Assam
_,  Legislative Assembly
& Debates

OFFICIAL REPORT

TWELFTH SESSION OF THE ASSAM LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
ASSEMBLED AFTER THE FOURTH GENERAL ELECTIONS
UNDER THE SOVEREIGN DEMOCRATIC
REPUBLICAN CONSTITUTION OF
\ INDIA

OCTOBER-NOVEMBER SESSION

! VOLUME 11

No. 2
j . The 8th November, 1971
L-

1990

PRINTED AT THE PAPLOO PRINTERS
JORHAT



DEBATES OF THE ASSAM LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, 1971

( OCTOBER-NOVEMBER SESSION)

Vol 1. ..

No. 2
"x SRl The 8th November, ,1971
A . o

¥

., Question on Legislators’ Property

CONTENTS

. Starred Questions and Answars

Motion on the Report of the Baquiry Committee

on Land Settlement ;

Sirike by P, W, D. contractors for non-payment
of Bills

vee
ser

Famine Condition at Mankachar s

Kaligaon Krlshipam

Complaint of breach of privilege againest a Miaister
of State

Calling Attention To A Matter of Urgent Public

Importance—The Assam Small Industries Develop-
ment Corporation

Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Fifteenth Report of the
Public Accounts Committee

Report of the Commission on Secondary Education
in Assam

The Assam Contingency fund ( Augumentation of
Corpus ) Bill, 1971

=

Pages

6—44

44—145
45—46

46—47
47—53

53

54— 70

70- 15
75

75

76—19




[ii]

12. The Assam Appropriation ( No. V) Bill, 1971 79—80

13, The Assam non-Government School and College .
En.ployees Centralised Provident fund Scheme
{ Amendment ) Bill, 1971 = R 8C—86

14. The Gauhati Municipal Corporation Bill, 1969 86—3817 2 ? }

%

15. Statement by the Chief Minister —Allegation against a B i
Minister of State 8 37—99 »

16.  Result of Election to the Dibrugarh University Court 99

17, Motion—Anomalies in the Settloment af land is and
around Gauhati Sl 100— 128

10. Adjournment : 129




Assam ,
Legislative Assembly Debates

OFFICIAL REPQOQRT
OCTOBER~-NOVEMBER SESSION

Vol—II
No.—2
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Proceedings of The Twelfth Session of the Assarm,
Legislative Assembly assembled after the
Fourth General Elections under the Sovereign
Democratic Republican- Coristitution
of India

The  Assembly met: in_ the Assembly Chamber, Shillong;
at 10 AcM. on Monday, the 8th November, 1971

PRESENT
Shri Mohi Kanta Das, M. A., B.L., Speaker, in the Chair,
12 (Twelve) Ministers, 8 (Eight) Ministers of State, 2 (Two)
Deputy Minister and 51 ( Fiftyone ) members,



STARRED
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

(To which oral replies were given)
Re : Representation in Central Secretariat

Shii Dulal Chandra Barua asked 3
«78. Will the Chief Minister be pleased to state—

(a} Whether it is a fact that the people of Assam have no
representation in the Central Secretariat in almost all the

" cadres ?

(b) If so, what steps have bceln taken by the Government
with the Government of India to make such provision 112
different cadres in the Central Secretariat ¢

(c) If not, the reasons there of *?

(d) Whether Government is aware that such negligence i
detrimental to the interest of Assam ?

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury (Chief Minister) replied 2
78. (a)—There is no quota for different States for repres-
entation in different cadres of Central Secretariat.

(b, (¢) & (d)—In view of (a) above does not arise,

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : As the other State Governments
e representing their people in the Central Secretariat from

their State Secretariat for getting the = benefit in a]] the:

Central Services, for instance, at the planning and other
things, do not our Government consider it proper to take
up this matter with the Govt. of India for representation

of our people in the Central Secretariat ¢

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury s In some cadres, there’

j‘
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1971 QUESTIONS 7

aré some representations from Assam cadre. For example,
in the cadre of IAS, from Assam cadre, there are some
Deputy Secretaries, Joint Secretaries and Under Secretaries
in some other departments like Law and Education depart-
ments, there also some representations are there. Therefore,
the point is that in the matter of direct recruitment to
the lower cadres, our people are generally not interested
and so they do not try to get entry into \the Central
Secretariat in the lower cadre. That is the difficulty.

Shri" Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya & Is it not that our
people are mnot interested in entering into the Central
Secretariat not for any other reason but because of the
difficulties ‘and impediments on their way of being repre-
sented there; that they have not been getting any scope.
In the ‘Secretariat, is the Chief Minister has said, there
are different grades or different sets of personnel. So, far

-as the IAS personnal are concerned, some from the Assam

cadre now doubt go there; but most of them who go of
almost all of them who are, though belonging formerly o
Assam Cadre 'hailing from outside the State of Assam.
But so far as the lower level service is concerned, Assam
is totally unrepresented and if the Government does Dot
reprasent it strongly that there should be some aIrange-
ments for bringing people from those areas also which are
almost completely unrepresented there, in the usual COUTLSE,
the YOungmen of Assam will not get any service in the
Central Secretariat. Secondly, the Chief Minister has
said that we have got some people in the law and educa-
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tion Department but their number is almost insignificant.
For example, in the Law department, there are ope ot
two and they are only Translators who are in the lower
rang, and the Education department, probably, except Shri
P. Barma, there is done worth the name. Tnview of this,
the Government of Assam should make out a strong case
to the Govt, of India in the matter of representation
from the people of Assam in the Central Secretariat so
that there shouid be adequate and proper representation
of Assam in the Ceneral Sectia,tariat as Assam uptill now
is not getiing and representation.

Shri Mahendra Mchan Choudhury : In Some: departments,

of course, we can push some of our mep When o

: ; pportuity,
arises. But in the matter of direcruitment th

ere is no

gtate-wise reserved quota. Generally thege people . are

rectuited in the lower cadre by competition. There. 'is com-

petitive examination and from the regyjy of

this co i-
g s . mpoti
tive examination, the incumbants are Selecteq .

Shri Gaurisanker Bbattaceryya s

These gom,
TR . Ompetil; o
pations are held in Delhi ¢ Petilive: exami

Shri Mohendra Mohan Choudhury

this time with the Controler of Examinations
5. C. He made this complaint to g Joul of the U. P
come for the Central Secretaria; People Jo not

a i
: : tinised 3 Olitmerty  pFrom
the list. He has scrutinised, he founq ¢ :

hat A -
8§ ; o

& Kashmir are almost not Tepresented .3 m I;md Jomdﬂ:i’
s e has ac" -

sed that we should make them intereste i

gecretariat examination, and he saiq

Yes. 1 bad 3 talk

> 1f necessary,

"
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would introduce some posts for pushing people from Assam
so that they can get chance here, and that would be one
of our terms of reference in the proposed Education Co-
mmission. Then, Sir, regarding the deputation of IAS
cadre people to the Central Secretariat, it must be admi-
tted that if we try to send our qualified people, there
must be some length of service in there record to be eli-
gible to go to the Centre, and these people who are eligi-
ble in point of qualification and length of service, generally,
they are reluctant to go there. This is the difficulty. But
we are taking up this matter and we shall try to persu-
ode some of our people to go there and represent the
Govt. of Assam in the Central Secretariat so that we can

take advantage from them regrading matters which have
been said by Shri Barua.

Shri Gaurisanker Bhattacheryya: Apart from that, is the
Govt. contemplating - to represent to the appropriate author-
ities, that there should be Examination Centres in Assam,
because Delhi is far off and our boys and girls do not get
any scope not because they are not competent but they
cannot afford to go there and they do not get any infor-
mation whatsoever about this,

Shri Mohendra Mohen Choudhury s That can be tried.
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: Apart from the direct recr-
vitment, in some other States, like Tamilnadu, Maharastra,
punjab and others, they are taking their people from
their State Secretariat to the Central Secretariat. There-
fore, do our Government not consider it proper to depute
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our people from all cadres ranging from T. D, Assistant
upto the rahk of IAS officers from our State Secretariat to

the Centfal Secretariaf.

Shri! Mohendra Mohan' Choudhury's We ~have not™ get
information about: this but I shall look into: this.

any
Shﬁ pulal Chandra Barua : Sir, those who have been
senTt from our State Secretariat to the Central Secretari-
a"[,' the feeling is that those who were not wanted here,
they Were sent to the Central Secretariat. Their feeling
6/1 Mizo offioers were sent to the Central Secr-
etariat and tliey thought that because they were not e
ated in the Assam Administration, that was why they
were deputed. Buf we want such  kind of representation

is such.

there which can render benefit''to usto some extent and so
will the government keep this point in view at the time of

sendiﬁg officers to the Central ‘Secrethriat

Shri Mohendra Mohan Choudhury : We shall keep it in

mind while making consideration in the matter,

Re @ wnutilised materials for closing the Desang-
mukh breach in Sibsagar

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi asked ¢

.79, ' Will the Minister-in-charge of P, W. D. (F.C.&L)
be pleased to state—

(a). Whether it s a fact that the unutilized materials for
closing the Desangmukh breach in Sibsagar were not found
on therspot. at theo time of inspection by the Chairman
of the Brahmaputra: Flood Control during 1970-71 ?
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{(b) If so, who ordered the removal of those materials
from the spot ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali [Minister, Public Works (Flood Con-
trol; & Irrigation) Department] replied ¢

79 (a)—-_—Chéirman went ;. for  general in:spection and, not
for checking of unutilized materials and hence his not fin-
ding the same does not arise ¢

(b)—Does not arise.

Shri P_romede Chandra ‘Gogoi : The reply to = question (a)

15 evasive. May'l know from the ‘Hon’ble Minister how
many timber posts were purchased by the ' Commission for

the breach closure work at Desangmukh ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali : 1In all there were 380 metres of
Nahar piles for this  breach clasure work.

Shri_Promode Chandra Gogoi: How many of them were
utilised in that work '-;

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali :  None of these Nahar piles were
utilised now of these unutilised as these were scattered
in the area. Subsequently they were kept in charge of

the Sectional ‘Officer. ‘Some of the pallisading bamboo stacks
were utilised but these ‘were taken by some Mirl people by

threatening 'the’ Khalasis who were on duty.
Shri Promod Chandra Gogoi : My question was how many
timber posts were utilised for the breach closure WOrk ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali; [ have already said that piles were
not utilised for the breach closure work.
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Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi : Secondly, Sir, the infor-
mation given by the Minister is not correct. Actually,
these unutilised materials were not taken away by the Miri
people of the locality.  These were taken away by the
then Executive Engineer, E&D, and were used by that
officer for his personal or family purpose.

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali: No, Sir, the unutilized materials
were 380 metres of Nahar piles. These were subsequently
removed from the area and kept in charge of the Sectional
Officer, Mechanical, vide : Order No. 1924-45 dated 2.12,70_
The utilised materials were bamboo sticks for pallisading,
but these were removed by some Miri people by threaten-
ing the khalasis, as I have already said.

Shri promode Chandra Gogoi s What about the unutilised

ma,tel'ia.ls 2
Shri Syed Ahmed Ali: These are in charge of the S.0.

b promod Chan Gogoi: Whether these materialg are

available and if not whether these were sold ip public

auction ?
shri Syed Ahmed Ali: We have no information that
these are not available, We may enquire about it

Shri Sailen Medhi: The hon. member has alleged that
Imutiliscd materials had been used up by the then Execy-
tive Engincer for his own personal purpose. Whether the
Hon’ble Minister can say whether this is a fact ?

nri Syed Ahmed Ali: As I have already said, these

S
received on transfer from the Sectional

Nahar piles Wwere

.f']
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Officer, Mechanical, and so the question of utilising them
at that tlme by some other oﬁ'n:er ‘does ot Hdrisgs |-,

Shri Promode Chandra Goomz These unut111sed Nabar
piles were handed over to the S.0. belonging - to" the
Mechanic1l Division by the " Brahmaputra - Commission.
T ‘want to “know “whether thése unutilised, materials are a‘@ﬂa'
ble and if’ they''are” not availlable, gvhether thesg, were de
in pubhc avction:! ' The Hon’ble:Minister. ;has Sa}fl t}??‘t
this informatior 'is not available ‘at present. -If this i the
position’ will ‘the - Hon’ble Minister enquire into the mat{ef

in detail whether these materials are ayailable Of .1 n°t d

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali :“'From" " thebirécords 1. find .@at
these materials are in charge’of the $0O.: But J shall en-
qu1re into the allegauon made by the,hong lmembe}f

DOSYgX9 | 9CT PF If

§}hr1 ,Dulal Chandra Barua asxed
Gl .r”

+80 Will the Mlmster-m-charge of Rcvenue be pleascd v
statg— A89y Iston tmoTIUO otil

Re% Rehef to the Drought-affected PeOple

(@ﬂ Whgther - it | ,13 a !act thrat a sun of Rs 50 lakhs has
b 54 ) | i 17
been sanctioned by the Gioverl;:;z’en't of’ Tndla f01‘ the
e N
f¢1. ief, °f the dfOught-aiTectod people in the State i

-.s_.ﬂ-c

(b) Tfiso, whether the said amoung, has, been. properly ut-
jlised for the PUTPOSe for Wthh it has ;becn swguoneq! 1

(c) Whether the Government have proposed {6 take up

permanent.scheme’ to  meet such .emergency in ( fotare;?

