruption of the Congress regime made different
parts of the State and the different sections of the people

restive and resentful.

The result was that instead of winning the hearts of our
Naga brothers, all that we succeeded indoing was to
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estrange their feelings. Instead of considering Assam’s
people as their kith and kin, as their own,
they began to look to New Delhi or even to centres
beyond the seven seas. So, the result was that Assam
was for the first time disintegrated in 1962 in the regime
of late Bimala Prasad Chaliha. At that time, however,
this Assembly had registered its feeling and when that
matter, viz, the Nagaland Bill came for consideration
of this House then Shri B. P. Chaliha himself had moved
in this Assembly a motion and it was unanimously
adopted. The date was 6th of August, 1962. In the
course of that Motion he said that ‘“‘this Assembly is
of the opinion that the provisions of the State of Naga-
land Bill, 1962 are not conductive to the aforesaid ob.
jectives”. These aforesaid objectives were stated like this,
I am reading the portion which this Assembly then passed.
“This Assembly is of the opinion that in the interest
of national solidarity and also with a view to bringing
about a co-ordinated development and greater political
stability of the eastern region of India there should be
an integrated political and administrative set up of the
various units within this area and that nothing should
be done which may have an effect of weakening this
unity. This Assembly further considers that in such an
integrated set up special arrangement should be made
to meet the needs of different regions of the area. This

Assembly is of the view that the provisions of the State
of Nagaland Bill, 1962 are not conducive to the aforesaid

{
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objectives. This Assembly, however, mnotes that the
Government is committed to the setting up of Nagaland
as a separate State within the Union of India”. This
Legislature was, so to say, compelled to accept this
position.

Now, the other day our Chief Minister instead of
learning the lessons of history repeated that shameful
history, of the Assam executive Government surrendering
to New Delhi bureaucrats and thereafter placing before
the Legislature a fait accompli. The hon. Member, Shri
Sarmah has said that 1972 is very near and there are cOwer-
ing feelings and therefore now that the Government is

committed many people will find it difficult to express

their views whatever their feclings may be. Is that tie

Position where we have been pushed ? Sir itis extremely
sad. Who can not but be sad when one sees his mother-
land being cut into pieces? If you want to keep e
integrity of the area of the territory and if you want
to consider it your motherland, you must behave properly-
It is not for nothing that the people of Meghalaya, the
people of Mizo Hills. the people of NEFA have become
restive. They have reasons to complain and they have
definitely grounds for criticism. We ought to have respec:
ted their needs. their aspirations and their problems.
Instead of going with a high-brow attitude as though we

ware carrying the white mans’ burden we ought to have
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gope with all humility, not as some saviours but as
servants, as fellow men and as brothers. That outlook
was missing and therefore we are confronted to-day with

this dismal situation. Those, who wish our ill, those who
want disintegration of this region have taken full advan-
tage of the situation with interest and compound interest.

With this background I come to the provisions of the
Bill. As I have already said, my study of the Bill has
been inadequate and I beg to be excused if there be in
places, some amonnt of inacuracy or incompletion. But
to my mind it appears that those who have framed
the Bill themselves also are in utter confusion. Because
the preamble and the provisions in many places do not
agree. First of all, in the preamble 5 issues have beep
brought, namely, (1) establishment of Manipur from
Union Territory to a State, (2) establishment of Tripura
as a State, (1Y) formation of Meghalaya as a State in
place of a Sub-State, (4) formation of Arunachal as
Union Territory and (5) formation of Mizoram as Union
Territory. But we see in the provisions that there are
clumsy and extraneous conglomerations. Every body
knows that Delhi, Pondicherry and Himachal Pradesh do
not form part of North Eastern India. When you come
to clause 10 at page 4 and clause 71 at page 29 of
the Bill you will find that Delhi, Pondicherry and Hima-
chal Pradesh have also come in. In other words in the
name of re-organisation of North-Eastern Areas they are
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trying to make certain provisious also for extreme North,
extreme South and the heart of the country itself. These
things ought to have come separately instead coming in
the North Eastern Areas Re-organisation Bill. But they
are in such a hurry to bring so many things that they
have clubbed them all together. You might ask what
relevance has this to my thesis ¢ The relevance 18 that
this attitude, the attitude of clumsy. conglomeration is
at the background of the re-organisation proposal.

What does the process of history show 2 If itbe a
viable territory even though the population may be small,
if it be a sensitive territory even though it might
not be under armed revolt, it msy get the status of
Statehood. Now, this was the understanding and appre-
ciation in the case of the Nagas. Naga Hills wasa
district ; they were given the Statehood. This has been
denied to Mizo Hills. If Mizo Hills has to be cut out
from Assam because it is something like big tail, net
connected or little connected with the rest of Assam, Of
if it is because of the armed revolt in the Mizo Hills
when the administration of Assam State completely colla-
psed, consolation and conciliation of the people of Mizo
Hills will not be achieved only if the status of Union
Territory is given to them. The status of Statehood would
have been the real solution to strengthen the Mizo people
to fight against those who want not Statehood but inde-
pendence. Unfortunately, instead of strengthening the Indian
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patriots living in Mizo Hills this Re-organisation Bill has
given them certain weakness and disadvantage in that
regard and has sown the seeds of further agitation and
disintegration. Agitatioas did take place in Tripura aud
Manipur. Only as a result of their agitation they have
got the Statehood. It is not that the bureaucrats of New
Delhi do not want a solutior, but they go piece-meal.
However, I am not going to dialale much on Mizo Hills
as the Mizo leaders are here and they will speak out
their mind, but this is my feeling.

Sir, let me then come to clause 5 of the Bill. Before
I do that let me make my position clear. After what
has happened and after the mapner in which our Con-
gress-regime has behaved, we really have come to a posi-
tion, rather have been forced to a position Where we
have no alternative than to agree to full Statehood of
Meghalava and when we agree to that do it with all
grace without any bitterness In my opining it would
have been in the fitness of things and in the best of
interest both for the people of Meghalaya and the Plains
of Assam we could have lived together. But now that
we are destined or we are pushed to the position .of
partition we wish the people of Meghaliya all good, we
wish god-speed in their developm:nt and progress. May
they prosper, may they develop, may they not fall prey
to capitalist and imperialist exploitations and designs !
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Same is our wish with regard to N. E. F. A. We koow
that the number of people living there is small and we
know that if their proper opinion could have been taken,
probably they should have preferred to remain with Assam.
Whatever that may be as aresult of the process which
was started we are going to be separated. We wish the
best for the people of N. E. F. A. So is the case with
regard to Mizoram. To the people of these areas we
have absolutely no ill will, we have absolutely no bitter-
ness, Regimes may come and go but geography conti-
nues. If we can not remain as parts of the same State,
let us live at least as good neighbours, helping each other
and loving each other instead of hating each other. Eut,
Sir, when we do part it is not proper to keep certain
things common for quarcling purposes. 1am reminced of
a pair of village-clowns who came in a village Dhol party
( Drum beating party ). They posed as 1wo brothers
separating from one another. Now they had only one
cow and they wanted fo partition it. They were neither
Christians nor Muslims, they were Hindus. It was 4
milch cow. One said that the front side that is, the
mouth side of the cow should belong to the other and
it should be hig duty to feed it and the hind part
should belong to himself so that he could have the
milk. The other retorted that the mouth being under
his control, he would beat it on the mouth at the time
of milking and his brother would get only kicks and

not milk from the cow. Now, our Chief Minister
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probably wanted to play the role of the more cunning
one by claiming Shillong at least for three years if
not more. He forgot that he would get kicks instead
of milk. It is better to go out of Shillong in good grace
than to be kicked out. Sir, in clause 5it was said that
“On and from the appointed day there shall be formed
anew State to be known as the State of Meghalaya,
comprising —

(a) The territories which immediately before the day
were comprised in the autonomous State of Meghalaya
formed under Section 3 of the Assam Re-organistation
(Meghalaya) Act, 1969 and

(b) so much of the territories comprised within the
cantonment and municipality of Shillong as did not
form part of that autonomous State.

These will be now be forming parts of the State of
Meghalaya. Now, there is nothing wrong in it. It is absoly-
tely logical and legitimate. How can we think of Meghalaya
minus Shillong ? Can we think of the Assam State minus
Gauhati ? Itis only logical and legitimate that Shillong
should form part of the State of Meghalaya because it is
the heart of Meghalaya. This ought to have been appreciated
at the very beginning. We ought to have said, Yes. We
ought to have argued for it instead of making unreason-
ble bargaining. In their arrogansce, the Government of

Assam demanded at best the European Ward.

(&
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(Mr. Speaker vacated and Deputy Speaker occupied the
Chair).

They thought that they could not remain here in
Shillong without dominating. If you want to remain as
guests — remain as guests. There is an Assamese proverb
“cofaiy AN Tl ©icAE FER1 ARel ; ONF FAMR AN
@iw wifarel. FQAUE T IR ?

You cannot do that. After all you were born in the heat
and mud of the plains. Your parents were born in the
plains districts in that heat and mud. If you want to
remain in the bracing climate of Shillong drinking Shillong

»Madhu” then remain as a guest. You cannot be a guest

and a master at the same time. The only proper answer

to an imposter is to be kicked out and that is going to
poor people. There are in my

are not having food for

happen. After all, we are
own constituency people who
days together. The other day I met one man Broja by name.
He said that just after he finished his meal and while
his wife was taking her meal just then one of his elder
sister in-law came with a hungry, little emaciated boy on
her lap and the hungry boy having seen the meal simply
jumped down and grabbed the meal. Soon after the said
elder sister-in-law also started to share the meal Starvation

in Assam has become such a widespread reality that the

State isin near famine condition. In villages there are

thieves who do not steal anything except @ little rice.
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That has become a reality in our country. Why the poor
State of Assam should not have a capital housed in
thatched huts ? Can we not leave Shillong ¢ If military
operations can be conducted from tents, can we not have
for some time a capital in tents 2 Can we not shift the
Veterinary College to the Agricultural University at
Jorhat ? Can we not use those houses which were constructed
as Godowns for tea auction ? Can we not have some of
the buildings to accommodate our offices ? Can we not
have some of the space of the open air jail for oyr
purposes ? If there is a will thereis a way. Let the place
be selected at Kaziranga or at any other places so far ag
permanent sites are concerncd. But for the time being
why should wz not go to a place in the plains temporarily ?
Way should there be this unnscessary wastage on travelling
between Shillong and Jorabat » Why should we speak about
3 years y Why not in three weeks ? That is a matter of
attitude. The Recorganisation Bill would not have come
if we would have known how to behave. At any rate
I draw your attention to clause 5 of the Bill and I
say that now that Meghalaya is a full-fledged State
now that the whole of Shillong including the Munici-
pality and Cantonment areas of Shillong do form part
of Meghalaya, the seat of the Government of Assam
should immediately shift to its own territory.