5il)%WA

(8) 1f so, ‘what is .the!l financial 1mpllcatmn for! such .2

scheme ?
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(e) ‘Whether the Government will ;move the Government
of ~India for financial assistance to meet such natural

calamities ?
Shri Biswadev Sarma (Minister Revém_le) l:eplied:
0. (a)—For the purpose of Central assistance, the Govern-
ment of India have _ﬁi;ed the following ceiling 'of expen-
diture, under relief item for relief of the drought-affected
peopib of the State during the  year 1971-72—-
' Rs. in lakhs,
1. Gratuitous relief 1:26
. Transport subsidy towards the 6:00
movement . of rice -and _atta.

I 5000 :
_ _ Total Rs. 57:26 lakhs,
(b),_Up-tillrnow, Rs. 31,35,128 has been expended‘ and
the balance will be spent during the remaining period of

3, ‘Test Relief works

the current financial vear,
(c) & (d)—Such Schemes are under consideration by Agri
culture and Irrigation Departments as part of theif Fiye
: _ L DL | =
Year Plan programmes. . 2

(e)—The Central Government was moved for providin
financial assistance  fo meet this expenditure, and thge
Central Government - fixed the: ceiling. of ,Central’ assistance

as indicated in reply to Question (a) bove,

Shri Dulal ~Chandra- Barua 3 May I know whether the
money has been fully utilised » If so, in what way this
has been utilised and in which places ?
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Shri Biswadev Sarma ; It will be a long list and will
take a long time of the House. However, I am giving
the broad items. The expenditure incurred on issue of
foodstuff, etc. Rs. 2,30,000.  House building ‘and  repairing
grant—nil. Seeds— Rs. 2.60.500. Shifting grant—Rs. 750.

Drinking water—Rs. 4,600. Cattle loan—Rs. 5,000." Reha-
bilitatien loan—Nil ; Seed' Loan—Rs, 20,00,000 (for Rabi
crops). Test Relief ' Schemes—Rs. 10,00,000.‘ Expenditure
incurred” for drought—Rs; 19,69.700. Test Relief Scheme—
Rs. 14,05,801. | This is the breakup of the expenditure
under broad heads. '

Shri Kamini°Mohon Sarma : 7 ACZMIL A FIfFT @AE @
Test Relief 5 Sis5fe 1 51 e iz 541 afSq o (i
aﬁc& | 9% (31 (1 Ao feRix fqe Suare W eI gl
At |

Shri B1swadev Sarma: ¢ fzora a3 AA<Ich! B 23
Shrl Moneswar Boro s m]f'é“ 2613 fga =14ichi B9 2@ sfw Sub-
Division 351033 fiigs | ;

Shri Biswadeyv Sarma

. Gratuitous . Relief ‘in kmd Barpeta—Rs. 5,000 ; Nalbari-

Rs. 23,000 ; Gauhati—Rs, 5,000 and Mangaldai—Rs. 68,000.
Total—Rs. 91,000. - -

Yarn in kind to widows and indigent women : Barpeta-

-Rs.27,000 ; Nalbari—Rs, 27,000 ; - Gauhati—Rs, 19,000 and

Mangaldai—Rs, 27 ,000,

Seed/Seedling grant 8 Barpeta —Rs. 20,000; Gauhati—Rs.
9000, . . Huwh ¥d T aw meia
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Transport sub51dv on issye of; ricg ¢ = Barpeta—Rs. 30,000 ;

Nalbarl—Rs 25, 000 . Gauhati—Rs. 10,000 and. Mangalda1
R_fs'; 20,000. ’

259%, subsidy on issne:of atta: Barpeta—Rs 1005000 Nal-
bari  1:00,000- :Gauhati —<Rs,” 100,000 ~and s Mangaldai+-Rs.
1.00,000./Charges -of power ‘pumps for irrigation, g B@FQQ—?E‘-.-:;
Rs, 25,650 ;  (Nalbafi—Rs. 41,950 ;- Gauhati—Rs. 15,.50::
Mangaldai=Rs.029(150 ; Tezpur—Rs: 14,000, '
Cost “of~ Tnsta'lation of ' “Tubewells, " Barpeta--5,00000/,
Nalbari-=1,56,000/- |°Gauhati—1,21,800/-, - Mangaldai<-1,69,0!
00/- Total 9,46 800/-. : |
Paddy husking scheme on Test Relief:basis . Barpata—57,00
0/-> Gauhati- 57,000/-, Mangaldai -:57,000/-, Total 1. 2,28.000/-.
Cost of bund ete. on Test Relief  basis,:. ‘Barpeta = 1,05,300/-,
Nalbari—2,49,885/-, Gauhati—69,350/-, Mangaldai—6,04 893/ =
Total—-—lo 29 428] These are the ﬁgures I have with me.
Shri Prabhat Narayan Choudhury : Sir, for relief of ths
draught aﬁ"ected dreas irrigation s most ~ essential’ Do ‘the
Govt. know that the Government of India ‘has'a provisién

Sf " Ris:t 1400 =cIores of rupees for tapping uph.of wader-
ground water ‘Tesources forswhich the/ Govt of llndia wanted the
States to form ground water Boards. If s0,: .why. (the. Govt. .
of Assam inspite of reminders from the /Govt. .df-India,

Ministry of -Agricylture in. their latter,:,No. 18-30/70 . TW

dated 21st| August reminded (the state ;Govt. §o. that( techni-

cal schemes can be prepared. In absence  no such, technical

schemes have been submitted to Goyt of India, ,and.case: of

Assam went by default.
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Shri_ Biswadev Sharma : Sir, the Hon’ble Member is
not correct. Under the direction of the Department of
Geology and Mining we already have constituted an under-
ground water cell and the Govt. of India has provided
us. with fnoney and rigs. Therefore, this information of
the Hon’ble Member is not correct.

Shri Prabhat Narayan Choudhury s Will the ‘Govt. take
early steps to constitute a Board so that the technical sche-
mes can be submitted to the Government of India and
Assam also can come into the picture and money 'can be
available to ‘the land ‘mortgaged bank, ‘as almost all the
states have been covered by tnat scheme except Assam?
Will the Govt. “enquire into the matier: and take early
steps ¢

Shri Biswidev Sharma : Sir, I have no information with

regard to the Agriculture Departmaent’s schemes but SO

far as my . department is concerned, 1. €., Geology and
Mining, we have already constituted an underground cell
and the Govt. of India provided us money and rigs for
this end we are making surveys.

Shri M. A. Musawwir Choudhury s Sir, certain areas of
Nowgong district have been very badly affected by drought
a continuous and even after continuous pressure DY the
local M.'L. As the Deputy Commissioner did not declare
these areas as drought affected areas and now famine cond-
tion is prevailing in those areas. Will the Hon’ble Minister
be pleassd to send some relief in the ~shape of Test
Relief and Gratuitous Relief to those arcas ¢ ILf necessary



1 can place the names of those areas, these are Rupohi

Laokhowa Dhlng, Morlgaon and Jorabari.

Shn Biswadev Shaama: Sit, I have alreado said the ot-

her day in the House that as and when the Deputy Com-
issioners send schemes to us we will give mnecessary relief

to those areas,
Shrl Giasuddin Ahmed : Sir, we have been told that Rs

50 Jakhs have been sanctloned vay I know which are

those drought affected areas ¢

Shti Biswadev Sarma s Sir, I have already mentioned

the list. :

Shrimati Lily Sen Gupta $ amzﬁﬂ i i A ?aca @ =f®
o fRgal AFER FAL ¢ N T E I 171 T £ o | S - S B
fm AeEe RUARCE @I, (HER TN s waEl @ @b Bey

(147 FEA 2 'q

Shiri Biswadev Sarma ¢ “Yarn in kind to widows indigent
womeﬂ for Barpeta il 000/- Nalbari—27 ,000/-, Gauhati—

19,000 Mangaldai 27,000/- totalling Rs. 1,000,00/- have been

glven
3Rfa 425 9 2Rl AL
Snrimati Lily Sen Gupta 8 & scheme 3 @sq® 4] 34| (202 9
Shri Biswadev. Sarma : (P& IMAR J2A, frwl (zg )
Shri Pulal Chandra Barua :  May I know from the Minister
in Charge of Revenue whether it is a fact that: the amount
which has been sanctioned by the Govi. of India is on

Joan. Though the Mmlst»' has given us a statement-that
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this amount has been spent in different heads, What are

these heads on which these amounts aré going to be spent ?

Shri Biswadev Sarma : I have already given the break up
in what heads th'e money is going to be spent.

Shri- Dulal Chandra Barua s My question is that these
amounts have not been spent in water supply, irrigation.

. 1f so, when and how the Govt. is going to spead the money

now !
Shri Biswadev Sanna's I have already said that in the

remaining period the balance amount will be spent as and
when we recewed schemes from different departments.

Shri Prabhat Narayan Choudhury :
division of Nalbari was affected by drought as known to
the Govt. but in sinking shallow ‘tubewell points 4 blocks
Pub Nalbari Borigog #arbhogi ' Tamulpur had been excluded
and Pacchitn Natbari also has not-been adequately corverd.
May I know the reason why four Blocks were excluded from
sinking " shallow tubewell | points  for, irrigatica pUrposes ?
Shri Biswadev ) Sharma - (Minister, [Revenue, etc.)  Sir,
Ishall have to find about it. (edwres <iatd <5t fdl carz |

Sir, the entire sub-

Shii Sarat @handra Rabha : 731 Aczl@d (@ L2 fR@APAINE A=
433 Mgl qu’l Qé‘[‘iﬁa o T o R < ®if4r ca1egigisd 745l @2
%4

A gStn Me wen g i s{ana afefi e Ak

Shri Biswadev Sarma: =g fagag +4x1 Report call @74ral |
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Shri Kabir Chandra Ray Pradhani ; ¢sfRi=efisl faal 49 gofwa
Fm© €2 | @3 fREg g el faql oA
Shri Biswadev Sarma: 3 f3acg 433 ¢fiql q2 1 AFART  ATHATR

afé (@2 477 T\
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: Saiw faed A SRR fREA
ez (e (A1 WAt @R TS [ CiEsatI R e R

Mr. Speaker : (HZ(H) sgA] AJNFIE FA i

Ghri Kamini Mohan Sarma : wRffGs s wefEe Jeigss

et gl @l Il (efed | @R FOl (39 TR fAeaaa =727
sl (3l area © I Fol tirg Bfrad A Ifeat® g2 @onz
@3 g2 (377 YOI ©F  (AMEIA | arpfas serars AP F9m@

Sfard @ (e |z @bl wwg IR T AR 9ol fifzs SIEoy!

#A4C ?

Shri Biswadev Sarma: dfeaiz <9 offzar] 2@ld UL F

Re: Promotion of Executive Engineer of Flood
Contro! and Irrigation Department

ri Promode Chandra Gogoi asked s

Sh
will the Minister-in-charge of - Public Works Depart-

+81.
ment (Flood Control Irrigation) be pleased to state—

Whether it is a fact that' some Executive Engineers

()

of the
rank of S. Es during the current year ?

(b) Whether it is also a fact that the C. R, and other
f the present Director of River Research, Burnihat

Flood Control Department were promoted to the

records O
are missing from the office or were not available at the

time of his promotion ?
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(¢) Whether it is a’fact that the Government ‘disregarded
all adverse official records ' against this particular officer at

the time of his promotion 9

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali (Minister, Flood Control and Irriga-
tion) replied s

81, (a)—Yes, provisionally.

(b)—No, the C. Rs-‘and " other records were: available ~ex-
cept one;file’ which: was «misplaced but the facts of the case
were made available.

(c)—Selection was made after due ‘perusal of ‘thé C. Rs and
other “records, even then the appointment was made under
regulation 4 (d) of the A.P.S.C: (Limitation of Functions).
Regulations and approval of A.P.S.C.: is still awaited
for regularisation of the appointment.

Sbri “Promode Chandra ‘Gogoi ¢ Sir, may I know from
the Minister whether it is a fact that this particular
officer when he was the Bxecutive Engineer, in the Cachar

"Division was' placed under suspension’ by the then Minister

Shri Moinul Haque Chaudhury on’ charges of corruption
and moral turpitude.

Shri Syed Ahmad ‘Ali, (Minister, F. C. &1.)s This concerns
his personal life. There was case agairst him, procedgings
were drawn- up and he was put under suspension. The
case went to High Court and to the Supreme Court, and
he was acquitted by the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi : Whether it is also a fact as
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a result of the proceedings increment of this particular
officer was stopped from the time of suspension ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali: Tt is is not a fact.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : Sir, at the time promoting
such officer generally character roll and previous antedents
are considered. Is Government aware of that fact that not
only in  this case, this particular “officer was involved in
other cases on Cachar and he was punished with severe
warning ? If it is so, under what circumstances and in
what consideration this officer, who was heavily Punished,

was promoted from the post of Executive Engineer to- the

post of Superintending Engineer ?

Shri Syed Ahmed -Ali:  Sir, there were two departmental
cases against this office. One was, while he was S.D.O.,
Nowgong in 1958-59. That case was enquired into -and
after enquiry he was absolved of the charges. Another
case was regarding the Ganigram Dyke and necessary depart-
mental enquiry was made. The Enquiring Officer = recom--
mended censure and he was censured.

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi ; *Whether it is also a fact
the then Chief Engineer, P.W.D. passed a order that this
officer should not be placed in any working division,

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali : After the enquiry of the ¢age
in Cachar in 1964 he was mnot subsequently placed in any
Division. He was put in the Gauhati Office.

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi : “Sir, in reply to {b)' the
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Minister has admitted that one particular file was not
available at the time of his promotion. May [ know from
the Minister whether that pariicular . file containing very

serious records about the Executive Engineer was missing
from the Office of the Chief Enginesr at that time ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali; I have replied that the file has

been misplaced. The' facts of the case and other records
of the case.........

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi's The file was mis placed.
Whetiaer that particular file is available now ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali : We are in search of that ble.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya : It is one thing (o say
the file is mis placed or not found, Another thing is to
say that the facts have been ascertained. The questioner
has said that in that file there were reports and remarks
about the character of the particular officer, who Wwas on
several occasion, charged of moral turpitude. Even if
the facts are ascertained so far as the remarks and Ieports
of the enquiries are concerned, they may not be available.
This file may be missing or stolen. So without getting
the file, wherein there are so many things, why he bas been
promoted ?

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali: The particular files refers to all-
egations against three officers including him. ©On° Shri

7. Ahmed (this officers), Shri S. L. Mukherjee, Executive

Engineer and Shri H.N. Deka, S,D.0. » Barpeta.
Shri Dulal Chandra Baruas The Minister himself stated
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that this officer, about when the ‘question has been put,
while he was §.D.O_, Nowgong there ‘was a case against
him for misappropriation and while he was posted as Ex-
ecutive Engineer at Cachar he committeed something
rather more. Whether the Minister is aware of the fact
that while he was posted at Shillong, he also did the same

thing. So without going into the facts and merit of the
case how this officer has been promoted ?

Shri Syed Abmed Ali s I have -already replied that there
are two cases against him. Onc case regarding Nowgong
affairs of which he was absolved. Regarding the other
case in Cachar he was recommcnded censure and he was
censured. All these facts were considered at the time of
selection and the selection was made in the Month of August,
1970 and for the informafiou of the hon’ble members I
would like to say that I was not the Minister with this

polfolio.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: Whether he was: the Mini-
ster or not  that is not ~our concern. The office of Mini-
ster is 4 ~continuous process. Now our question is that
generally promotion is given toa particular officer by con-

sider
romotion, his character roll and other past records are

verified, 1 want to  know under what circumstances or in

ing the merit cum seniority and at the time of giving

what consideration Government has shown such undue favour

to this corrupt officer ¢

shri- Syed Ahmed Ali: I have already said that all- these
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facts and findings weré = considered: daring: ! seléction: for His
promotior and all<the charactér rolls ‘areé’ here and these
character rolls wers considered.

Shri Promode‘Chandra Gogoei: Sir, the quéstion ‘is very
serious. Ome particular file was missing ‘and /it was not
available.: Though' the Minister does not' know, 1. know
that -this./'particulan: file was: destroyed . and :thel rofficer
who destroyed the file was paid Rs. 50,000/- (noises: from
the opposition). So, in .view of . this, may, . I request
the Chief Minister to enquire into the matter and review
this case afresh 2

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali: Sir, this file was last endorsed
in the year 1966 to the Under Secretary, Establishment:..--

Shri. Dulal- Chandra Barua ¢~ We'do not want these things.
We- simply: waat. to know whether thelfile:is destroyed or
not- ¢

Shri Syed Ahmed Al : “Sir, this wa$ last endorsed to the

Under: Secretary....... ...

Shri Dulal’ Chandra Bdraa': No, no we do not want tIi}’is’
kind of reply. ' S '
Shri Syed Ahmed 'Ali 1 We have g‘ot- no 'such information.
1 am giving the facts how this file was endorsed (0..c..
shri Dulal Chandra Barua: 1If the file is not destroyed
then whether the  Minister will be pleased the file before
the House.

Shri Syed Ahmed Alis That file is not traceable Sir.
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Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: If ;
: the file was

whether the Minister will be pleased to placgoldfestroyed

House. We want that answer. SO LU

Shri Syed Ahmed Ali ¢ I have already said that

file untraceable, Our office was once shifted from Shill e
to Burnihat and again from Burnihat t¢ Gauhati and d O‘ng
this shifting the file was misplaced and the file ‘urmg
untraceable, S
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua ¢ Sir, a Point of orde
wanted to that from the hon. Minister incharge Off. ﬂWe
control and irrigation about the concerning fiies, S ood
our knowledge goes the file was destroyed and I‘lowo far
Minister wants to give some other information in whtil:;
we are not interested, We want a categorical reply wheth
the file was destroyed. This is not the convention of t]:r
House. The convention of the House is to give a -
cither in negative or in affirmative. o,

ghri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury: (Chief  Minist

Sir, the reply given by the Minister concerned is that etrl)lg
file has been misplaced which vcould not be traced o e
and allegation is that the file has been destroyed. These a:c:

the two contradictory points put side by side, The matter

will be enquired into.
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Re: 4th Grade employees in the &ssam
Medical College Hospital

Shriméti Lily Sen Gupta asked
«33. Will the Minister-in-charge of Health be pleased 3

state —
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(a) How many permanent and casual 4th Grade employees
are there in the Assam Medical College and Hospital ?

(b) What is the scale of pay of 4th Grade employees. there ?

(c) Whether the 4th Grade employees are given all faci-
lities that they are entitled to fget ?

(d) Whether there is any Government machinery of any
non-official organisation to look after their grievances ?

(e) Whether it is a fact that Government has declared the
services of 4th Grade employees as essential service ¢?

»
(f) If so, whether they are getting any additional benefit
for that ?

(g) If not, why »
Shri Chatrasing Teron (Minister, Health) replied ¢

83. (a)—The strength of the Grade IV staff in the College
and Hospital Section are as follows—

Hospital College
1. Permanent 228 52
2. Temporary 26 69
3. Contigeney emplo- 91 Nil.

yees, ie., casual.
Total Y 121
{b)—Rs, 80---1—90—2—100—2:50—115 —3—130 p.m.
{'e)-—YCS.
(d)-—The head of the Office, i.e., Principal—cum-Superinte.n-
dent of the Hospital looks after their grievances as 1in

the case of other Government servanis.
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(e)—No.
(f)— Dose not arise.

(g)—Does not arise.

Shii Prabhat Narayan Choudhury ; Sir, Government in
their notification No. GLR. 143/65/193 dated 24th July re-
cognised this as one of the public utility service, then why
Government have replied that this has not been dones I
read out the notification.

“Where as the Governor of Assam ds  satisfied that

public interests requires that industries mentioned  in the
Appendix below, being industries specified in the First Sche-

dule to the Industrial Dispute Act 1947 (XIV of 1947)
should be declared as public utility service for the purpose
of the said Act, F R '

“Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred
by sub-clause VI of Cla_use_(n) of Section 2 of the Indus-
¢rial Dispute Act 1947 (XIV of 1947), Government of Assam
is pleased to declare the industries shown hereunder to be
the Public Utility Service for the purpose-of ‘the said Act
for a further period of six months.

(1) All hospitals

Sir, when there is mention of services of hospitals

and dispensaries in the notification, why Government have

repliep in the negative ¢

Shri Chatrasing Teron : (Minister, Health) Do you mean
that to be a Public Utility Service ? The question reads
like this “(e) Whether it is fact that Government has declared

)

AL
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the servicés of 4th Grade employees as essential service ¢
The notification is about Public Utility Service. The ques-
tion is about essential service and therefore I have replied-
‘No’,

Shri Pfabhit Narayan Choudhury :  That the Industrial
Disputes Act is in operation here, why is not mentioned ?

(Voices - Questioner)

Shrimati Lily Sen Gupta ¢ =% wacams ‘B’ oxe 94wt cfe-

@ fopig IV Grade [aiiea wamg) fog o 13e fe 7 =M
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pIeaq union I=ise 632z Wiwle fagl aig v sferd =1
Union fisiss afd wa «3 4th Gr. Union I 85Ikl ({&1CF
Recognition 13 @igef | @3 f33ca 5951t faeas=l 3f€aca ¢

Shri Chatrasing; Teron 3 w==7 Union 3 cwgs 3 (202 T2 39
(vaIca) 8 a3 #Asm @95tq) Union =97 - 533l Il ASA
Union =fe, csrazs sf{a Siatq sfefe % | _
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scztary @2 Notification q sts s{~jeis union’ & afoca TS
feqza College a principal = fagm« fraca? faze S Public
utility Service - 3f ~Aftifis ersd =wuge Union = Ref®

faal (zlE |
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Re : Barnagar Circle office

Mrs. Pranita’ Talukdar asked ;

*85. Will the Minister-in-charge of Revenue be pleased
to state— '

(2) Why buildings - of the Barnagar Circle Office, Kamrup
have not yet been constructed ? -

(b) When this Circle Office was  established ?

(¢) Why there is so much delay in constructing this 'office
building ?

(d) When the office buildings, S. D. C’s quarter and
Mandal’s barrack will be constructed ¢

Shri Biswadev Sarma (Minister, Revenue) replied :

85. (a)—Due to financial stringency of the State.

(b)—In the year 1898,

(c)—Due to financial stringency of the State.

(d)—As soon as the financial position of the State improves.

Re : Tourist Centre at Matangapar near Darranga
Mela

Shri Prabhat Narayan Choudhury asked
«86, Will the Minister-in-charge of Tourism be pleased to

state —

(a) Whether it iSa fact that of late the Department recei-
ved representation to comstruct a Spacious Tourist Centre
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at Matangapar near Darranga Mela which is an important

International Border Market of India and Bhutan and a
Tourists haunt

(b) If so, what effsctive steps have'gbeen: taken for cons-
traction of a Tourist Centre near Darranga Mela »

Shri Prabin Kumar Choudhury (Minister, Tourism) replied ;
86. (a)—The honourable Member maj please refer to the
reply given to the question No. 74 (a) during the Budget
Session of the Assembly, 1971. '

(b)—No step could yet been ‘taken due to paucity of fund.