I have already stated about Mizoram and Arunachal
Pradesh. I do not want to repeat. I have also stated

Ul
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that it is incongruous that in Part IIT of this Bill
should come Delhi and Pondicherry as it comes in
Clause 10. Then with regard to Clause 13—the seats
allotted in the Council of States. As you know Sir, one
of the seates for the Council of State from Assam is
held by Mr. Emonsing Sangma. Mr Emonsing Sangma
comes from Garo Hills. Now, how can he or why
should he represent Assam in the Council of States i.e.

in Rajya -Sabha ? That is my question.

Then, with regard to the House of the People. But
before 1 go to that part, let me say that the drafts-
men, the very cunning bureaucrats of the Home Depart-
ment of the Government of India have not stated the
date on which this Bill will come into force. They have
stated that it will be on an “appointed date’” that is
to say, the date which the Central Government may by
notification in the official Gazette appoint. Now, if I
heard the Chief Minister correctly during the question
hour, he said 1that a period of threce years 1s the time
till which they may probably be here in Shillong, with
tolerable kicks. Those may be light kicks, kicks on the
buttock, and not on the face. Till those three years,
the present arrangement of Meghalay will continue. Till
they are not kicked out by the people of Meghalaya,
those who are at the helm of affairs of Meghalaya will
also not come to face the election SO long they can
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afford, and therefore they will advise the Home Depart- |

ment of the Government of India to put this appointed 3"_"‘
date as far off as possible. ‘
Shri Debeswar Sarmah -1 disagree:r.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya -We have to agree to
disagree at times. I have my own reason, I wish I am
too wrong. The reason is very simple. A State Minister
of the Union Government coming from the “Aryavarta”
area who is a very powerful man and who is most » }
Powerful in this affair, that is, Reorganisation of Assam, \ !
is alleged to have very great interest through his relat- :
ions and agents in the Sillimanite and other minerals ,:__7:}:\‘
business of Meghalaya. He is in very good terms with ‘
those who are at top of Meghalaya administration today. }
The longer these people remain there the more the Sillj- '1
manite and other mineral business of the group will be
entrenched in the Meghalaya area. I shall elaborate %‘:
further. If they feel that an early election will entrench !
them in the lucrative deals in Meghalaya then the cle-
ction will be earlier, and Mr. Sarmah’s wish or rather
his understanding may prove correct.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah - Not wish but guess.

Shri  Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya—Yes, his guess may

prove correct. There is a vague appointed date, There
is no fixed date for this Bill to come into operation.




e S R e Y -

1971 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 53
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

This has been kept vague by the beautifully vague words.
“appointed day” and at the pleasure of the Union Home
Department it will be announced. If it is early, well
and good ; if it is not then who will represent Garo
Hills in the House of the People 7 In the Bill the
provision has been made that the gentleman Who repre-
sents Garo Hills along with Dhubri, will henceforth
represent only Dhubri, not Garo Hills. The gentleman
who was elected from Khasi Hills and Mikir Hills will
represent those people who did not elect him. In other
words, Garo Hills will g» unrepresented in the house of
the People. The longer that appointed date, the longer
will be the period of going wihout representation in the
House of the People for the people of the Garo Hills.

I come then to Clause 16 — Cachar and Dhubri. The same

fatc will be with regard to the Mizos. The Mizos had elected

along with the People of Cachar one representative to
the Lok Sabha—to the House of people. This represen-
tative will henceforth be representing only Cachar. There-
fore, the Mizos will not get elected representative in
the Lok Sabha. If anybody goes, he will go as nominated

member, not as an elected man.

With regard to Diphu-—Diphu has been promised a

representative, but the longer is the ”aPPOimed day”,

the longer will be their waiting.
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Then I come to Clause 27. The clause relates to the

provisional Leaislative Assembly of States, etc. In this

connection, I have to say something. I do not know

whether this Bilt will also go to the Meghalaya Assembly
for consdieration, probably not; because Meghalaya is
not yet a State. What is the Meghalaya Legislature now?
This Meghalaya Legislature was indirectly elected by the
District Council Members. Now, the District Councils
were formed under the Sixth Schedule for certain specific
parposes. They were more administrative councils or
political couacils. However, since it was a very trasitiona]
affair, in that previous R:-organisation Act the Government
of India in the Home Department decided that the District
Council should elect some representatives to the Meghalay a
Assembly which has now become a Legislature, That
very Assembly which was not elected directly by the people,
not elected for the purpose for which they are functi-
oning now, they are now sought to be kept there
an indefinite period, may be for years.

for
S0, this Is a thing
which goes against the interest of the peopls of Meghalaya.
This point nesds to bs con,idered. Thcrefore, in my
opinion this provision should be deleted ang replaced by
an interim arrang:ment of adusinistration unde: the
President’ s rule immediately after the Bjj| g passed,
and this can be done by the Central Government. This
sort of President's rul: is there in Manipur, | feel
that this is vitally nccessary as the present Goverp-

ment of Meghalaya is not formed by the vote of

<':"
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the people, and for the sake of freedom of franchise
this is absolutely mnecessary. Even to-day Meghalaya
forms part of the State of Assam. The present arran-
gement is also not in the interest of the people of
Meghalaya but only in the interest of a small ruling
circle which is in personal friendship with some power-
ful elements in the Home iMinistry at Delhi.

I then come to Part VIL I wish our Minister for Indu-
stries was here because this part deals with the provi-
sion as to certain Corporations. Now, I beg to draw
your attention to Clause 53 (A) State Electricity Board
constituted under the Electricity Supply Act, 1948. Sir,
as you know, this Government had many years ago, in
its Cabinet adopted a resolution that the headquarters
of the Assam State Electricity Board should be at Gau-
hati and for that purpose land was selected and ear-
marked. Incidentally the headquarters of the Board re-
quires only about 30,000 sq. ft. and not more. But
thanks to the all powerful Mr. Kapur, the man whose
name is being written in letters of gold by Mr.
Tripathi, that Cabinet decision was suppressed. Now, the
Estimates Committee of this House somehow of other
had unearthed it, probably Mr. Choudhury of the Con-
gress Party was the Chairman of the Committee at that
time, and bLrought this to the notice of the Govern-
ment. But this Government did not of could not dare
to displease Mr. Kapur or Mr. Tripathi, and nothing
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was done. The Public Accounts Committee took it up
and said that either the Government should revise its

decision or implement it, but the Goveroment remained
silent and inactive.

Sir, Government appointed a Commission- I am not
going to say much about it and that Commission had
submitted the first part of its report in April last and
the second part was submitted in May or June. The
report is already printed. But the Government for rea-
sons best know to it is suppressing it from the Legis-
lature and not presenting it to the House. The report
may be good, bad or indifferent but it should haye
been presented to the House. The report was in posse-
ssion of the Goverament in May (Shri Mahendra Mohan
Choughury : Not May ; much later than May) and both
parts are printed. There is no reason why it should
not be preseated to ths House. It is not a fact, as
stated by the Chief Minister the other day, that it is
not yet printed.

Shri Mahsndia Mohan Choudhury — T did not
that it is not yet printed.

say

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya—The report is printed

and is lying with the Government. Why it is pot

presented to the Flouse ?
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Shri Debeswar Sarmah —Did the Chief Minister say
that the report is not printed ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—I said that it
was printed but the Government was not in a position
1o scrutinise it and it will take some time. I think it
will be published very soon.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah — Why dont you allow the
Members to assist you ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan  Choudhury —Shri Sarmah
advised me that it should b: scrutinised by an expert.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya —I am not saying any-

thing with regard to the merit of the case I was a mem-
ber of the Commission. All I submit is that as a result

of the wishes of the House, a Commission of Enquiry
was appointed. It is the right of the House to know
what the Enquiry Commission has found out. For all

practical purposes, this is the last session of the House.
So, the House should not be deprived of discussing this

matter during this session. Here, the Electricity Board
constituted as it was ought to have its headquarters at
Gauhati but by the design or device of some bureau-
crats at the top level the Cabinet decision was bypassed

or ignored.
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( Voice- This is the Cabinet decision )

So far as Clause 53 at page 20 is concerned, this
clause should be read very carefully because there are
certain things here which need minute observation. The
State Electricity Board as well as the State Warehousing
Corporation shall on and from the appointed day conti-
nue to function in those areas in respect of which they
are functioning in those areas before that day. If the
headquarters of the A. S. E. B. was not shifted from
Shillong before ‘appointed day”, their headquarters shall
have to remain here. Under the present arrangement
directions can be given by the State Government to shift
the Headquarters of the A. S.E. B. for which more than
Rs. 50 crores have been invested from the people’s money,
If and when this Bill comes into operation, it will not
be the State Government of Assam which will issue
directions. Directions will be issued by the Central
Government. Now, I shall go through the more important
Sub-clauses which will show that Central Government
is treating Assam just like a District Council.

In sub-clause (2) —If any exception or modification is
to be made that will be made by the Central Govern-

ment as it thinks fit.

In clause (3) After expiry of two years from the
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appointed or such earlier date the A. S. E. B.,as such
will cease to function and probably there will be a regio-
nal Board. So, it is high time for the Assam Govern-
ment not only to take decision but to implement them
without waiting for a single day; otherwise they may

repent, but their successors will curse.

Sir, T now come to the State Financial Corporation—
Clause 55 at page 22. Without going much into details
of this, I beg to submit that this Financial Corporation
also shall have to submit to the directions issued by
the Central Government. I am referring to Sub-clause
(2)-““Any directions issued by the Central Government
under Sub-section (1) in respect of the Corporation may
include a direction that the said Act in its application
to the Corporation shall have effect subject to such
exceptions and modifications as may be specified in the
direction.” The only point we find here i that wherever
there is the question of control by the State Govern-
ment there is some restrictive proviso. The state Govern-
ment or the Corporation will have no autonomy, its
control will be under the direction of the Central Govern-
ment. Now, the State Government Wwill work as interme-

diary or as a poster.