Re : Central Assistance
Shri Maneswar Boro :° asked :

#87. Will the Minister-in-charge of Finance be pleased to
state— :

(a) Whether the State Government has received ' ‘additional
amouat for the current year 1971-72 from the Central Go-
vernment in addition to Rs. 4! crores provided , for plan
period ? _

(bY If so, the amount so received ¢

Shri Kamakhya Prasad Tripathi (Minister, Finance) replied ¢
87. (a) & (b)—The promised amouat of Central assistance
for the State Plan for 1971-72 is Rs. 36,56 crores (Rs. 14:65
crores grant and Rs. 21°90 crores loan) and out of this
an amount of Rs. 21°07 crores (Rs. 1232 crores as loan
and Rs. 875 crores as grant) has been received upto date.

No intimation has been received regarding any additional
Central assistance over and above the sum promised.

Y
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'Ré + Rural Water Supply Scheme

Shri Narendra Nath Sarma asked :

#88. Will the Minister-in- -charge of Health be pleased to.
state—

(a) Whether itis a fact that Government has selected some:
areas Subdivision-wise to' give facilities of Rural Water Supply
Scheme ¢

(b) If so, what are those selected areas and when the
work will be started 4 : |

(¢) Whether it is a fact that Dergacn area in the North
A. P. will be surveyed by the authority for thlS purpose 7

Shri Chatrasing Teron (Minister, Health) replied ¢
88. (a)—No Subdivision-wise selection was made.
(b)—Does not arise.
(c)—Deoes not arise,
Re : i‘}'iSéll-‘!prc:;‘:rie!ticm of money
M. A. Musawwir Choudhury asked :
*89. Will the Minister-in-charge of Co operation be plea~
'sed to state—

(a) Whether Government is aware of the fact ~‘that more

‘then Rs. 68,000 have beeq misappropriated by the Co-oper-
‘ative ~ Officers  of 'Accouats; - Registrar’s ‘Office,  Nowgoag

Bast Zone ¢
(b) Who are the Officers involved in'this case ?
(c) The actual amount misappropriated y

' (d) The period during which « the ‘misappropriation took place
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(e) Whether Government is aware that there is much pu-
plic agitation for such misappropriation of public money ?

(f) The _steps -taken by Government against the  officers
involved in the case 7 ‘

Shri Jogen Saikia  (Minister, Co-operation) replieds
g9. (&) & (b)—A report. was received from the Zonal D

Registrar of Co-operative Societies, Jorhat that a .sum Yé
Rs. 73,157-87 was misappropriated by (1) Shri Guru Pros:d
Bora, the then Bakijai Officer. (2) Shri Abdul Wahid Add'
jitional Bal;ijai Officer, (3) Shri Cheniram Bora, ;)fdcegf
Server Peon, () Shri Mohap Chapdra Bora, Process Servei

Peon, (6) Shri Bhaben Kalita, Process Server Peop 7
s |

Shri Jairam Keot, Process Server Peon (8) Shri Hareswap
i * a

ma Process Server Peon and (9) Shri Matiram B __r
Ora,

Sart
con of the Bakijai Office, Nowgong (E
ast),

Process Server Vi
__A special audit was ordered and the re
(s POTt revears

that the actual amount involved was Rs. 67, 61250
m November, 1968 to June.. 1971. ]

(d)—Fro
(e)—There may be agitations. Government is _howey Y
: : : e
o, Of ity buti cven whithout it the Government i tr not
aking

suitable action in the matter.

(H—All the ‘Officers and employees “have been: pyy 4

~ un
suspension aad orders have been passed for drawing er
up..

Departmental
can be taken

proceedings against them. What further acj
: o : Cl1io
is under consideration. i
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~ Re : Amendment of Article 352
Shri Dulal _Chandra Barua asked s
%90, -Will .the, Chief . Minister.be “pleased torstate—

(a) 'Whether Govérnment is ~aware © of the Government of
India’s: reported ‘decision: for amending Article <352 of the
Constitution- for « declaring ' emergency in a Part of the
Country %o '

(b) If so. whether Governvent” of Ass;m has been consu-
Ited in- the matter ?

(¢’ If not, what is the re-action of the Government of
Assam n thlS regard ? |

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhiiry (Chiéf Minister) ‘teplied =

90." (a)—No""information about such reported decision of
the Government " 'of India has’ Been recewed by the State
Government ? ' ;

(b)—Does not) arises

(c)—The State Government will consider the ,mphcat]on
of  such proposed amendment when received.

fe : Paymeht of ﬁéérness Allowance to thé,_Non-Govern-
~_ment Employees in the Panchayat Raj Training Gentres’
: ' at Joysegar
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua asked: ;
#9], Will the Minister-in-charge of Panchayat be pleased to
state— 7 . \ _
(a) ‘Whether it is a fact that the Non-Government | employees
in the Panchayat Raj Traing Contres at Joysagar, Kahiku-
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chi and Arunachal who are en]oymg 1dentlcal scale of pay .
like those of their counterparts in the Govemment Ser-
vices, have etill dep-ived of the beneﬁt of additional dearn-
ess allowance (aj Rs:'2(‘)'00 p.m. which originally came into
force feom Ist April, 1969 as per Government circular No.

FEG. 99/67-pt/262, dated 21st January 1970 and cxrcular No.

FEG. 99/67/part/ 326, dated 10th April, 1971 respectwely,'
for want of sanction from the Government ?

(by If so, whetber Government propose to take nécessafy
steps 1mmed1ately ?
(c) Whether 1t is a fact that the Government prefers to

ignore the, case of those poor employees for each additi-
onal dearness allowance whenever happen to be under the

dppomtment of the Assam State Panchayat Patxshad Gau-
and Assam State (_o-operatlve Umon, Gauhati, to

hati
. e managemnnt has been vested by the GQVemmem ;

whom th
Shri Devendra Nath Hazarika (Mmlster of State, Panchayar

&C. D) replied : :
91 (a_-.Yes. The Non- Government employees in the Pan

chayat Raj Tramlng Centres at Joysagar Kahlkuchl o

Arunachal have not beén granted add1t10nal deal’ness allo-

wance @Rs. 20. There is no provision in the Goyesm =

circulars for granting such ‘dearness allowance 10 the Non-

[
Government employees and as_such necess;u»y Sanctlon'

from the Government dose ‘not arise.

(b)—The matter is under conmderahon of the Governmentr
(e)—Noj, if they are enntled to any such addltlonal dearness

allowance under the rules.
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7 ﬁe: Seniority of Inspectors o:f Statistics
Shri Lakshyadhar Choudhury asked :

292, Will the Chief Minister be pleased to state—

(a) Whether it is a fact that the seniority of the Inspe_c.tors
of Statistics was prepared according to A.P. S. Cs nomi-
nation list and was publishéd in 1963 ¢ |

(b) Whether it is a fact that this seniority list was ignored
at the time of giving promotion in the year 1969 ?

(c)If so, why. ? _ : | :

(d) What was the principle followed for fixation of seniority
in the revised list of 1969 3

Shr"1 Mahendra Mohan ~Choudhury (Chi‘ef Minister) .
replied ¢

92. (a)—In 1963 tentatwc hsts showmg inter se seniority of
the officers of different categories in the Directorate of
Statistics (including Inspectors of Statistics) were prepared
and- circulated inviting - Gbjections, “if -any, fromthe - officers
concerned. After receiving objéctions it was decided that
the final lists would be prepared category-wise Starting: with
the seaiority list of Rescarch Officers; By the' time the list
for Inspectors of Statistics could be prepared after disposing
of the objections, it was :1969. In the g;.;ag_while, a
number 'of Inspectors had been. promoted and . there had
been considerable addition to the cadre also.. It was there-
fore, decided to circulate afresh a tentative seniority _li”St
inviting objection, if any in fairness to all the officers then

in service. After considering the representations filed in
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response thereto the seniority list was finalised on 16th
September 1969.

(b)—There was 1o promotions in the year 1969. However
there were promotions upto 1967 and the tentative senior
ity list circulated in 1963 was taken into consideration by

the Assam Public Service Commission in giving their reco

mmendation.
(c)—Does not arise.

(d)—The principles

ointment Departme
time to time had been followed while- fixing the inter se

ority of Iaspectors of Statistics on 16th September 1969.
Extract of Appointment Department circular letter No; AA
A. 2/44/39, dated 21st February 1945, AAP. 27/50, dated
31st March 1960, ABP. 50/61/204, dated 2nd June 1961
and No. ABP.51/63/1, dated 5th February _1964 are placed

on the table of the House.

laid down by Government in the App-
at for fixation of inter se seniority from

seni

Financial assistance te Gauhati Urb
an Co-opera-

Re :
: tive Bank

Shri Sailen Medhi asked s
£93. Wwill the Minister-in-charge of Co-operation be Sleisa
to state—
(a) Whether there was a Cabinet decision to contribute
financial assistange to Gauhati Urban Co-operative Bank by
way of purchasing shares of that Bank by the 'Govern-
ment 7

(b If so, the date of arriving at that decision ?

<
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(c) Whether the Government has given effect to that
decision ¢

(d) If not why ?

Shri Jogen Saikia (Minister, Co-operation) replied ;
93 (a)- Yes:

(b)—14th" October 1968.

(c)—Not yet.

(@—As there was no Budget provision and plan funds
were not allowed to “be utilised for contribution of share

capital/to': Urban Banks, attempts are being made to pro-
vide :this money during the current financial year.

Re : Malaria Eradication D-partment

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua asked &
*94. Will the Minister-in-charge of Health be pleased to
state— ;

(a)’l Whether ‘the Malaria Eradication Department has been
declared permanent ? :

(b) If so, whether the employees of the Department have
been confirmed

Shri Chatrasing Teron (Minister, Health) replied :

94. (a)—No.

(b)—Does not arise.

Re : Representation from the Assam Mandal Kanango

Sanmilan

Shri Prabhat Narayan Choudhury asked:
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«95. Will the Minister-iﬁ-cilarge of Revenue be pIeased to
state— .

(a) Whether Government have received memorandum
Ay y ey . : . . ~/
resolutions representalions of Assam Mandal Kanango San-

milan to grant them some amenities to remove some
long standing grievances and if so, what are they ?

(b) What steps have been taken by Government in- this
regard ?

Shri Biswadev Sarma (Minister, Revenue,) replied s
95. (a) & (b)—A statement show in = various ' resolutions
adopted in different meetings of the Assam Mandal Kanango
Sanmilan and action taken by Government on the same
is placed on the Table of the House,

Re: I. B. at Sarbhog

Mrs. Pranita Talukdar asked :
«96. Will the Minister- -in-charge of P.W.D. (R. &. B) be

pleased to state—
(a) Whether Government propose . _to construct an I B at

Sorbhog ?
(b) If so, when ?

shri Altaf Hossaln Mazumder [Minister, ?ublic :\Noﬂ{s
Department (Roads and Buildings)] replied ¢

96. (a)—There is no such proposal at present
(b)_.;_[)oes not arise.
Re: Question on legislators, ﬂrqpertv..

shri Atul Chandra Goswami ¢ ssvs 5are A% Bl =2y I
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fRrel (¥ 5309 e RIfie etfefafd wpe afeq Afed T =® =i
Sz A fextq @itz wte FAN  AGA] AIAR 45 GrE oA
we @301 Stwa fIstRfel | @ ssus 598 #Fl 534y b‘?@fﬁt?ﬁ
epeehy Aifest WP @3 At @rl WaR AtZrS @2 erlol 3 fefera |
$:DiC 7ixta 3afa wira w2y oAffe wiA o3 ﬁ\acﬂ >ffed |
SFICA @3 FACH 5 wiact czpl (7 AAfcs ¢ X2 == IR ztfeta
(AR 251 Beq frq ¢

Shri Mohendra Mohan Choudhury ¢ @3 &bl 9@ 12 I3
GIRICAL . cotars oo @Bt o FREA @ AR ASR TAERE
fasite 533139 cotq  (Fta fFoisty e W ﬁﬁi swt#i Statg
project I i I® = @HHA Feta Feifrat @ FoEs W2
emth Ready =3 fatst 1+ wifata siftst= itz 33 ﬁm‘l’tﬁﬂ

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami: @@ 59 ﬁzn emq BE
if5le 38 svus baCs faal ey Bea feg o=l 12

Shri Mohendra Mohan Choudhury : @2 orBl FHE | 2
(A raTCﬂ? Bl 2113\ b-qzﬁaa Azcal fa @tﬂq “4 G{Tfiz E‘iff;'ﬁ !
sifere iEfiare @@ ze Al

Re : Motion on the ,.epo_,.t of the Enquiry Commi-
ttee on land settlment.
Shri Promode Gogni : On a point of order, Sir.

I submitted a motion on the report of thé Enquiry
Committee oa scttlement of land in and arouad Gauhati
and that motion was annouriced by you also, But in the
list of business for today my motion has not found a place.
May 1 know from you, Sir, why my motion was not in-
cluded though you announced. Tnere were two motions-
one by me and the other by Shri Atul Goswami.
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Mz. Speaker 3 I have asked the office to look into the

matter and give it as a corrigendum.
Re .  Site for the Railway Division at Rangiya

Shri Kamini Mohan Sarma : S AR, A 4Bl I

— {@ia @ wARg Farataad sfeare Railway Division
@taia fAs 3551 (92 Division 3 AR AT (2 =m0 wfE

gz g 4 9 T (@O J4fF wweE | e 23 A AmE B

77 SAT® FAI Afest ! -
Shri Mokendra Mohan ‘Choudhury: @3 #=i&e. Railway

Board @ fi =1 fAFRA sfare slq Possession  (ar@as i fdq =iiesr

4 s | Sl® (SSAl fear? Fstg @A cofeai faa #tfaa.)

Strike b'y' P.W.D contractors for non-payment
of Bills
Mr: Bora sitdfara f& @91 =itz €% HWE 39 |

Re :

Mr. Speaker $
Shri Phoni Bora : 3%  «pl < P.W.D Minister s autq
JfEE @ et Asca Gl A S¢ sifes 731 2495 sfa
orq TS P.W.D 3 7m(al f3aia pending =7 3F (&8 «ig’I ‘@3
yhaba @ e Caral s AR o fants fars @ w1 tars
ofq 4%z fral il JiR 1 e RS e o =y i
egfel Ap1 A2 ) EIT >0 F ta1 Baigr. #FaS  frq ans ) W3% ©I3i
pie? 90 AR B frg sl =mcg | @92 AfAfEfeh] @kl fItie
sqm g cifaE IR 3519 SERS (OSAFE Al Wi oI

e B AL R SRR B D, Minister o, g
fata 3EL 23 ?

shri Altaf Hossain® Majumdar (Minister, P. WuD.); | ME:
Speaker. Sir,- just now ‘I have got notice of ‘what »Shri
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Bora has stated. As a matter of fact there is som: truth
in 1it, Regarding other places also we are facing difficulty
so far asi-the fund position: is'- concerned ‘payments are
due in some places; My attention has bzen” drawn  about
the difficulties faced by ‘Nowgong ‘people: I'shall bz dehini-
ely looking into it and see how 'far we c¢dii’ relieve lills
position. :

Re: Famine Condition at mankachar

Sbri Zahirul (Tslam's  'Under 'Rule 301 of the Rules. _of
Procedire and Conduct of Business in Assam Legialative
Assambly"T “want to bring to the notize of this August
House, the dcute famine condition preva: !Jng in Dhubri
Subdivision® ‘causing death 'and misery to the entire popu-
lation for which many persons mclu'img one of the hon
Member: of Housc Shri Giasuddin Ahmed hail to ua 3r30
24" hours' hunger strike on the 25th~ of this month.

Due to the total failure of crops (Amaan in 1970 and
Ahu in 1971y and “also due to fall of the price of jute and
also due to large'scaleinfliix of evacuees the economic eon-
dition of the people of Dhubri Subdivision has gone down
to such an . extent that  not to speak] of getting essential
commodities at cheaper . price the people are not ina posi-
tion to buy even;the most esseatial things of 'their day
to day ‘life as a result of which severe famine condition ' 1is
prevailing ' and many people have died of starvation.

The District “and* subdivisional authorities  have failed
to cope with the situafion.” Government on the other
hand inspite. of repeated demand ‘from ‘the people 1is keep-
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ing silent in this respect. Uuless immediate relief measures

are undsrtaken more people may die and a chaotic condi-
tlon will prevail throughout the region It is a very urgent

matter which needs immediate attention of the Governme-

nt and solution by the Govt, b

Shri Biswadev Sarma (Minister, Revenue) ¢ Sir, this will
take a little time. In May and the early part of June,
1971, it was reported that parts of Nalbari and parts of
Mangaldai had not received sufficient rainfall and that
had affected Aus crop on the field and the raising of sali
seedlings. While information thus available at that time
related to portion of North Lakhimpur Subdivision, ‘portion
of Mangaldai and Barpeta Subdivisions, Amteka and Gos-
saigaon areas of Kokrajhar, Sijangram and Balijan circles
of Goalpara Subdivision and isolated pockets of Nowgong
District, a W. T, message was to the D, C., Dhubri amongst
others, asking if there were any other such areas and also
to signal daily rainfall figures in such draught affected

areas.

On the 29th June 1971 a méeting was held in the - ©
room of the Commissioner for Agricultural Preduction
regarding the growing of Sali seedlings and the Revénue w
Department agreed to make available a sum - of
Rs. 3 lakhs towards subsidizing the operation cost. The
geed Corporation was also authorised to raise Rs. 5_0
thousand worth of seedlings in the first instance and,.lf
she draught continued beyond the month of July, to rals§
another Rs. 50 thyusaad worth of scedlings, A long w.T.

T N R o
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message was issued to the Subdivisional Officers, Kokrajhar
and Goalpara. amongst others, and information was awaited
from the D C., Dhubri, in reply to our fearlier message.
Later on it was: reported from North Lakhimpur, Kokrajliar
and Goalpara that rainfall hai taken place and our atten-
tion was given to Borpeta, Nalbari, North Gauhati and
Mangaldai Subdivisions in relation to relief works for
draught affected areas.

In July 1971 there was a Cabinet meeting in which
it was decided to install tubewells, waafds the end of
July and the beginning ¢f August, 1971, the Chief Minister
toured Goalpara and Dhubri Subdivisions and he telephoned
me from Dhubri stating that some power-pumps Were
available in Goalpara and these would be immed:iately
taken out and diverted to the draught affected areas and
this was also done. For the first time, towards the end(
of July, 1971 information was received that Kukurmara and
Karuabanda areas of Mankachar were hit by draught and
were passing their days in difficulty, We ijmmediately asked
the D.C. and the Chief Engineer, Brahmaputra Flood
Control, stating that works undertaken in the draught affe-
cted areas involving unskilled labour should use only the

local labour to relieve the distress of such affected persons
and further that if exceptirn was to be made the prior
permission of the Chief Minister should be obtained.

In reply to our W.T. message, the D. C, Dhubri
reported that no draught was prevailing in area of Man-
kachar and Aus affected by incessant rain and heavy pest
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~ 3

and that anti- pest measures were taken up by the Agricul-

ture Department by spendmg Rs. 2,200/. No information

of draught in any other areas of the Subdivision was

supplied even at the that time (6th August, 1971). On 16th
August, 1971 the D.C., Dhubri wrote a letter enclosing a

copy of  the letter from the District Agricultural Officer

saying that rainfall had not been favourable and infor-

ming Government that if the situation developed further‘

and warranted further report, this will be submltted to

Government Another report was also received from the

D.C., Dhubri that there was no draught condition prevail-'

ing in Mankachar area where there was an 1ncessant rain

and that the condltlon on ralnfdll recently had not been
tavourable which might affect Sali crop adversely. This '

letter was issued on 14th August, 1971 and did not mention

that Aus was affected. The D. C., Dhubri had not replied

to our earlier W.T. messige askmg for rainfall figures

and the names of the

to furnish the names of the Anchalik Panchayats, the total
areas in square miles, comparative rainfall figures of 1970-

71 and 71-72 of the areas affected by draught., No reply

was received for tis W. T. message.
In the beginnihg of September, 1971 Shri Kabir Ch.

Roy Prodhani,

you mentioning that there was acute food crisis in the

western part of Goalpara District, i.e., Dhubri, Gauripur,

and Golakganj and Agamani areas.

draught affected areas. Another'
W T. message was sent to the D. C., Dhubri asking him -

M. L.A. had submitted ‘a letter addressed to

A. W. T. message was

P
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sent to the D. C. to submit detailed report and in the mean-
time to increase the number of Fair Price Shops in these
areas and arrange to supply atta regularly. The D. C. for
the first time wrote a letter on 16th September, 197! to
the Chief Sccretary stating -that during his tour in the
interior areas pointed attention had been driwn to the
deteriorating economic condition of the people and feared
that some political parties might try to magnify the situation.
He had felt that test relief work could not be the solu-
tion and had wanted that works be undertaken by P.W.D.,
Agriculture Department and other Departments. Though
a copy of this letter was endorsed to the Revenue Depart-
ment, we had not received it and came to know of it from
anothér letter, However, on the 20th september, 1971
we receiced along W. T. message frem the D.C., Dhubri,
He had specifically mentioned that Sali transplantation was

not largely affected but continueous dry spell for last for-

tnight caused apprehension. This indicated that while there
mention

has

was fear about 3ali crop, there was no specific
about Aus failure in any of the areas. The D. €3
also sent a letter forwarding a memorandum submitted by
the M.L.A. of Golakganj, Shri Kabir Chandra Roy Prad-
bani, Shri Sahar Ali Ahmed, Shri Giasuddin Ahmed
stating their demands which are-

(1) Supply of all commodities through Cheap Grain

Shops at reasonable rate,

(2) Declaring these areas as famine areas,

(3) Making provision for test relief work.
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% The Chief Minister-bad" also visited'Dhubri; on 2lst
_ September, 1971 .and -at that time also the. ‘D.-C, ~had ih-

di.cated‘that he was taking steps “to ' augment :supply of"-

food-grains but:had not specifically - reported that' certain
areas were suffering as a result of draught< and -were .in

by

need of speciﬁc- relief measures. - - R .
| It may be mentuoned here that Iarge scale construca
tion of refugee camps ‘has iaken pidce ‘in the whole of

Goalpa.ra District, mvolvmg an investment of an " order of

" Rs. 1 ciore. In Dhubrl Subdrvnslon alone, a sum of Rs.15.95

latehs has been’ spent on the construction of refugee camps.

ssé camps hwe been “constructed with loeally available

matenals and 1f ther., was dlstress there ‘was no reason “why

these dtstre5> aﬂ'ected people should not or “could not havé
found employment in the constructlon ot‘ these camps

Further as per ‘Forecast Report the total area of

Aus cultxvatron in Goalpara District this year 1s 1,35,000
hectares against the ﬁgure of " 1,31,000 hectares last year»
Thls ﬁgure was reported by the District Forecast Committee |
of whlch the D. C. himself is the Chalrman. It is true _’

however, that the productlon per hectare has fallen' from

96, 674 tonnes to 71,866 tonnes, This means. a, ShOf‘fa“}..,-

- of 25 p. ¢ 1 in the total pl'oductron whlch cannot “be said
to- have caused such acute economic distress as sought to
be made out, However, we may sanction such test relief
schemes as found i’ruxtful and also ensure" t‘hat food=grains
which are available in the State afe- equitably distributed
' so that t!h.ene is no - shortage of food-stuff.




5

p/e

1971 ° . . - ‘Famine. Cohdition 'at Mankachar 53.

$hei Giasuddin Afimed : Sir, 'one”Poit for " elarification.
The problemn of Dhubri has -~ been misunderstood. Tihe
probledt of draught has béén mentioned ‘mafiy times by the
Ministér but one thing he has miissed completély, and that
is diié’ to certain disease more than~ 90% of- the Ahu has
been completely damaged, and due’ to the fall'in -the -price
of juté, the rain cash crop - of the - Distritt, the  whole:
economy of the Subd vision has beéii- Shattered. “That
thiig had not been mentioned  in.. the ‘statement ofthe
Minister. He simply: mientioned aboiit thé “draaght @ but-
“the’ failuré of Ahu has completely missed . the attenhon .of.
the Governmizit and the local offibérs; and a$ a result fam: '
ine condition is prevailing thére. Alfeady é -or 7 people
have died of starvation althougly Goveftimént -may Hot-
admit it. Therefore the - GoVei‘hiﬁeﬁi: shéuld make - @
thiotoligh probe into’ the matter ‘and’ ta‘ce suﬁable Steps. -

Shn Blswadev Sarma We shall take sultable measures.