In clause 56, there is a general provision and by this

general provision, the State Government will be subiect
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to such directions as may from time to time be issued
by the Central Government until other provision is made
by law in respect of the said body corporate. General
instructions will be given by the Central Government.

Any directions issued by the Central Government
under Sub-clause (1 )in respect of such body corporate
may include a direction that any law by which the said
body corporate is governed shall, in its application to
that body corporate, have effect, subject to such excep-
tions and modifications as may be specified in the direc-
tion.” So, everything —all power—pgoes to the Central

Government—as all powers went to the Soviets in Russia
of 1971.

Our present Central Government, under the aegis of
the Home Ministry, or to be more candid, under Shri
K. C. Pant—all powers are concentrated in the Home
Department of the Government of India.

With regard to Motor Vehicles and others, please
note the proviso of clause 57, which reads—<The Cen-
tral Government may, after consultation with the State
Government or Governments concerned, add to, amend
or vary the conditions attached to the permit by the
authority by which the permit was granted.”

With regard to plying of Motor Vehicles between



1971 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 61
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

different States, no tolls entrance fees or other charges
of alike nature shall be levied for its operation by the
State Government. Sir, in this connection, I would like
to say one incident. This morning some people came to
me and they said that previous night they had to lead
a horrible life at Shillong. There is no space where one
can sleep—say, at Happy Lodge. They approached the
Manager of the hotel and requested him to accommo-
date them in the hotel. The Manager said that there
was no space. They said—‘“We shall lie on the floor,”
The Manager said—*“If you have no other place to stay,

this has happened ? Because

it is up to you.” Why
sundry

power is concentrated at Shillong and all and
are made to come to Shillong even for petty things.

Mr. Deputy Speaker— Order, order, please. We now
adjourn to meet again at 2 p.ol. Mr. Bhattacharyya

will continue.

( The House rose at 12-30 p- m. )

¢ Assembly Chamber after

( The Assembly met in th
Deputy Speaker in

lunch at 2 p. m. with the hon’ble
the Chair ).
Chief Minis-

some time to

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya - Sir, the

ter had indicated this morning that for

come the seat of the Assam Government, 1.e., the
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to such directions as may from time to time be issued
by the Central Government until other provision is made
by law in respect of the said body corporate. General
instructions will be given by the Central Government.

Any directions issued by the Central Government
under Sub-clause ‘(1 )in respect of such body corporate
may include a direction that any law by which the said
body corporate is governed shall, in its application to
that body corporate, have effect, subject to such excep-
tions and modifications as may be specified in the direc-
tion.”” So, everything —all power—goes to the Central

Government—as all powers went to the Soviets in Russia
of 1971.

Our present Central Government, under the aegis of
the Home Ministry, or to be more candid, under Shri
K. C. Pant—all powers are concentrated in the Home
Department of the Government of TIndja.

With regard to Motor Vehicles and others, please
note the proviso of clause 57, which reads — ““The Cen-
tral Government may, after consultation with the State
Government or Governments concerned, add to, amend
or vary the conditions attached to the permit by the
authority by which the permit was granted.”

With regard to plying of Motor Vehicles between
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different States, no tolls entrance fees or other charges
of a like nature shall be levied for its operation by the
State Government. Sir, in this connection, I would like
to say one incident. This morning some people came to
me and they said that previous night they had to lead
a horrible life at Shillong. There is no space where one
can sleep—say, at Happy Lodge. They approached the
Manager of the hotel and requested him to accommo-
date them in the hotel. The Manager said that there
was no space. They said—‘“We shall lie on the floor,”
“If you have no other place to stay,

it is up to you.”” Why this has happened ? Because
power is concentrated at Shillong and all and sundry
are made to come to Shillong even for petty things.

The Manager said —

Mr. Deputy Speaker— Order, order, please. We now
adjourn to meet again at 2 p-m. ML Bhattacharyya

will continue.

( The House rose at 12-30 p. m. )

( The Assembly met in the Assembly Chamber after

lunch at 2 p. m. with the hon’ble Deputy Speaker in
the Chair ).
Chief Minis-

some time to

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya - Sir, the

ter had indicated this morning that for
come the seat of the Assam Government, i.e., the
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capital of Assam, may remain in Shillong ; but in clause
60 wherein are enumerated the facilities with reference to
certain State institutions we find in Schedule 7 that
there will remain the existing facilities only for Finger
Print Bureau, Public Health Laboratory, R.P. Chest
Hospital, Pasteur Institute, State Malaria Institution and
Assam Government Press at Shillong. This Bill does not,
as it appears, ensure the existing facilities for other State
institutions even if the Government of Assam decides
to remain here in Shillong keeping its capital. I shall be
glad to be corrected if I am mistaken in this.

Mr. Deputy Speaker—I am sorry to interrupt. I had
forgotten I had to take the sense of the House. It appears
from the list that so many hon’ble Members intend to
take part in the debate. The Central Government has
desired to know the opinion of the hon’ble Members
of this House on this Bill. The opinion of the Mem.
bers will have to be sent to Delhi to reach there on
or before the 6th of November, 1971. Also the speeches
of the hon’ble Members speaking in vernacular will have
to be translated. Therefore, it would not be possible
to allot too many days. It is the desire of the Speaker
that we sit till 6 p- m. ( Voices : no no. )

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury ( Chief Minister )
The Union Minister is coming to-day and we heve fixed

a discussion, and see to extend the time.



1971 Further Discussion on the North -Eastern 63
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya—In this connection I
am going a little away from the subject. In this discussion
on the North Eastern Areas ( Reorganisation ) Bill, I want
to register definitely and unequivocally our protest at
the way the Central Government has been behaving with
us. It is only two days ago that the Central Govern-
ment by a special messenger had sent this bill to Shillong,
and it is only yesterday morning that the Members of
this House have been supplied with copies thereof, a
few might have got it at night the day before but the
overwhelming majority of the members have received
only yesterday. This is a matter concerning the life and
death of this area, and the Government of India appears
to consider us not as men but as mankins or even worse.
They do not want that we read the bill, we consider it.
They send it at the 11th hour and want it back by the
12th hour. Is this the way that a Central Government
or the officers of the Central Government behave towards
a state ? We are being treated like slaves. We register
a very strong protest against this soTt of attitude. This has
been possible only because those who are sitting in power
over this area have been submitting With bended knees, fol-
ded hands and with a beggar’s bowl before the Delhi Gods
and Goddesses. If they would have behaved like men with
erect backbones, probably the Central Government could
not have behaved this way. Along with registering our

protest against this behaviour to the people of Assam
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and the Legislature of Assam we also want to say that
the Assam Government should act courageously than it
has been doing up till now.

Now, I come to resume my speech. I come to Part
VIII of the bill. This is the most objectionable, the
most reprehensible and the most banal part of the bill.
This is with regard to the services. Sir, you remember
that so far as the All India Service personnel are con-
cerned, they are almost for all purposes beyond the con-
trol of the Government of Assam. Even now those who
are in the Assam Cadre are almost beyond the control
of the Government of Assam. Even when the Govern-
ment of Assam want to take any disciplinary action for
flagrant illegality or impropriety or corruption or theft
or misappropriation, they cannot do it promptly. You
remember the case of one I A.S. Officer serving in the
Agro-Industries Corporation who was alleged to have
defalcated a huge amount of public money, but the
Government could not immediately take disciplinary
measures against him. It required some time because
Government of India’s approval was indispensable. Now,
under the proposed provisions, they will be able to behave
and rule with impunity. You know, Sir, that moves
are afoot on the part of the I. A. S Officers’ Association,
which is the most powerful trade union in the country
for more immunity or impunity. They are urginz upon



1971 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 65
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

the Government of India that. they should be answer-
able even for their worst misdeeds only to the Govern-
ment of India and to none else and the Government
of India has been pressurised to a great extent to submit
to their demand. Here in Assam, asin  other States,
there is a State Cadre of the All-India Services.
Though only for limited purposes they are under
the control of the State Government. Here in this part,

in clause 61, a proposal has been made that there will

be no Assam Cadre of the All-India Services, viz., the
India Adminisirative Service, the Indian Police Service,
and Indian Forest Service. I would particularly request
and besecech the members of the ruling party to read
this clause 61 and to ponder over it, because they are
responsible for the administration of the State and they
will be answerable more than anybody else to the people.
I would beseech them to read the provisions of sub-
clause (2) of Clause 6! in particular which reads as

follows : —

«On and from the appointed day, there shall be
constituted for the States of Assam and Meghalaya a
joint cadre of the Indian Administrative Service, a joint
cadre of the Indian Police Service and a joint cadre of
the Indian Forest Service”. So the thesis of the top
gods of the Indian Administrative Service, who drafted
this Bill in the Home Dcpartment of the Government
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of India is that there cannot be and there shall not be
unity among the peoples of the Meghalaya and Assam,
there cannot be and shall not be any political unity
between the Government of Meghalaya and Assam, but
there shall be and must be a solidarity to boss over,
to rule and to dominate both these States by the God’s
chosen bureaucrats of the All-India Services. Their policy
is “Divide the people and consolidate ourselves”. If they
would have belonged to the Meghalaya Cadre, then
whenever any officer would have gone astray or run
amuck, the Meghalaya Government could have pulled
him up. Similarly, if they would have been belonging
to the Assam Cadre, the Assam Government could have
taken action. But while there is a joint cadre there is
no joint machinery of the two Governments to pull them
up, to correct them or to control them. What will
happen ? Who will do it? For the answer, Sir, please
come to Clauses 68 and 69. You will find that Clause
68 says “The Central Government may, by order, esta-
blish one or more Advisory Committees for the purpose
of assisting it in regard to—

(a) the discharge of any of its functions under this
Part, and

(b) the ensuring of fair and equitable treatmant to
all persons affected by the provisions of this Part
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and the proper consideration of any representations

made by such persons’.

Then Clause 69 says ‘“The Central Government may
give such directions to the State Government of Assam,
Manipur, Meghalaya, and Tripura and to the Adwminis-
trator of the Union Territory of Mizoram as may appear
to it to be necessary for the purpose of giving effect
to the foregoing provisions of this Part and the State
Governments and the Administrator shall comply with
such directions.”