Re : Kahgaon Krlshlpam :
Shri Bhubaneswar Barua-l Ald ﬂcm \‘>3§' Hﬁ‘l e C‘"QT “v

‘ i"’/ 3345 sificy Fifa e g o ﬁaw ) srm@a 7 WT““ |

sfifwe wile wrg M vfﬂqsfiw “i2fecen. « @z Rl emm
ot =R f = fifse miﬁécrvn g AT aifen w2

Mr. Speaker ; ciyyiay  wtRvg aﬁqﬁaﬁi Cﬁ?ﬁm e U

e a'sbm otfity wmty a2 «itee |

Shri Bhubaneswar Barmans mfﬁm ’oﬁﬁﬁ' . , ,
Mr. Speaker : wifg mfeq affe sissled wifird wiffed |
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Complaint of Breach of P_rivilege egainst a Minister of state

Mr, Speaker ¢ The day. before yesterday, I have received
a ‘notice for privilege motion from Shri Dulal .Chandra
Barua at 10-32 A. M. Therefore it could not be taken up.
According to the rule a, member wishing to make a  compl-
aint ‘of a breach of privilege shall have to give notice in -
writing before the commencement of the House, He has
placed the complaint when the House.. was .in session, So

I could not study the case. In his complaint Shri Baruag

stated that Shri Jagannath Singh, Minister of State in char-
ge of Industries has committed breach of the House and

the matter may be a,llowed to raise a question of privilege, .
In support of his complamt he has not submitted relevant -

documents but later .on he has submitted them. Accor-

ding . to rule, . all relevant documents should be sub.

mitted along with the,,co_mplamt. The subject mattec is the

core of the motion. If the honourable Minister againgt

whom the comiplaint was brought does ‘not know the sub-

ject matter, how. can- he defend himself » As a matter
of fact, Shri Jagannath Singh has received the complaint
only today. He does not know what is the complaint against

him; In view of this, I do not think the motion is adequate, -

Now, the honourable member has submitted it and I rece-

ived it at my Chamber to day at 11 A. M., otherwise this
motion would not have been in order. Now, it is- in~
order. According to the rule, when the complaint isto -
be made against a member, copy of the notice should be

given to me.
(Voice - I have given)
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No. Copy of the documents has subnitted today. So it
is deferred to today.

Shri Jagannath Singh, (Minister of State, Industries) ; Mr,
Speaker, Sir, I “have received the notice just now, but
documents have not yet been supplied. Simply he has men-
tioned that a news item appeared before the Azad. I do
not know what appeared in the newspaper.

Mr. speaker : Now, I will ask the hon. Member to speak
in brief about admissibility of the question of privilege
#5hri Dulal Chaandra Barua : Mr. Speaker, 3ir, under
Rules 58 and 59, 1 bave given notice for a privilege
motion against oshri Jagannath Singh, Minister of State
in charge of Industries for committing a gross breach
of privilege of the House by obstructing the functioning
of the House in geaeral. Sir,in this connection, I would
like to raise a matter, under rule 301, of urgent public

importance which is related to the behaviour of a Minister
towards a nurse in certain hospital at Silchar, The hon-

ourable Chief Minister has also admitted that he had
also received such kind of complaint against the Minister.
He assured the House that he would make enquiry into
the matter and action taken in this respect wou'd be app-
rised to the House, He further assured as that if anybody
was found guilty, adequate punishment would be inficted
on him. But unfortunately, that matter is still pending

in the House. Sir, after that discussion and when the entire

«Speech not corrected
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m tter wis before the House for disposal, Shri Jagannath
Singh. Minister of State in charge of Industries by ignor-
ing the convention of the House, and by disrespecting the
House has issued a statement in a weekly of Azad which was
published on 27th October 1971, under the caption of fS8laT
@z @ad @fsa ¢ While I brought this matter to the notice of the
Chief Minister I did not mention any body’s name. Simply I
stated that one Minister of the Cabinet misbehaved a nurse
under alcoholic inftuence. Because he went out at 10-30 or 1]
P. M. to the hospital in a drunken mood and behaved
unmannerly way. As I have said. we have not mentioned
the name of anybody, but what my friend has done s Out
of over zealousness he has given statement in a Bengalj

Weekly named Azad. It is a long statement, I need not
go through it. But simply I want to draw your attentiop

how he has committed the breach of privilege. Sir, under
rule 159, a member wishing to make a complaint of g,
breach of privilege shall give notice. I have given notice,
Under rule, 160, the matter requires the intervention of the
House. ~As the matter is still pending in the House,
there is no question and authority outside of the House

who can deny the right of the house. When the matter
§s under investigation and when the Cbief Minister has
given enough assurance and when Mr, Upadhyaya raised
4 point of order at that time also the Chief Minister
reaffirmed it. there should not be any topic outside the
House about the same thing, If it is so, under what
circumstance, the honourable Minister can go up- to -that

cxtent for giving publication  denying the allegation.

.
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v .'”"

It is the respons1b111tyﬁ of the Chlef Mmlster to give. to
thp House and not through,public: way. Sir, in-ihis.-con«
nection, I would like to, mention here Mr. Kaul's ' Practice
and Procedure; at page201 - “refusal toproduce documents
in his posession™.. Now, the mafter. seems to~ be -very
simple. This gentleman has refused to give his evidence

to the~Chief~ Minister and as -the ‘Chief - Minister - did not

inform us about , the .allegatior or -the ,truth, which is ten~.
temount to refuse of his document.. He. . refused to glve,

hlS.S'atement xgn_on_ng . ,the . Hqu_se.- .',rhgn_ agam( he khaslo '
given false evidence, .because .we cannot.accept any evidence -
which does not_come before the House, He will fully wants -
to supress. the matter. On the other hand he has given.

-evrdence outsrde by denymg his allegation. .Now, again I

am quo‘lng from the same book at-page 202 - “disclosing of
proceedmgs or decrsrons .of secret sitting of the House in

any manner”, Sir, this is a secret session and the matter fs. -
still secret 10 the outside _people. The honourable Minister .
ins: ead of reveahng the fact, - he -pleaded his. innocence.
He °“ght to have glven all the. documeants  to the - Chief.
Mlmster aad the Chlef Mrmster would have given to .the
members of the House the ‘whole affair_ Therefore he has
commltted a breach of prwnlege ‘by. .divulging the secracy
of the. House Then, .another aspect is- that: there .is dis- -
bedxence to the order of order of the ‘Committee: **Dis- . -
obedlence to the orders of a Commlttee of the House fis. .
treated as a contempt of the House itself, provided the

4
-
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order disobeyed is within the scope of the Committee’s
authority.” Here, this is the scope of the authority of the
House. He dishounred the House by giving a statement
in the Press by denyving the evidence and instead of
giving substantial evidence to the Chief Minister, when the
House is still to decide the particular matter whether there

is allegation or not.

Now, as I have said just now, there is disobedience
«by refusing to permit books or papers to be inspected
when required by orders of Committee” Now, the Chief
Minister bas to investigate the matter and examine all the
documents, and if necessary, he may carry on some veri-
fication also ..But we do not know whether the Chief
Minister is going to do such thing, He 1is silent. But
the question is that it is a fact that on the 27th
no such evidence was given, otherwise this sort

OCtObers
of things would not have been disclosed, and consequently

we would not have discasion to bring such kind of potion
pefore the House.

At page 303, we find- “endeavouring to persuade
or induce a person to procure from another person a letter
which such person had been required to produce before
2 Committee,” Now, we are to expect from a young, en-
ergetic, most well well-educated person and he has visited
many countries. He knows very much the practice and proce-
dure of Parliament. He is aware that the matter is pending
pefore the House, So, he ought to have known the rules

and procedures. Because, his action is tentmount to breach

=
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of privilege. So, we have every reason to small badsmall.
He might have influenced the editor of the paper who must be
aware of the fact that this matter was pending in the House.
But at page 205 (Kaul's Practice and Procedure of Par-
liament) it is said - it is considered inconsistent with
the dignity of the House to take any serious notice or action
in the case of every defematory statement which may techni-
cally constitute’ a breach of privilege or contempt of the
House’. And at page-207 of the same Book, it has been
clearly mentioned -““reflections on the character and impa-
rtically of the Speaker in the discharge of his duty (a)
Reflections on members in the execution of their duties
(b) Reflections on members serving on a Committee of
the House (c) Reflections on the conduct of the Chair-
man of a Committee of the House (d)y” By action,
Shri Jagannath Singh, Mipister of State for Industries,
he was dishonoured you because under your authority we are
functioning and under your direction the matter was peo-
ding ©oefore the House. No investigation, I think, was
made and no statement has been made so far by the Chief
Minister on this very particular.r fact. It tantemounts to
a breach of privilege for dishonouring the authority of the
Chair as well as of the House and also it is a reflection
on the me, bers in execution of their duties. Sir, this
statement which has been made by him obstructed the
smooth functioning of the members of this legialature.
It also affect on the members serving on the committee
of the House ; in the same way, this statemeat which has



60 Complaint of Breach of Privilege 8th Nov

been made by the Minister of State, Industries, has obstr-
ucted all the Hon‘ble members of the House including you
in discharging thier duties sincerely and honestly in a parli-
ementary democracy, Again in the same Book, it has been
mentioned-> the publication of false or distorted, partial or
injurious reports of debates or proceedings of the house
or its Committees or wilful misrepresentation or Suppressi-
on of speeches of prticular members, is an offence of the
same character as the publication of libels upon the House,
its Committees or members ; and the persons who are res-
ponsible for such publication are liable to be punished for a
breach of privilege or contempt of the House”. By publish-
ing that thing, he has distorted the wishes and the Spea-
ker of this House and this also tantmounts to a breach of
privilege, Now at page - 208 of the same book, itis men-
tioned - “Thus, the breach of privilege or contempt of the

House in this connection would be : (1) wilful misrepresent- -

ation of the proceedings in the House (c) or of the speech-
es of particular members (d) ; and (i) Wilful suppression
of speeches of perticular members (¢) . Sir, he wilfully
mis-represented the proceedings of the House by giving
such kind of statements to the press for publication, Ip
the same Book at page 211, another aspect of the thing
is mentioned. That is the publication of making of
policy announcements by Ministers outside the House while
the House is in session”. Whza it is concerned with the
particular Minister, and a code of Conduct in maintained

by the Ministery, it tantemouats to a policy matter of the



g

1971 Complaint of Breach of Privilege 61

House. Any statement which is to be given to  the

Pouse, and which has been submitted to the House, only

the House is to be given the top-most priority in such
kind of information. Under these circumstances, I feel
that it is a fitcase to be taken up by the Privilege
Committee. Sir, you can also decide the issue as is it a
Very sericus meatter conccrning a person not less than a
person but a Minister. When he does not know as to how
to pay respect to the House, what will be the position
of a layman outside the House. By considering all aspects
of the matter I submit that Shri Jagannath Singh Minister
of State, Industrics committed gross breach of privilege to

you and to the House as well and he is to be punished

under the provisions of the Procedure and Conduct Rules

of the House,
Sir, on the admissibility

Shri Gaurishankar Bhattachvya ;
ervations.

ot the Motion I would like to make a few obs
I donot know whether Shri Jagannath Singh the Minister
responsible for the Scandal on that particular night W&
drunk, I do not know that I also do not know whether

under the influen-e of liquor he had misbehaved with 2
But I know this

female nurse ip a hospital at midnight.
matter

much that Shri Barua the other day brought 2
before the House and that matter raised certain  issues
Connccted with the prestige & privileges of this House, the
Ist issue was that in a very unfortunate incident a Member
of this House who happens to be a Minister of the Govern-
ment was involved and that he made himself involved not
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as a private citizen, but asa ““Minister”’. He said, fuither
that though here in this State there is ““Prohibition” and
though we are supposed to further. the cause of prohibi-
tion, that Minister of the Congress Government was dsad-
drunk. Particularly, he said that though it was nonz of
the business of that Minister to go to a Hospital at mid-
night to confront a young Lady Nurse, well, that Minister
ander the influence of liquor did so. Then he said that
matter went so far as to lead the local authorities con-
cerned to send representations to the higher authorities.
He further said this matter has been so much talked about
by the general public that the dignity of the Gowvernment
the dignity of the House appears to be lowered and there-
fore this being a very important matter of public impor-
tance, he wanted a clarification from the Government.
I presume that the Hon’ble Minister, Shri Jagannath Singh
was present in this House that day. He did pot
make any statement at that time. The Chief Minisier
was present. He found thit the allegations were really

serious and therefore he thought.......eeeee

Shri Jagannath Sinha (Minister of State) s When Mr, Barua
made the statement I was not present here,

Gaurisanker Bhattacharyya: At any rate, if he was pot

Shri
ent that was highly improper because the Ministers are

pres ;
expected 1o be persent in the House when the House isin

session and if they are to be abseat for any exception-
al, urgent re.son which reason should be more  important
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than the business of the House, then they may be absent
only with your permission and with the permission of the
Chief Minister. I do not know whether he had that
permission and whether something much more important was
writing for him out side the House than the business of
the House. T do not know that. Now, the Chief Minister
thought that it was a very serious allegation that a” Minister
should go to a yong lady nurse at midnight under the in-
fluence of liquor and that he should misbehave towars
that young nurse. That was a serious allegation and the
Chief Minister in all propriety thought that he should
make a thorough investigation and should make a
statement in the House, That was very good. It
was thus that the matter became a matter of the House.
It became a subject matter of the House, a property of the
House and the matter was not decided, It was not settled
by ‘the house. It was in the possession of the House and
had remained confined to the House and it was not settl-
ed. Now a property of the House which is sull under
discussion and on which a final verdict is yet to be had,
on that matter the Minister has gone out or is alleged
to have gone out and is alleged to have said that it is
‘baseless® and he said this not inside the House but outside
to a newspaper. He had every right to say this in this
House. If he was not present at the time when the all-
egation was made, he could have said subsequently what
he wanted to say. If there was any Wrong allegation
he had every right to say s. and it would have been very
good to say so. But he did not do that. It is alleged that
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outside the House he gave a statement pertaining to a ma-
tter which is still in possession of the House on which no
decision has been given and he calls it ‘baseless. He said,
As T said in the beginning, the allegation was mean-
inzful. When one goes through his alleged explanation,
one does not find that it is baseless. The first allegation
was that the Minister was in a drunken coudition. In his
statement nowhere he said that he was not drunk. In the
allegation another point was mentioned that the Minister
went there at night, Nowhere he has said that he did not
go out at dead of night. The allegation was that the
Minister did not go to the Hospital being ill, If of cour-
se, drunkenness is not considered as an illness, he did not go
as a sick man. Anyway itis his statemsnt ; and he says
that it is baseless. Another thing is, how he behaved tow-
ards the Nurse. That behaviour anybody can take ip any
manner he likes, If patriarch like the Chief Minister pats
a girl it will be taken that a father is patting his daugh-
ter ; but if a yong stranger does it, it may be taken oth-
erwise, 8o, it is a matter of attitude and it js 3 m \tter
of interpretasation. The only thing is that withoyt speci-
fically denying this specific allegation how can it be said
that it is baseless ? This is yet another aspect, Particularly
when the matter is in the House how could he say it
out-side 7 And what does he say ¢ He says that He
does not say whether it was “Pratham” of “Madhya’*
or “Sesh ratri”

How can the Minister, Industry save somebody in the
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. Maternity. Ward,:I do not Know.......This is his own . state-
s-ment.; ...So, Sir, from his owa statement it appears that

it is.not: baseless, . He may . say that it is partly correct

rand -partly -tncorrect. - Atleast it 1is, not.-basel_ess. So, first

of all 1o say (that. something is baseless,  his. own state-

cument does not prove it to be baseless.. When it is a matter

of the House, to give or make such statement actually

.comcs under privilege of the House and it amounts to

-misrepresentation of the proceeding of the House. There-
fore, Sir,-1 think, a prime facie case is there whlch s_h‘quld :
go, to the Committee of Privileges for further mvestlgatlon.'

Mr. Speaker: . Mr,  Sinha, do want tg make earher stdte—
ment: to lexplain- your - position s In Rule 168 1s said®-----
the member complained against. shall be. given an opportu-

nity to be heard in explanation or. exulpation.”

Shri Atanr-Rahman (Minister - Parliameatary Affairs) & Mr..
Speaker,: Siry I want to.speak a few words on the admiss-
ibility of the motion. About the irregularity of this motion

of Privilege, I want to speak nothing because you have
already dealt with it. It is true. on 26th October, 1971
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua had mentioned the contents of
the allegation, but there he had not mentioned the name of
any Minister particularly. Now, the ‘contradiction which

‘has been referred to in the “Saptahik Azad”, has came out

in’ the issue of the paper on 27th October, 1971,

~This is-a ‘weekly paper. It is not mentioned when Mr.

Jaganath Sinha gave the interview to the paper. Only the
publication :is dated 27th October, 197l In  the interview
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itself Mr. Jzigannzith Sinha was contradicting a report which
had come out in the “Daily Sapath* dated 19th October,
1971. There certain report had come out which amoun-
ted to something like character assassination. Therefore,
when there were reports tentamounting to one’s character

assissination one was surely justified to come out with a co-

ntradiction,

; Under these circumstances Sir, I do not think that Shri
Jagannath Sinha has tinkered with the property of the

House. He was simply referring to the news item publis-

hed in Sapath dated 19th October, 1971. He had not men-
tioned or made any reference to the proceedings of the
House. The publication is of 27th october, 1971, but the

date of interview is not given there.

Therefore, in the circumstances, 1 think that' because of
the transparent irregularity itself, and because what I have
said the privilege motion is notlit to be admitted.

Mr. Speaker: (When Shri Sailen Medhi . rose to speak)
You also want to speak on the admissibility. If we go on

like this then.......

Shri Sailen Medhi : We can seek clarification from the

Minister. The Minister who has been complained .against
has given a statement of facts and we want to clarify thoq;

facts whether these are correct or not. The Minister for
Parliamentary Affairs has said -that the Minister against
whom allegation has been brought, has made a statement
contradicting a report which appeared in another paper.
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Now, when the matter came up ‘befor'e the House it would
have been the duty of the Min‘ister to ask that paper not

publish the report of the interview as it would have brought
a question of privilege. So the Minister has failed to per-

; form his daty in that !i'es;;fée?t.“']'

Mr, Speaker s Tha; isnhgt the rule of the House. You
have already spoken about the .admissibility and the M?ni-
ster for Parliamentary Affairs '\‘replicd“tqjg. __ The f_act&.»are
not to be discussed, 144 o145t e

‘Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : I have a submission. We bave

given our points. The matter is very delicate and we want

that the matter should be referred to the Privilege Committee.

_ Mr, Deputy Speaker : Sif-, 1 have got a submission 1 think

it amounts some infriengement on our rules.. Because on
the complaint made by Mr, Barua the hon. Chicf Minister
categorically stated before the 'House that within this Asse-

mbly Session after the receipt of the report from Silchar
so far as this particular incident is conceraed, he will make

a statement. In the meantime this Privilege motion has
come up. Now, Sir, if yott accept this Privilege Motion
then it will g0 to the [‘rivilége Com mittee before the Chief
Minister could make a statement because the mcment you
accept it, it goes (o the Privilege Gommittee. |

Mr, Speaker : 1t seems there are clear misunderstanding.

Mr, Députy Speakers If you enquire from the Chief Mini-
ster about it and then you can decide the next course

of action,
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Mr. Speaket . I have got'the noticc from “the Chief-Miais-
ter. He will make a  statement after " lunch.” Now, the
mam questlon is whether any member of this- House not’
only the Minister, can make a statement regarding the House
or whether he can commcnt on it while the matter is pen-
dmg before the House 'and if so whether it amounts to
“Breach of Privilege. ‘There are two different matters,

'One relates to the merit of the Cise under Rule 30].
The other is whether it violates the Privilege of the House

if any hon. member give certam opinion relating a matter

which 4s under consideration of the House. In respect of
_ these a matters [ have, heard bath ths sides and according ‘to

Rule 168 we can given the member the earliest opportumty to

'explam whether the allegation made are correct or incox- -

rect. I have be:n glv:lul')‘ yod SJCh ODPOFtunltleS always.

Shri Debeswar Sarmah : Mr. Speaker Sir, T think |
should  seek a clarification from you before you give
your final decision. A member may be maligned wi.
th a purpose. In Assam such dubious methods are
nof very much practised but in other places it happens,
Now, so far as member is maligned with scur,ril(')‘us 'sort
of an allegations the Chief Minister is keeping quiet for a
long time perhaps he is thinking let the man geti' a. little
‘Moja’. Sir, in such circumslancs has not a mem-
ber got the right of expression that I am innocent
without attacking the House. Supposing in the House a
member is maligned as a burglar or saying that hé has
committed certain henious offence-Now, has he got no

e 4
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right to say that I.am innocent without attacking the
House.

Shei Gitsuddhin  Ahmesd: I have got a Point of Order’
Sic. From. tae.discussion it appears that some of us have:
missed . the: main point. The question.is whether the state-
ment. published in that particular paper amounts to Breach’
of Privilege - of the House or not. That is quite different
matter and that is upto the Priviiege Committee to look
into the matter. Now, the quesiion before us is about
the admisibility of the Privilege Motion. The conditions of
the admissibility of the motion is laid down under Rule
160 of the Rules of Procedure.

Mr, Speaker : About admissiblity of the motion and
whether the motion is in order or not that point‘is under

investigation.

Shei Giasuddhin' Ahmed ; [ want toiexert of that. point.
Here it states, that “mot more than one question shall be
raised at the same. sitting’. No such point was raised.
“The question shall -be. restricted~ to & specific matter of
recent occurrence”. This is a specific: matter. ‘““The matter

requires the intervention of the House”...interruption ...

Shri. Mahendra Mohan Choudhury (Chief Miaister) 3. In
this'case Sir, the Privilege issue is that whether a member
can' discuss ‘publicly’ any ‘matter’ which:
sideration Of ‘the House. ~If®any’ member’ discuss a matter
publicly which is pending before’ the' House: he'commits
Breach of Privilege and he is-guilty of that offence. But

js- under the con=
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4n this case as the Minister incharge Parliamentary Affairs
has rightly stated that it has nothing to do with the
proceedings of the House. Some newspaper report of 19th
October made certain defamatory statement against a mem-
ber of the House. Sir, should it go uncontradicted As
soon as the matter is brought to the notice of the member
that such and such defamatory statement is published
in a newspaper which will lower him in public estimation
he should immediately contradict it. It is the inherent right

of the citizens. Therefore Sir, these two things should be

distinguished and I hope you will consider these matters

before you give your ruling.

1 have heard both the sides. I reserve
got a noiice for another Privilege Motion
And both these cannot be taken

Mr. Speaker ¢
my ruling. 1 have
against Mr. Tripathi.

togather on the sameday it may be taken up tomorrow,

Calling Attention to A matter of Urgent Public
Importance—The Assam Small Industries
Development Corporation
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: Sir, Under Rule 54 of the
Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in Assam
Legislative Assembly I draw the attention of the Minister-
in-Charge, Industries to a matter of urgent public impor-
tance and of recent occurrence in a news item published
in the “Saptahik Nilachal” dated 20.10,71 under the cap-
tion “Udyogik Unnayan Nigamar Joa Joa abastha” wherein
it has been stated that all the Industries started by Major
Industries Development Corporation, Small Scale Industries

o
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Development Corporation, etc. organisations, are incurring
loss and giving no benefit to the people of the State,
cither through employment or through economic develop-
ment. I want to know whether the allegations as Iepor-
ted in the paper are true, and if so, what steps Govern-
ment have taken to reorient the entire thing for the
benefit of the people, It has also come to our notice
that . some people, who had very bad records in their
service careers, are entrusted with certain responsibilities,
More particularly, there are some - retired persons who
have' no interest in their work, This is one of the
causes for incurring heavy losses by these industries. I
want to know if this is true. If so, what specific steps
Government have taken to improve the condition of these
industries. '

Shri Biswadev Sarma: (Minister, Industries) The position
in respect of the various .matters mentioned in the
news item !published in the ‘‘Saptahik Nilachal” dated
20.10.71 referred to by the hon. Member, is as follows -