So the haughty bureaucrats, ruling Assam, ruling
Meghalaya, ruling Tripura, ruling Manipur and ruling
Mizoram may go their own way, one in the mname of
joint cadre of Meghalaya and Assam and the other In
the name of joint cadre of Trpura and Manipur still
another in the name of the direct cadre of the Union
Territories. Orpamental political institutions like the Cab-
incts, will be relegated to the background. They will
have no effective control over the AllIndia Services
ruling the regions which they will only reign. These
bureaucrats will be protected by an “Advisory Commi-
ttee ” , that is to say, by the top New Delhi bureau-
crats of the Home Departmeat. The elected Governments
in the different areas shall (not Wwill or may) obey the

dicectives of the byrsaucsats of the Homs Department
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of the Government of India. Have we no sense of
shame ? Are we possessed only with greed of pomp or
rather smell of power 9§ Have we lost all sense of.se]f-
respect ¢ Have we rid ourselves of all sense of demo-
cracy and thrown away all democratic values that we
are going to be the slaves of bureaucracy out and outy
This joint cadre business is the most cunning device of
some devilish brain and by this cunning device this
entire region is sought to be divided and then to be

ruled and ruled ruthlessly. This is the sum and sub-
stance of the maltier.

Therefore, while with regaid to the other points I
have made criticisms wiith regard to this I propose to
this House a Resoiution. I move the Resolution—“That
this Assembly is of the opinion that after the complete
separation of Meghalaya from Assam and its constifu-
tion as a full-fledged State, it is against the best inter-
ests of Assam and Meghalaya to have joint cadre of
the Indian Administrative Service, joint cadre of I[ndian
Police Service and joint cadre of Indian Forest Service
for the States of Assam and Meghalaya as cnyisaged in
Clause 61 of the NEA Reorganisation Bill 1971, and
this Assembly recommends that this provision be removed

from the proposed North Eastern Areas ( Reorganisation)
Bill, 1971.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury ( Chief Minister ) —
Sir, this Bill has come not for recommendation and not
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for decision. It has come under Art. 3 of the Constitu-

tion. It has been referred to us and we can only give
our views and the views expressed here will be forwarded
In the case of a Resolution
outside the

to the Government of India.
like this, it must come separately as it 18

provision of this Bill.

Shri Gaurisankar Bkattacharyya —When Shri Mahendra

Mohan Choudhury was here as the Speaker of this

Assembly, a similar thing came on the 6th August, 1962

and late B. P. Chaliha~- ( intervention )

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury —That  resolution

came after the debate was closed. This may come after
osed. I do not debate that this resolution

the motion is cl
ion with the

cannot come. This connot come in connect
debate on this motion.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya —That does not

matter. Let it come at God’s owl time. Instead of
moving it now, I shall move it then. Now, Sir, I have
placed it for consideration of the House because this

is a most objectionable part. As I said at the very begin-
pirit which was presented

ning, I am totally against the s
Minister, that

on 6th August, 1962 by the then Chief
is to say, that Nagaland was agreed to under compulsion,
that it was conceded against will. I say, whatever you
give, give it in good grace and whole-heartedly. ““feta

e, Tl crme, sl o spoken in Sanskrit). If we
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‘are to give good-bye to our brothers and sisters of
Meghalaya, let us give them good bye with cheers and
with smile and with grace. If we are to part company
with our friends of Mizo Hills, let us do it in grace and
‘let us not doit in grumble and grudge.

The keeping of services together will always create
dishafmony, always create difficulties, and these bureau.
crats will try to play one against the other. This is the
danger. So, submit that this is the most important part
of my submission to this House and this is the part on
which I request the hon’ble Members to ponder and
consider with all their seriousness. Sir, I think in view
of what you have said and in view of the limitation of
time, I should close my observation. But before T close,
I give a forewarning- 1 refer to Clause 74 in Part 9. Sub-
ject to correction, Sir, previously the Eastern Zone com-
prised not only the state of Bihar, West Bengal and
Orissa but also Assam and also Manipur anq others.
When this zone was made they centred round one impor-
tant trade and industrial centre and port of Calcutta.
‘Calcutta was our common port and Calcutta was our
common centre in respect of trade, commerce and com-
munication. Our of this it was proposed to cut us out.
‘This Bill is not a final word ; so mething else is there.
They are giving it in doses. This is the firt dose and
the second dose isin the offing, That second dose is
North FEastern Frontier Council. They want the Council
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to be overwhelmingly packed and dominated by the
bureaucrats of the Government of India. There will no
doubt be voting members one each from the constituent
units but in that thing, that is on the anvil, a Union
Minister will be presiding. The Secretariat of the Regio-

nal Council will not be answerable to any one of the

Units. The Governor will be the Vice-President. The
Secretariat will be nominated by the Home Department

of the Government of India.

Government of India and paid by them and naturally,
he who pays the piper, calls the tune. Not only that.
As the Government of India will be represented in that
Council by so many Secretaries, though they may not

have the votes they will have powerful and domineering

voice. The result will be that there in the name of

““advice,”” the Home Department, that is to say, the burea-
ucrats sitting in the Home Department, will be dictating
everything. They will have their own Secretariat and that
Secretariat will be answerable to the Home Department.
In other words, it will mean that whatever may be given
by the right hand, will be taken away by left hand.
43 2B W8 (IR, WY I Ale U 2175 | These smaller
areas, are our friends. They are fles
blood of our blood. They might havea feelir
of them is going to get a political personality. They

may not be aware today that there is a danger that we
laves. It is said that the Council will

h of our flesh and
1g that each

will be common s
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be advisory in character. Advice by whom ? Who is n
charge of the purse and the armed forces 9 What lwill
be the effect of that advice ? After all the Secretariat is
everything. That Secretariat will be answerable not to the
elected representatives of the States but will be answera-
ble to the Home 'department of the Government of Indig.
So the autonomy of all these regions will be taken away ;
that is on the anvil and in the offing and keeping that
in view, these Clauses 61 and 68 there.

No All India cadre for Assam, no All India cadre
for Meghalaya — joint cadre, under the control and under
the protection of an ‘““Advisory Committee”. Sir, g new
word now is being constantly used by the Governmept
of India-—‘“Advisory Committee”” of the Home Depart-
ment and the Home Department had the final say Whereby
everything will be taken away. Do you know why ¢
They say it is necessary for the security of this region.
In other words, they think and they say openly that the
security of this region is not safe in the hands of the
people of this region. Security is safe only in the hands
of the bureaucrats of the Home Department & ithis S
nothing but disbelief in the people. If this region is to
be saved, protected, defended, the first and foremost force
should be the people of this region, If the people them-
selves are disbelieved, if it is thought that security of the
country or security of this region is not safe in the
hands of the people of this region, then there cannot
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be anything more which can be described as negation
of democracy. That is the type of mind which is work-
ing in the Home Department of the Government of
India. With these few words, Sir, ( Shri Dulal Chandra
Barua—few words ! ) my friends laugh because I said ‘with
these few words’ —they may laugh or smile but I wish
I could go on shouting and roaring till I die because if
my country dies, who lives ?
\/

Shri Debeswar Sarmah —Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir,
under a deep gloom of sadness I take my stand to speak
today, for the simple reason that this North Eastern
Region of India bordering on powerful international
States has been put in the process of disintegration. This
sensitive North East Frontier of India is being weakened.
One thing strikes me. This Bill was sent yesterday, at
6. 30 a. m. to us, members in acover marked, ‘‘secret’.
I fail to understand why this should be treated as

“secret”. The terms and conditions of the proposed North
Bastern Council are not disclosed to psople but it is hatched

in darkness. I fail to understand what is the reason
for this hush, hush policy. I was trying to think deeply
as to why this should be treated as secret? Why this
bill and the draft proposals for North Eastern Council
should not have been widely published well ahead, say,
at least a month before these are taken up here in the
Assembly so that public opinion may be ascertained ? T

fail to understand why our Government should be a




74 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 28th October
Areas ( Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

party to this maiming and mutilating of our mother
Assam ? Why this Government is a party to such designs
of the Central Government. One may ask me or any
other member of this Assembly as to what you have
been doing in this disastrous happening ? Why did you
become a party to it ? T really fail to see whatI can do.
I feel like a person helplessly drifting in the mighty
current of the Brahmaputra, being swept away helplessly
not knowing to what destiny ? Everyone of us perhaps
is feeling like that in this matter. Sir, we take pride in
our democracy, in our freedom of speech and associa-
tion. Yes, we have every reason to be proud of this,
But in ultimate analysis, what is the real content of the
democracy that we are enjoying or not enjoying, may [
say ? If we had real love for democracy and doing things
democratically, our people should have been taken intg
confidence, people’s elected representatives should have
been taken into confidence. But the authorities in Delhj
and their high brow bureaucratic officers, would not
take the people into their confidence. Why the terms
and conditions of the proposed North Eastern Council
have not been distributed amongst us ?1 do not know,
Sir, if the people of Assam. ....

¥ Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury ( Chief Minister )—
Sir, I would like to submit that it is not with us also.

Even the Government of India have not decided finally

on the North Eastern Council draft. Therefore, when

=y
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the draft will be finalised, it must come before = the
Assembly and the hon. Members will get an opportunity

to give their views on it.”

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua —Sir, as has been said by
hon. Shri Debeswar Sarmah, if it is a draft form or ifit
is at that stage as has been stated by the Hon’ble Chief
Minister, why the Congress Party should ditto it ¢

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—Only the principale,
and I have given a copy of it to the hon. Members.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya - Not given. I was sou-
ght to be shown, T was called to the Chief Minister’s Cham-
ber, I was sought to be given a copy butl said that I do

not want a copy.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—I also sent a copy
to hon. Member, Shri Sarmah.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya—I was summoned by

the Chief Minister and I was given a copy but I said

that I do not want a copy. I returned it. 1 said I am

against it, lock, stock and barrel—I do not want to touch

it with a pair of tonges even, that is what I said.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—Yes, that is what

I want to submit that whatever

he said. Therefore, Sir,
ouncil we had in

proposal regarding the North Eastern C
our possession, we pe- tried give them to the Hon’ble

Member including Mr. Sharma.
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Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—Why this mischief, Sir ?

Mr. Deputy Speaker—Order, Order. Since we are dis-
cussing this subject you will get chance to give vent to
your feelings.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—1I want to ask you one
question, Sir. Where do we stand now ?

Mr. Deputy Speaker—All Hon’ble Members have the
opportunity to give his own opinion and whatever you
have got to say, in the courses of your speech you can
say. Now, when hon’ble Member Shri Sharma is glving

his speech on this very subject, I think he should not
be disturbed.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya — The only point is,
the Chief Minister wag Pleased to refer to an incident
that I was also consulted or I was shown the draft rules.

Here I want to say that when he consulted me, I said,

not here, do not give it to me here, give it to the

Legislature and let us make ‘Mokabela in the Session,
not here. These are the words said.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury When the draft is
not final and in the consideration stage then generally
it is discussed in confidence and ip rooms, not in
chamber. That is why I discussed this matter with
Hon’ble friends, the leaders of the Opposition.
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Shri Dulal Chandra Barua-—Sir, you have rightly said
that we should have enough time to ventilate our feel-
ings. But where do we stand to day I put the question.
Who has put us in this position to-day ?

Mr. Deputy Speaker — Mr. Barua, you have lived in
this House for long time. In a democracy if you
think that the rualing party has done some injustice, you
have got the democratic process to fight against it. When

' discussion is going on if we indulge on such speeches

and counter speeches there will not be end of it.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—I am only asking you

where do we stand to day ?

Mr. Deputy Speaker—( When some opposition mem-
bers rose to speak) Order, order. SO long as Mr. Sar-
mah is delivering his speech I will not allow any
interruptions. 1 hope all hon’ble members will cooper-
ate with me,

Shri  Akram  Hussain—sia<z a4 IR, (319
@B GEfe wim | e zA A RFEII syfcatsAl B
qFfd AN (FiT AP ga @A A FAE LIEEIN ‘_"”ﬁ 7o
ad 7 e FRALA wESE =g @ AR T 35 clearification
ATl !

Mi. Deputy Speaker— Eevery individual member has
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got the right but that right should be utilised not by
disturbing other members.

Shri Hiralal Patwary—On a point of clarification,
Whether Assam Government hasg got independence and

whether Assam Chief Minister is going as an agent of
the Goverament of India ... ..

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury ( Chief Minister) —

I ami only a part of the Government of India ; T
am only a fringe of it.

(Interruption by Shri Hiralal Patwary).

Mr. Deputy Speaker— Mr. Patwary, you have made
your point, please take seat. (Interruption)

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury--Not only agent,
I am a servant of the Government of India,
(Interruption)
Because the Government of India is not an alien

body. Government of Assam is a part of it. The whole
is the Government of India.

(Interruption and commotion)

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya—Assam may be a
part of it, but Assam is nobody’s servant.

By
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* (Interruption and commotion)

v

Deputy Speaker—Order, order” (Voice : Shame ! Shame !)

\//

The Chief Minister has explained his position. Let
us not quarrel over it. Yes, Mr. Sarmah. (Interruption by
Shri Hiralal Patwary). Mr. Patwary, please sit down.’

Shri Debeswar Sarmah—Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I
think the hon’ble friends do speak to be heard by
somebody, either the Speaker or the members, but when

quite a number shout all at a time together, mnobody

can hear what we say. 1 do not know whal is the ob-

ject of my speaking. The Chief Minister was nice eno-
ugh to send me a copy of the draft proposals. He, in
the covering letter, asked me to treat it as ”secret”.
Myself belonging to the old school of people who trea-
ted a confidential thing as confidential, did not speak
to anyone about it. Earlier, I used to write one or two
ariicles on the subject, North East Council, but I have
= now been prevented from airing the subject openly.
Now the Chief Minister may please appreciate that we
» are not taking him to task individuvally: He is in such
a cog-wheel that is obviously unable to move this way
or that way, and he also has been like a piece of drift
i wood in the mighty the Brahmaputra current. He has
just now said that the draft when finalised will be made
available to him and then he will place it before the
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Assembly. I fail to understand why the draft propo-
sals should be placed before the Assembly at the last
moment as a faif-acompli and not earlier. If it is
“finalised’” what is left there to be done. There will be
nothing left for wus to do but be a rubber-stamp. I
want the House to take this aspect of the matter into
careful consideration and I want the Delhi Gods to
pause and ponder where things are drifting to. Delhi
has not been the Capital for the first time. It has been
the defunct capital of at least 7 Kingdoms, it is said.
What is democracy ¢ Democracy is Government by
persuasion, and totalitarian system of Government is by
“Danda”. May 1 ask a question, Sir, is our Government
in India today by persuasion ? Sir, are we persuaded to
accept this Bill of Reorganisation ? Fundamental changes
in this State are thrust down our throats by Delhi
autocraticaily ignoring the sentiments of the people./

‘/Let our ruling party realise that they are not acting
democratically when it gave the Assembly only 6 hours
before actual discussion. Sir, is this democracy ? The
Chief Minister has the backing of a solid party. I do
not like the people elected on certain party tickets
should consider themselves released from the obligation
of what was promised before the voters and to come
to main stream, that is the Congress Party~1 mean
crossing of the floor. I do not like it. Our Congress
Party is ruling and it is not loosing its members unlike

— B
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some other States. The party is gaining strength. This

party can afford to act democratically, but with us

democracy has degenerated. The reasons are, as often

happens the people who rule who have power fall out;

and falling out between brothers gives the next door

neighbours encouragement to push the brothers to the
wall.” g
‘/ -Vn - Ll .

Sir, as regards this Bill, I tabled a resolution and I

,/

in appropriate time. Now I would read it as ifeee

V/Mr. Deputy Speaker—Order, order, Mr. Sarmah, just
before you came Mr. Bhattacharjyya came with a resolu-
tion but our Leader of the iouse construed that so far
as this North-Fastern Areas (Reorganisation) Bill is con-
cerned we are only to give our opinion and till and until

the debate on this bill is over no such resolution could

intervene. But you have got individual right to come

with a resolution......

‘/Shri Debeswar Sarmah—If you would have only been
pleased to listen to what I would say you could spare
yourself the trouble. I tabled the resolution in the morning.
I am not moving the resolution now. We see some members
read written up speeches. What I was going to say Wwas
that my thoughts not all but some major thoughts, were
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noted down. At this moment, I am not moving a reso-
lution. Sir, we feel grave concern at the fragmentation
of North-East Region of India into tiny, non-viable
States, bordering the international boundaries, and con-
sequent process of gradual disintegration of the area.
This Assembly can not but view that such fragmentation
is never conducive towards the progress and prosperity
of the people of these areas, nor for strengthening of
the Frontier. Therefore we desire that Meghalaya, N. E.
F. A. and Mizoram should not be separated from the
State of Assam. But if the people of three areas seek
separation from Assam, however, sad the parting may
be, this Assembly wish the people of the proposed new
States, Union Territory under this bill, peace, prosperity
and happiness in future. Then in view of the disagree-
ment and dispute raised by Nagaland in respect of the
boundary between Nagaland and Assam and consequent
trouble and misunderstanding, although this boundary
was clearly defined and stated in several Government
Notifications in the past, and with a view to avoid future
quarrel and ill feeling between Assam and the proposed
States and Union Territories we are emphatically of
considered opinion that the North Eartern Areas ( Re-
organisation ) Bill, 1971 should be passed after the res-
pective boundaries of each of the proposed States and
Union Territories are specified, surveyed and demarcated‘.’

“Sir, We do not want to part with our brethren and

we want them with us with all our heart. But if our

_ 24



b

1971 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 83
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

brethren feel that they are grown up and they can
manage their own affairs and they think that it will be
harmful to live with Assam, and they want to separate,
we should not however sad and painful it might be to
us. We do not want that they should separate but if
they want to separate we wish them  well. We
wish them prosperity and happiness if happiness is
at all possible in this trouble riden world of to-

day. Therefore, Sir, my view is very clear if they

want to go, let them go. But there are certain-

conditions under which I am prepared to accept the
situation. Number one condition is this—my constitu-
ency is just adjoining Nagaland border. Our people are
very often harassed, their paddy is taken away, houses
are burnt, We parted with Nagaland with the best of
intentions but the boundary dispute is posing a menace.
We see the dispute between Maharastra and Bangalore.
They can afford such quarrels as they are rich States. But
we are a poor State, we cannot efford to be a party to
such quarrel. Although the Chief Minister thinks that
there is no boundary dispute between Meghalaya and
Assam, people tell me that there are disputes in Garo
Hills border. Now there states are going to get the status
of Statehood and two of Union Territory. The first
thing to be done is to specify and demarcate the boun-
daries of each of these States. The boundaries should be
demarcated before the bill is passed, otherwise there will
be trouble and turmoil between the adjoining States,
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That should be avoided by all means. I am not very
hopeful that the boundaries of these five proposed States
or territories will be demarcated before it Why ?
Because there are people who thrive and flourish
by our quarrelling, and who are those people ? Thoge
people are sitting at Delhi. They will be coming in a
pleasant season to have on the spot knowledge of these
things. They will come in batches, as guest of the
Government of Assam and enjoy the best of both the
- worlds. They will like the proverbial monkey dividino
the loaf between two cast try to keep the boundar;
dispute alive.”I hope our Chief Minister will stand up
to the occasion and this Assembly will rise to a man to
have the boundaries demarcated before the Bill is passed,
I do not mind the Bill being introduced. If I say the
Bill should not be introduced, there will be accusation
that here is a man who is trying to put the Bill off
by back door method. Ido not suggest that the Bill
should not be introduced. Let the Bill be introduced,
but meanwhile the boundaries should be specified and
demarcated without delay. /

‘/Coming to the Bill itself—I would agree with every
word that hon. Member Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharrya
said on this occasion, save and except one sentence. It
is this that this state of affairs have come to this pitch
because of the last 21 years of Congress misrule. I pro-
test against what, I should say is a verdict or charge

Mo

Y=
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that this state of affairs is the result of Congress misrule. He
is trying to throw mud at the Congress Party, but the history
does not support him. He was admiring Gopinath Bordoloi.
Gopinath Bordoloi was a good broad minded man. After
him came Shri Medhi. Some people did not see eye to
eye with Shri Medhi. But during Medhi’s regime largest
number of hill people gave evidence before the States
Re-organisation Commission that they wanted to remain
with Assam.” The last 12 years were undet the rule of
Shri B. P. Chaliha, who was a Sadhu. Most of our

opponents and most of the members.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury— Sir, 1s it relevant ?

Mr. Deputy Speaker—My position ijs very difficult, I
live to learn. He was previously in this chair, he knows

better his business.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah-—What is the objection, may I

know 2

Mr. Deputy Speaker_}-'[e is asking whether these are
relevant.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah— Why not ? ......-He would not
forget that he belongs to Congress Party. Any stick is
good enough to beat the Congress Party with.
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Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury—My submission is,
Sir, we should not criticise a man and also his policies,
when he is no more in the world.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah- What he is telling about ?
Did he listen to me ? He has not listened to me, obvio-
usly. Shri Bhattacharyya said that this slate of affairs
has come to this situation because of Congress misruje.
He cited Gopinath Bordolei’s wide outlook. After Gopi-
nath Bordoloi came Bishnuram Medhi, after Bishnuram
Medhi, came Chaliha. Nobody found fault  with
Chaliha. 1 was telling this. I am not criticising any
person. The Chief Minister is cercainly to be criticised
if the successive €hief Ministers acted 1] Tt he
succfessive Chief Ministers did act jusily ang properly,
obviously Bhattacharyya is not right. About the depart-
ment people the least we talk is the best.

JNOW, Sir, what is the history behind {he disaffection

amongst Hills people ? I am sorry, T have ot got the

papers with me now, I did not know (hay this Bill
would come in this session. The Hills people submitted
a representation before the Simon Commission ip 1919.
As early as that some of the hill people were agitating.
The hills peoples’ agitation for a separate State or for
Independence, I may tell my young friends,

detes even
earlier,
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~

As regards Nagaland, the agitation attracted wide
public attention during the time of Governor Akbar
Hydari. The Naga National Council was not anti-Assam

or anti-Indian.”

\/ . .
Late Sir Akbar Hydari, the then Governor of Assam
entered into the notorious nine points agreement with

the Naga National Council. ~

JThe difference of opinion arose on the ninth point

as to whether on the expiry of tenth year from that

date of the agreement, the review would include the

question of independence. The Naga friends said that
the question of independence might also be considered.
Sir Akbar Hydari later gave the interpretation that the
question of a separate independence State cannot be
opened. The Naga brethren thought that they were chea-

ted and therefore, some of them came forward to start

an agitation for complete independence. It was then that

Fizo took over the leadership for independence. Sir, the
language bill came in 1960, but all the delegations that
went to Delhi said ‘Oh: Assam has psssed the language
bill and how can we stay with them? This was only a
plea. The Hills people’s agitation started decades before
that. The language bill is not the cause ; that is taken
R TR to L beate ASEaTh awithHes I SXEEOIS I would ear-
nestly submit that it would not be just or proper to

say that Congress misrule has given TiS€ to this fissiparous
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tendency. Mr. Deputy Speaker, Sir, I am grateful to
honorable Member Shri Bora' for asking what has given
rise to this separatist tendency amongst hills people ¢
Its root cause is our slavery under the British Colonial
rule over India and Assam. In 1826 Assam was trans-
ferred by the Burmese to the British under the treaty
of Yandabu. At that time due to internecine trouble and
quarrel in the Ahom reigning family no resistance could
be offered by Assam against the handful of invading
Burmese aggression in 1824-26 when the Britishers togok
over Assam and the surrounding hills it was their policy
to divide and rule, just as other colonial powers do. We
all, I hope, have heard of the Coupland plap, That
plan was to curve out an area in the hills for a crown
colony as a foothold and bastion of imperial power right
in the heart of India and Asia. British policy alone is
responsible for inciting separatist tendency amongst the
Hill brethern of Assam.”

“During the last World War the British in the begin-
ning lost in Manipur and they were pushed back beyond
Kohima in Naga Hills. British then said that they would
come back again. The Japancse and with them the
Indian National Army, due to long route, failed to bring
their supply. Se, they had to seize food, chicken and
pigs, etc, from the Nagas and thereupon the Nagas
became hostile. At frst the Nagas led the Japanese to
this area but when they found that the Japanese were
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not behaving properly, so they helped the British to
return and defeat the Japanese and the Indian National
Army. That is the history in brief. When India became
independent, most Nagas still believed that— British would
again rule India, as being scrupulously segregated from
the plains, they were completely ignorant of the world
outside. It was through the British administrators like
Powssey that the Naga brethern got the idea of indepen-

: k)
dence or separation from India.

Shri Lakshyadhar Chaudhury—That is due to the

Congress misrule.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah—If you define misrule like

that, you can have the pleasure.

Now coming nearer to our Bill-e:--

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua -Sir, he is blaming Mr.
Powssey only. But does he not agree with us that the
same policy is being maintained by the Congress Govern-
ment even today ? Instead ot changing the system, they

are still committing the same mistake.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah Mr. Depuly Speaker, Sir, you
have rightly said that the hon’ble Member has been here
for along time but has not learnt anything. It was not
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Powssey that Tam blaming;it is the imperial policy of
divide and rule.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua—That policy is still being
followed by Indira Gandhi. The Congress Party is mis-
ruling the country. “ir, we are here to learn things from
our elders but I am sorry to say that he has to learn
from us.

Shri Phani Bora—Perhaps there is a misunderstanding.
I think Mr. Barua has referred to the period after 1947
when the British imperial power was out and the Congress
came to power unexpectedly, as pointed out by Shri
Sarma. Having got the power in hand for 23 years
why the Britishers’ mistakes and misdeeds were mot
corrected y On the contrary they were carrying out the
same misdeeds and mistakes.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah—If you trace our history--
only from 1949, what is the difference between a mon-
key and a man? Monkeys are exactly like men. But the
difference between monkeys and men is said to be that
monkeys do not carry on what their fore-fathers knew
and men take benefit from their predecessors’ expericnce
that is the difference.

)

( Interruption )

Mr. Deputy Speaker—1 request the hon’ble Member
not to incite other hon’ble members,



-
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(Voice—We are not incited. We want some pleasure )

Shri Debeswar Sarmah Now, with regard to oursel-
ves—1 am talking of the peojle of Assam—what harm
have we done to the hill people? Have we exploited
our hill friends ? Can anybody say that ; Assamese people
do not have employmen: in the hills not even a primary
school teachership. Have we gota teacher even in Naga-
land ? Or any other places in the hill 2 Here even In
Shillong, the Capital of Assam, the number of Assamese
people holding Government posts ai€ fewer than Kbhasis
or Bengalees, We did not have high ranking officers till

recently.

a shop here or in any other hill 2

Now, have we got
__economi-

Are we exploiting the hills people in any way
cally, or in Government service ? Can anybaod
Assamese pzople ex ploited the hills brethren. Delhi Gods
may take oleasure in blaming us, dut the fact stares
in the fac: thit wes have not exploited anybody 10

y say that

any \Nay_

NOW, Sir, Cszatral Government in Delhi listen to their

bureaucrats and the diehard bureiucrats are imitating
the policy of divide and rule 1O find a happy hunting
ground for themselyes and their relations and friends.
Will th: Chaisf Minister please give me the name of

the erstwhil: Home Secretary ? — 18 it Mr. L. P. Singh ¢
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Who was the architect of the re-organisation of Megh-

alaya into an autonomous State ?

(Voice — Govinda Narayan)
(There is a joke.)

When we went in a delegation to Delhi-with the then
Chief Minister, Shri Chaliha—we had an interview with
Mr. Chavan, then Home Minister at his residence. On
one side of Chavan Mr, Bhagawati sat and on the other
side the Chief Minister; when Shri L. Pp. Singh came,
Shri Chavan asked Bhagawati, A. P. C. C. President
to make room for Shri Singh. Our delegation could not
influence him as much as [ believe L. P, Singh did.
“Our Delhi Gods teday are acting no differently from
the British Administrators so for as the North Eastern
area is concerned. Qur leaders are also following the

policy of divide-and-rule as was evident in the case of
Meghalaya leaders.

There in the meeting at Delhi I said in the presence
of the Home Minister and Home Secretary, that if Delhi

ehicourages our hill friends on the demand of a separate

Hill State, can we resist it #”

Shri Phani  Bora - Delhj AR st Delhi & 9
PITIT ANAR Fey 6AF(E3 (A 2 afc OIE RA, (SET (e
&SEIGIT ] GleAAE Charge 51 Refute TR T FFw wfpE

Ai‘.
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Shri Debeswar Sarmah —afext Igs A2 w7 WEMT |
@ 2] lpeias tn wwe FA bif @ifs ©FE walfm Fif@
WY fF weiae  REEFA AEEHO @S T

-
I think the same policy of divide and rule is probably

being carried out by Prime Minister at the instigation
of senior officers some of whom are I. C. S.and other
I. A. S. They are ovlaying the game in this respect. ”

/’
Geography can not be altered. We are neighbours, I

mean the proposed States and ourselves. It should be
our earnest efforts to keep our friendly, neighbourly
relation with them. During last Chinese aggression our
fair-weather friends in Assam took their cars and ran
away at the earliest possible moment. One of our
Ministers wrote, it is said, to Delhi that Ministers should
be evacuated to Delhi. Hon’ble Member, Atul Goswami
read this from Nair’s “Between the lines” on the floor

of this House.

I hope our present set of Ministers like Shri M. M.
Choudhury, Shri Syed Ahmed Ali and others are not
writing that whenever again war breaks out they should be
taken to Delhi. I do not think they will for the simple reason
that they have no place to go. If a war breaks out tomorrow
we have nowhere to go. We shall have to stay where
we are. If Assam is taken by enemy WC shall be going
to Nagaland and from there W€ shall gether strength
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and fight. We the people of Assam have nowhere to
go. Now, why the officers are encouraging this separa-
tion, division, fragmentation, balkanisation of the East-
ern Region 9 The reason again is obvious. But, Sir, blood
is red and tears saline ; so, human nature is what it is.
Hills are a happy hunting grounds for the officers from
Delhi and other States, NEFA is hundreds of miles away
from Shillong but Mr. Luthra ruled NEFA for years
and years from the bracing climate of Shillong with all
amenities and society life. T don’t mind - ;T am only
analysing. “Another reason is that these proposed small
States and territories are non-viab'e. For financial and
every other matter of consequence, these tiny states will
have to look up to Delhi for assistance, Naturally the
bureaucrats will rule these stafes in eff‘ect,/althouigh the
Ministers will have all amenities including A“ercedes car.
After all, who does not want affluence and comfort ¢
Who is so cynic as not to I want to be a Minister, have
a good house, good cars, furniture and good jewellery and
finery for their wives and children ? That gives a clue to
demand for separation. Now, Sir, is this the end 9 No.
After this how and why will Cachar remain with Assam 9
The information has already reached my ears that 2 or
3 people from Silchar have already gone to Delhi to
demand that Cachar should be reorganised into
territory After Cachar.. «eo...

Union

Shri Altaf Hossein Majumdar—By this time some of

g



£

1971 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 95
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

of the people who went to Delhi had contradicted this
statement and it has been aiready made known that
the people of Cachar vehemently pretested against such
a move against the action of these representatives saying
that these people have had no right to go to Delhi. A
public statement was also issued. It has alieady gone

to the press.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah Sir, there is an Assamese
saying, perhaps one in Bengali 2lso—you will certainly
know better “the God of death has been shown the
door sfep” He will not wait at the doorstep, he will enter the

premises and take his toll. I hope Shri M ajumdar will have

influence enough to advice the people of Cachar that

separaticn is not strength, strength lies unity; but I am

almost certain that he will live to learn better. After

Cachar, Sir, wili the Tai Mongolian people sit idle ?

Shri Altaf Hossein Majumdar—So far as Cachar is
concerned, it will depend upon the goodwill of the
Brahmaputra valley. 1 feel that they should cast their
lot with the people of the Brahmaputra valley.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya—The suggestion made

by shri Majumdar is a very dapgerous One.

Mr. Deputy Speaker—T think instead of doing just-
tion. I would re-

to the

ice we are just embarrassing the situa
quest the Hon. Members to confine themselves

subject we are discussing.
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Shri Debeswar Sarmah — Are they waiting to hear from
us ? After Cachar, let our Chief Minister 2o to Sibsagar
next time and he will hear that Tai Mongolian people
will te very keen to have their own kingdom constituted
of Lakhimpur and Sibsagar District. He will probably
be compelled to say “Baba, you please yourself.”” There-
fore if the Tai Mongolian people will come with demand
for a separate independent state, we shall bow down.
This is the serious matter. I am one with those who
do not believe in violence. Let us gear up and Jlet us
try to stem the tide of fissiparous tendencies. Small states
are dangerous things. They will be twisted and turned
to the whims of the Delhi Gods and Delhi senior offi-
cials, who get the ears of “Maharani” in a Parliament
Member’s language, Defence Minister, and Home Minister.
I think one who pulls down this Chief Minister, throws
out that Chief Minister to the dustbin, and put up ano-
ther is indeed a Maharani.

Shri Altaf Hossein Majumdar — Mr. Deputy Speaker.

Sir, probably, our senior leader is a little unkind to our
Prime Minister.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah—Personally I cannot be unkind,
I'am only discussing politics. Now I am coming to close.
As Shri Bhattacharjee observed, that N. E. Council will
be the final nail in the coffin of our State : that will be
the last nail, bacause in that council all the States will

L]
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always range themselves against Assam, with the behind
the scene co-operation of the centre, which has been

unsympathetic towards Assam for no fault of her except

that he does not bow down to unjust wishes.

In that N. E. Council, there will be tussle between
Assam and other States ; that is bound to be, because
we have something—we have Universities, Engineering
Colleges etc., which they do not have and they will ‘
start demanding and quarrelling to get something which ‘
Assam will not be able to afford, so there wiil be cons-
tant friction ; paradoxically, we are rich in natural reso-
urces and other things, naturally other States will make
heavy demands on Assam in the North East Council
and in the voting we will be minority. In consequence
there will be no harmony amongst the States. Our trouble
is—at one time there was man in Assam. I am not
going to earlier time of Ahom Kings, who could drive
away seventeen Mugal invasions. I am talking of recent
time of Shri Manik Chandra Barua, Gangagovinda Phukan,
Tarunram Phukan, Nabin Bardaloi, none of us is equal
to any one of them in stature, Small States as we are,
if we are to live together, if we talk in one voice, we
cannot be beaten, At all critical times, luckily for wus
all the parties combined together even the C. P. I
agreed with us at Delhi on the eve of formation of
Meghalaya and that unity 1S still there. The trouble
lies with the majority party mostly, now-a-days. They
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are not responsible for the separation, but they have no
guts and courage to stand up against it. That is the
trouble with us today. It may be said that Iam digre-
ssing, but the digression will not be irrelevant. The people
of Assam have never let us down in our struggle for
freedom nor ever in the past. If at all, Congress has
let the people down. As regards the clause, I propose
to discuss briefly at the time of moving my resolution.
There is no time. Yesterday there was an important bill
and today we are discussing a still more important bill.

“There are clauses which have undoubtedly relegated
Assam to the status of a Sub-State or secondary State.
It is within living memory how Assam had to fight to
get the status of Governor’s State and after that Assam
came to same status of equality with other States in
India. By these two strokes namely this reorganisation
bill and the proposed Eastern Council indirectly and
round about way, our status of a full-fledged State like
U. P., Madhya Bharat, Maharastra and Gujrat etc., is
going to be lowered. I hope our Chief Minister and
the party behind him will join together and see that
this may not happen./No doubt we have got Bhibisons
in Delhi. But if we stand solid we can succeed in figh-
ting back these Bhibisons, and the example of such a
victory is there in very recent times. The Centre sent
Shri Bhagawati to contest the Chief Ministership here.
I do not say that Shri Bhagawatiis not as good a man

——r

“
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as any one of us here. But since he was sought to be
foisted upon us from Delhi, we clearly said that we could
not support him. If our Chief Minister does the right
thing, then the State will be behind him. If he lets this
State down and if this party lets the people down, then
god help us.

#Shri Hiralal Patwary —sta1a Setfays wezicd, =ife @3
fRAAIE eojge STAlET] B WA AwH & SEG OfeqE2
ANYI S[©ige qva ©ftd  ATABA] CEIE G VTR ﬁ"iﬂ'm 3
(STAre Gifass fare 1 WEAW Aoy @ a@ oeqm fa fafg
o 0w Ag  FA (o B (STdrS  (FAeE P sifafea
ctats 1 (Aifine ARAE wm oz fAfRE? 12 RN
Wi @3 faaiE s WgaApAl FF FIF T GHD RIS @32
fasiis w91 fowl «fqeaz, =@Fa HAeid afefaly fzores 72w
ANIFY Algz fEoiTa STApAl FECAe 2o A bFea Al STE |
BAlgT  wraten |, wigfa wiw @tel g AwRe @fenl  EtEy
Separation ¥ f3s =itz S fra] 93 GBI s Caferaid | i
T I Y (gl I I, 1 HFA <ige AHAT (SEERT D
AT Fg codaraT e qq qIRT AR Al | F SIvIFER
A9 (AAP A AN | AT ST AN HACTE AFEA T
Ot ARGIEAl FEI AR aiforq | AferE NI T ASR
JIE| (AR YIFIT €4q5 external pressur Aff ARG (OIA-
o StA  PIW| ZARCSA | SNt HHAF  AFCA AMICAZ  HIFI
b1 APE @igS il wfq A6 g A WA GOV ISR
aifiata 631 *fHre, g 98 ag® @§EFT I %33 (alfyg
IR &% slaEE @Al ergies g My A TS 73 o7 gy

# Speech not corrected.



100 Further Discussion on the North-Eastern 28th October
Areas (Re-organisation) Bill, 1971

T$ WA 2O 5IFIAF @B plealy Hamt«iaed [AgiA aFfq7 | 5331
staES A (Al Anars fanrg frg 2if3 1 Sqizas =arer @a@
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wifsta faa 312, ©fF 2@, ez wfem @ AfT sAtEEg A
Wz (SfSA A sewme sEEAEl AR 2 | fEle paFit A
3 =7 @ RealF Ame suaz 639l @fe G’ fIEte o3
Jftae @2 e (39l @9l faaidcg Record Igia @AI2 | sIfers
fell® @i faea2 5%3 | wify st mifs sep aration f3az3 apsy|
0212 | WINE AT Fol A =g oS FONE @ @
M1 3o oifee @8 4wz g ey | 299 AlGS & SeEw

QBRA AN 0% (7 o fArasaiq €94 FILF ST F5lS
IBE ey 7y |

wife 97T fCeqe Tty A sy ¢ frg 9% FIENCT A
5z @3 evqe =3 already condition creat =fqa |
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TATRAT TN T I{ el fpifae 13 7 ItER) ATAS
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FNGT ST WifzfRm =G FCNGT 91 @5 AT 33 AL | SiF
A6T ST =g 137 Aicw ©ffIce (3 (oSrAlFY B I© ?
a3 @@MEAR], e T ArIF (GAiE  «@rPT State I
@68 5fATE | eqiTeRig guA AFCT o8 wFI GG Mg =i
wrae AT 7@ IR0z Afere @B faEiT wfe WA O
afexl IRgy efeffy fosita =2 7 wifaw 2 (7361 =i biv
Ay | afr Sify @aieiRey afefafy fzoiee 299 #ive fFaace
fgml oAve 29 Fifa 8 (AT o3 678 ANTHS, 3395 5A®
GIAEY Wi @3 /ACEE fAg Sife  SFEdA ASA TH 5 (eTNerA
Sig Ape =i i e 29 33 aal | Afr =il qiEy [tfag
@RI AT FEI WA qfewel 2 ofen =@ s 3IF v
ate fafen catzry e wmve wwefe, =T AT 93 =y
41 B9 23 sifere f3 B3R A A AAF 92 AE eI
oye,fE, AL, «@Iel W IR @RIE @EAIT PRI AW
fifgs dPig (FICAl TTT A | @3 AT ATAS GAS( 2AfOfafy
fz5i7a criticism #f333 WfgPIF AZ FIIW (ST4S AFD A 733
33HY (57 =T AR ifse ¢z =ifzre |

qIf @A 4A7 wAsl AP, (Sids AREA (STAP GHlY
Al [y 2 wiferer  oraeAAA B IT FAS! AlFR)
AATHTA ©IqTF AFAs 2f[0A, ¢80 AN IAFF  ArFEe A |
azzdl Af9s (Argeras (afed + wiw HEl 3fAfed AT 2H Orw
ofF AN =TI | wfaeliz® ©ie qieg Principle & | afista
alziay AAe «iAF wWifzm ez Alfe (9w IARE AT i
Aafe1 U fAca fo5) sffea| =iwediby Policy teui 37
fufes ! =fe faAsra wifgg @zt [T (SASAFA ©IF 3T wfara
ANA (A wiE Gaely esie @i REIT AT 1 AT
WI wifd Fras @ qgay A wig A AR g4 ARy
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CSATS (A (¥, fAAlq SRdTABy cordw Servant. 33 6 (914
Servant #AzZy (OTAD TATL GAAHIFAG @S] | AN SZraG fagt
si3ftaBq =e*icz | India has federal type of administration.
S (Fls db A AR (STUST ARE  @rR | MRfAEE[T 0 LA
e AFIfbe 1 M famly =we A%E, I I A 79T
AACT I3 AP (W BAQ AfIy {67 AlfFRiag e 21
=AY 9 861 At =eE | =, w9, v, ¢ow! . This is the
four principle to rule a state. afegl  AYSTT A7 FF
(sfea] ©f@ AT 2T 1 =i wASl IFE AT 92 5IFI  Efel
QTAISA (AR MAT I R0F (202 A1 ©F  @YAE @feyl
AT HF GIRAE (BB Y WP FABIRGD @l AT Soa] g&
(SrAlfe ®IGT I |

“®I83 oM@y widey pfa WA
az3l =& BiAF IHAS |

That has been followed by the Britishers. (orqifea
ei3w fofe sfiaz wife FfEgifs #3=3 Awe Jfefe Internal
unity (% External disunity g 3157 =39 {0z fag wixta
sfqes Intcrnal Disunity =it External unity 23 w3t 9183
FHAN 0T 1 ©13Y Al ©i3F WieAR M2 | OiEF ©isg @
©i2q 73 IIR AIE | AINI TS ABTE  GHLINT (ORAIfSq
wR *f7 A afem gl 3989 bAw AR W et
cefed cofemns =@l =ifEy @78 > @ AER wifE wqead
GNzEz | 38 (eéraid (39 ) QT‘%EEﬁ 39 m?a? @2 F{qTe2
@ @iy @ie Blocd relation =iftg | wifef «iws waa faren
B 3fFI SH{ra Sty ©Itd Wied T a1 @itg 1 wifg s
Mbiwaed aft ofe sAgied (SNFA f@n3l, ufisE aw enfi
70 TR A @4 §E WA IO I Alfrac e 1 wifw

S
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SNty (FRgAN ©i3r7 femna oo wmI  [AFm fFm T Al
Wl AR T Afrg] SN AR CHCAIRTT BAIR (AR A2 |
Sriqei® Sl v SlRedde (Il AwicEz AR wifE eke
5aFIq WA Sl [ 193 BRA SIS ©fF Al At AIRMAR
ol ©fes 29 |

frq s aumigts wasngl @ A. T. C. JiFe. =il 5129
TtTe, I qmaed)  AFEFAY AINe WiE SEitay ae | frEs st
Memorandam fosts szagfe feq  zIanal zd o @XC6) =P
AT ACAlEfe | wemaw cgfenl *AIed M. L. A. g z= filtes
fundamental Right 1 =91 e awe) fafea 52 cefes ©F
cal® wifeferal | q@ FElAEE ANS Wl @2 mfagta effect f=
22?7 @573 wifi wicAl, Sergw wwawd ST oS3 eE
ofRe mra1 @3 wEd A2 92 Gutaaeie go A1 AT F8&
@ AEYAHAT oy qF | (A2 Government %0& Green Revo-
lution 231 @37 Yual 3 23 | ol ai2rALE APITS AT F{AS
w123 =i Atgey Cafe =41 ceparation 3 o cofent Aifza-
BreT | mifE o373 cAtatam #ACIR A fama Rera AfSE
atfiel, teatne wiwi fers e wifiz (e @2 R,

WA BATE tae | ge 4iel Are Wiged —AEI T, Tafeq
Integrity

%, SleAlag Iy, FI TIEI afyrAce  state
wifg @3

% i3 | (eTAgAl aqF AT a5q =f3 wifard |
@5 €5 =i wgea «lfs siw alfed o SR pefe SN AL
©fF @A ey pgial Sy, AfREY T fageita a@ifsa 53
BfRae At (s ara sAETe ITS [ I 7B I
1w Sl faat (edmps gws wig 4F AT sifers g st
WY A9 wiEE fwl wfFE (? gife 1@ o8l 39 Ay
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oifzte | MY IR AT AT (9T, SEF, WG 108E. (O G
wez AferF I wmst @E wite @3 A awEs 33 gl
foRl *31 %q@q | w7y Fzrme Mutual Respect 3R @2 famie
A AT IRI SNfT 1 qEY QAL F0A WINF wra (Il w9
= =ifaradee) @ératzs ofal f&312 @ty @ 3Ry a3

TArT A2 N AT WIfeA I3® FRY @ f3@ A5 a7 |
ife e@-AiRe ## we A Awf eqEE e AT

@b1q (e (57 Capitalist wif&a | ¢Fga wpora SATAASTR §3Afq -

ATE WA AN FEAle  @ifen o IBR AwEwm wimre
QI A2 O 3ffe 1 o edifie BA-aifeal 2l 97y cwizar
(M WAFL (fe7 DS MEGT 7S (9 AR (ARTT | =17
MM YN Avw @R A IRE 1 oy Az,
=% e ywey vfqrz, 9% ygAl B e 2 Afate @
Carbolic piratrrarz @3 w39 @5ia 2431 1qlq IfMe 43® Saa3iq
B Al Ta (FRgaAqEcz | 38 wifEg 7939 T AR {3
WI AGI7 TGy o1z | wigeld  wdRfe-amiae fRorarw ¢z
ARZ | WY stAwy @ Past a%arg 7w 3RI Alfaga » wife
S ASTS| W for @Al FA UNEE SiaTe | SEAE fAg
> TEAIS IFEAw  (vF AR oMEre “aw B Sfy gia”

ISR ®late epus) afRfes | @iy sl Ll {8 rean Biwa
NPT @A) 37 |

@“ﬁiﬂ’?ﬁ--’ﬂ]‘ﬂﬁ faadqy esa® 8% |

A sABaE— wife W 9B @ o A AigEY
@ fowl sfaw mtfiq o g% A9 BE (A (A WAy eqare
U (%% wqme wRey AT TS BWy 39 A9 |
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fof 753 2a BfxEyl w43 #se Regional &1a JRIfA a5 T}
AT 1 g7 AT S5 s[RI AAfAI

ofenl Tty wrztqa, a8 [Eds  clause by clause
witateal 3f33ea Awwm W wis fAfenal | FFY, ST wording
fafs vta @ifS3 | Fsdqg wording 3 @sls &%) (Atast | wording
3 GIedy fIa4ag @mpq sl = ie3d oA (otg | NANE SEiETE
OIeTIAIE i it 04T (3 WHNA Berele BIINA (R BIIRT
@I FdhE  qots I3 @EEAR I TF@g A9 TeEs,
(9, weeliss , wiff @ I wEAE 9 e Ffe |
“EaiER’Y ud tare G widA, “eicna” (ere A4 TwEI e

or'e «@fegl wiglga TG 23 3 1
(wfa— “agiea’)

AfST3 ¥ bIBRT wfe . e (s ST T FE A
AR Al afenl ffen v wifze 1R @ [RaN S\ R
TSIACT AT A% gt | sq@A e Ignere 371 Efoe w27 |
12 — w2l — qranly fowras =iifn Firwiras 539t Ignore 3
(AR | AIENR  wwi wfFply otz (RG] WS A% T3
FTd | ARAS M we qy, gwAca) ATAEIE A Al
AL | AT A @BiA Atiwy i AfEed wQ SR A
oA IFAA TE zrme wiwld &fF  Oleq eI AR CIECIE
g | A SR s caifs sv A ganiFed 2 w43 Qi
G2 SfPs @R Gege BRY Al CEEL S IR
AtsrAfd sifgeay o
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Shri Atul Chandra Goswami—Saitaps wr=ins, @3 fRaew
AfFatards sife 43 fasjal, afdsfa, i@z, S@pE oie fagata
w3 A 7z 37 IR WS 471 9 @A Gig | @3
R atal 3 fas@), 3fg@, @wsm, wi=e =1 atwa o)
AR oeifEs sl A 434 29 (Sre wiAfE aral w13 |
fog @Bl 341 tatz @ GmfiEn @ Aele GEE =jin 127
E\ﬁiﬁaﬁﬁ tafes @ Uttar Pradesh shall be soverign Republic.

wifer @2 famg state (qdl 0site (3 Voice of Indira is the
Voice of Indin. wasiws g7 ¥80a 013 (31 (o14® fdly o |
Sizifga tefaty sqweeral A (A (e TRl GEw | 3w
(DTG SfATT  FAAMMIFIY (A4 0213 AR AT 02f%E | @
SR 94 T ey FAANIIE (T 03 GEIR ORT A wiwig
AN JB | FE FAAMRIE (9F GETs] ol s tors |
MM GBS 27 (ecw WB WA GleNAF 9B @S @é cx
(STTS 3wy siRie @ sifEtare [T 7€l SifF figs o
AT Gstaigey 7 Rew d4ifF fom@ln 9T i3 9dtnw

ST AN AlgeI AN 9Bt BT 78 SizifAd gz
9 37 facz Famelsl @ OIIET R QIR wpnaeie fa
PUARA = IE AT Q@ IWI AwS wwE =@ il |
F7 wifs wam aoies @2 TN Bafon s e wifer
SN FAAARS | IaiEEy GAAAIR, A wwaipa GaAtqizaq
STrsifEe st wiierEn o=e sfadtars sas DY qem rasd
Tfqare GantqRda JeiNe (@ael Sfee = afd siray |

Mr. Deputy Speaker—The House stands adjourned
tll 9 A, M. to-morrow, Shri Gogwami will continue.
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ADJOURNMENT

The Assembly then adjourned till 9 A.M. on Friday
the 28th October, 1971.

U. Tahbildar
Shillong Secretary,
The 28th Oct., 1971 Legislative Assembly, Assam.