As this august House would recall, towards the be-
ginning of this year the Government had decided in prin-
ciple to take over the management of the closed textile
unit of the Associated Industries, Assam. In that connec-
tion it was felt necessary to immediately arrange cotton,
in view of the acufe scarcity of this raw-material in the
country at that time. The Assam Small Industries Develop-
ment Corporation Ltd.  was accordingly instructed to
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arrange for the: purchase” of cott i
tion purchased 500 bales: of 'z::;?;:?:;l ﬂ.)’- TL'HS Egeae
-which 430 bales: were of rc!a!;ivel 'm Pu‘lﬂ.&b- 2
remaining 100 bales were of ré!r y S“p-"_mfi -fthtY Tl
atively inferior quality. These
purch:ses were made during; the period.19. 1, 71 to 24.2.71
The ex-Punjab purchase price. of relatively superior c;)t.tor;
ranged from Rs. 923,20 to Rs. 984.20 per quintal: and that.
of relatively iaferior cotton. from Rs. 703 to Rs. 717.06 per
quintal. The. Corporation puichased. these two varieties_
of |cotion with a view to mixing them up. It would also be
recalled that subsequently  the Government, came. to the
conclusion . in consultation : with' the solicitors that. it would
not te prundeat to fake over the management of the closed
textle unit of Associated Industries, Assam through nego-
tiations as eacliet intended. Therefore to avoid deterioration
of this cotton in storage and to avoid further losses conse-
further fall in the market price:of

quent upon anticipated
of the new crop from the monthk:

cotton with the arrival
of October, it became necessary for the corporatian to sell thj
is

It may be mentioied ' that the ruling price of
or
fry = was extremely high due: to acute

cofton.
cotton in the coul
that commodify ‘at the time when the: corpor

scarcity of
otton, However, shortly, there after

ation purchased this ¢
the Gavt. of India desided to« import: cottos to relieve.
the situation, with: the resul6é that that the price of cotton
came 'down steeply. The normaltrade practice .for selling
cotton is to:deal through cotton. brokers. Ia Assam, the

only: two  consamers of this -cotton were the:Spinniog wills
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at Gauhati and Charduar out of which the former had

already closed down. The corporation contacted the Char-
duar mill as also cotton brokers in Calcutta for disposal
of this cotton. In response three offers: were received,
two of which were from Caléutta pariies ‘and cone from

‘the Charduar mill. The highest rate offered for delivery

ex-Calcutta was Rs. 820 per quintal ' while ‘the ratc quoted
by the Charduar mill for delivery ex-Gauhati ‘was Rs. 780
per quintal. 'The rate” of Rs. 820 per quintal for deliyery
ex-Calcutta works out to about’ Rs. 804 per quintal
ex-Gauhati after excluding the transport, handling charges,
etc. At that time, namely in the second half of September,
1971, it may be mentioned that both the road and rail cemun-
ications between Assam and Calcutta were distupted due to
floods. Hence it would have been difficult to send the
cotton to Calcutta. On the other haad the Charduar mills
were on the verge of closure due to non-receipt of cotton
from outside the State on account of dislocation of comi:
cations. . Hence efforts were made to persuade the Charduar
mill to raise its price and ultimately the mill agreed to
raise its offer to Rs. 804 per quintal for delivery ex-Gau-
hati, As there was no chance of getting any better offer
at that time and in view of imminent further fall in cotton
price, this offer was accepted and 300 bales of cotton
were sold to this mill to avoid further loss. 200 bales of
cotton still remain to be disposed of and the Corporation
is trying for their disposal also, On the 300 bales of cotton
sold, the Corporation suffered a net 10ss of about Rs, 1,17,000.
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For examining this whole transaction, the Government have
decided to set up a committee of enquiry.

The Government have already appointed a committee
consisting of  Deputy Secretaries in  the  Industries and

Finance Departments and the Joint Director of Industries

.General) for studying the working of this corporation in
detail. The report of this committee is  awaited, In the
meantime at the instance of the Government, this Corpora-
tion has engaged the services of a Chartered Accountant
for examining its financial position quickly and for sugges-

ting remedies for improving its financial management. His

report is expected to be received shortly, whereafter the

Government would consider the
It is a fact that inspite of a loss being incurred during

the year 1970-71, a bonus 804 has been given to the workers
of Assam Conductors and Tubes Ltd. (@ subsidiary of Assam

Small Industries Development Corporation Ltd.), as against
the statutory minimum bonus of 4 per cent. This appar-
ently was done as a gesture of goodwill to the Wofkefs
As this bonus has already been declared and disbursed.
no further steps aré possible at this stage, In this Coﬂnectiol;
the hon. Members would recall the recent discussions at
various levels for raising the minimun bonus to above 4

required steps.

per cent.
Shri 1 akshyadhar Choudbury ; &% [24q, I2 FA917 73
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fapifarsl @ “erin Fwidq bl WaEl (T o I AR @R
0502 | AN 270 |

Shri Biswadev Sarma: 3tf3qq @iz, (A FAZ |

“Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Fifteenth Report of the

Public Accounts Committee.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya: Sir, I beg to present
the Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Fifteenth Report of the
Public Accounts Committee. In this connection, I beg to
say that the Fifteenth Report is under print, so only a
typed copy of it has been placed on the table of House.

‘Printed copies will be made available to the hon. Members

as soon as they are received from the Press. Probably by

tomorrow we may receive them.

Report of the Commission on Secondary Education
: in Assam.

Shri Sarat Chandra Goswami (Minister of State, Education) :

Sir, I beg to present the Report of Commission set up by

the State Government on the problems of Secondary Ed-

ucation in Assam.
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The Assam Contingency fund (Augmentation of
. Corpus) Bill, 1971.
‘hri Kamakhya Prasad Tripathi (Minister, Finance) $ Sir,
I beg to move that the Assam Contingency Fund (Augmen-
tation of Corpus) Bill, 1971 be taken into consideration.

Mr. Speaker ¢ Thers js a message from the Governor: It
reads as follows. :

“Under the provision of Article 207 (3) of the Consti-
tution of India, I, Braj Kumar Nehru, Governor of Assam,
recommend that the Assam Contingency Fund (Augmenta-
tion of Corpus) Bill, i971 be taken into consideration by
the Assam Legislative Assgmbly.

Sd/ Braj Kumar Nehru
Governor of Assam’

Shri Premadhar Bora : =i wczied, s Wzd fosss @i
#ifs baiordinance sfq @t 2@ @zl ¢ Swere @Rl (el
oIS ([T A— :

An ordinance augmenting temporarily the corpus of
the contingency fund by Rs. 2.50 crores was promulgated
on 29th June, 1971, But subsequently as a result of conti-
nued influx the expznditure on relief to evacues from East
Bengal increased, Therefore the necessity for further tem-
porary augmentation of the corpus of the centingency fund
by Rs.2.50 crores was felt and accordingly another Ordi-
nance was promulgated on 23rd September, 1971, eee

fom @it ©f3® bIFNI foxiqa 53t sanction =faz | of=
feigs (3fal (e | 92 (3] (FAgE 4@z ¢ dAfers @R
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Corpus ) Eill. 197i

(FTS i consohdated fund 3 =3 t‘a=1 withdraw =a w23 cofeal
207 AR 9l qiTe3 w:x,‘mscae gl e | B cifal 3F Eﬁ
RS sifers a3 ‘imﬂ?ﬁ AatraCa e‘mTe @@ B3l feara feacg Re- -app-
roprlatlon 3 fﬁuf@?eﬁ =753 WA estimate #f3 fad acst |
35 AF3NT Ry direct fra AR ) consolidated funda %43}
withdraw =31 51 f3g ‘ZMTQ fﬁqm AT A% 9 Nagaland Securi-
ty measure [s| AL A1 57 fagania] wig | kefugee 2 cwae 21
1S @S 541 Consolidated fund 4 ol 3fw  w=E I 2W C(SlE-
23 AW IR B9l (rallm bR fafics e wiis  sFyrey Imerge-
nCy 35 1A (37 Braamaputra flood control siffy IR %
z M3 AT eifers 53 AR Wte fedEe @@ R SIereEne
A 799 P (P 53314s (@i [ TEY e |
Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: faeagica s Sif@ S@EiBl ies |
@R gueell W e cnme A@ VRN AR 4B eIl
AR\ W @By e W 514 Al 7 W Sl 543143 3l 32Tl
&0 erf(—-,@;ft, o413 ol AT — NS I, Arg AT seiif@
RS WTﬁ Tgrel Bl @ Sqiee o SRRl Sis ) CSes
fAtsteitatas A3 AsmsNa =g
Shri Kamakhya Prasad Tripathi : @3 fmca Azt 3W AT
Sl BIFME Colich3 qawq  Ba| 939 wfRIca oS e e SfeacaE
@A 50 FY $wy eyfige wre @ifss A Wit | @3 REE W@
74l T4I9 IR interest q eraies w3 ! : )
faelte Mizo Hills 1 (®q® 8 @iy Bata adjustment <
et =ifed ) «zAfy oA wrére  @fenl et wifefeca cofoal
wifdl @26 raise sfafggen | @RS HAINI azsl fRasal =fE
Hfenc? eiie 53T (3 fRLB] 53l A51CA cvﬁtm fzsta o7 fass 3fe-
aia CEsIERN el @ 321121 Tt 13 swrca audit Report {5413
ARAL BB SR ere Sife @ @R 38 @I Sw A A2
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23914 @14l =R Azl planned 3 non-planned SRS I O
@A @oR 729 | consolidated fund g oFhs  (xlz A B
oi® wei fid consolidated fund & faqi 23 1 ©fF =@l @@
Budget Provision ste =if{q @isil 291 ©> MELaF pafq @il 27 |
siq fzs lapse =3 731 feslacs o> ABTAE  wAta &l z0a
consolidated fund 3 =it adjust =f43 =g |

Shri Debeswar Sarmah: S[4S  5AFIAA ﬁwrﬂ‘cmﬁ? b3 over-
draft s “If2 @l @Tta ? ~

Shri Kamakhya Prasad Tnpathl 3. 38 (36 Bl over-draft

=1t {2 |

Shri Debeswar Sarmah-s Nagaland 3 7ss7tg 313get 7

Shri Kamakhya ‘Prasad Tripathi s Nagaland Mizo Hills 1 (wgs
=& @ Mizo-hills 3 fRam =fts few Nagaland 7' =zafthi njetnss
SeEed AN A @ Al wd \ FerarEa A A4 a3 Ay
% ofa = | AW FAT o4l FiT

Shri Debeswar Sarmah : sz w(zied¥, ST (251032 73 pifa-
it el 7 fFeifdcel ) ArRafye article ste? @2 consolidated
fund 3 37e% =ME e (@7 sqw “Afata «% fund 7 =313 591 B -
314 4 28 | [ o 3= M5 I el g 3 fegwa frerae
fegata 531 431 23 fag Budget fzpi3q d1fatae age w1 Supple-
mentary Demand © =ijcz| “Supplementary demand 27 (7RIS
4 @l W% fes Supplementary demand A GICEE
fagare I ege ) GBI WR A 3fas o Nafes ) 7%
Imergency basis © 3grel 314 sfaaasial 23 [0 fRAres ¥R WS

1fs @1 wa 9ics | Supplementary Demand 31 qife @3

Supplement & 5al (afal 23 I o4SifEe fA7ame =feizels ©Io
2ol (1 AEITS 2feqfe T Faa Bl A3z Az 1 A3 AN
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bxl 432 *f39 camist. A motion (i Rratdflsl w1 W12 33 37
f7eftal @ =y GFife afeNfanars  fbTrs 53 as If3 s
wi® frze consolidated fund 3 #4i ¢2 &l 27 |

Shri Kamakhya Prasad Tripathi: #%f® (A1z@ILF 2ai1 B3
3 498 233 #if3 (@fs ¢ 34 w13l N40FF gRA I(FCA 63 I Lty
@Al FAMB IEea B o2l | sdeTe  WIBl AP SR AFAGCA
sdelfze vafes sisRiffaRan o8l a1 |

The Assam Non-Government School and College Employees

Centralised Provident Fund Scheme (Amendment)
’ Bill, 1971 | 7

Mr. Speaker ¢ The question is that the Assam Contingency
Fund (Augmentation of Corpus) Bill, 1971 be taken into
consideration.

(The motion was adopted)

Shri Kamakhya Prasad Tripathi ¢ Sir, I move that the
Assam Contingency Fund (Augmentation of Corpus) Bill,
1971 be passed"
{The motion was adopted)
The Assam Appropriation (No. V) Bill 1971
Shri Kamakhya Prassad Tripathi : L beg to move that

the Assam Appropriation (Ne. V) Bill, 1971, be taken
into consideration,

Mr. Speaker : There is a message from. the. Governor. It
reads as follows :-
«Under the provision of Article 207 (3) of the Consti-
tuition of India, I, Braj Kumar Nehru Goversor of Assam,




80 The Assam Non-Gover ment Sclhoo.l and Coll'ege L 8th Nov,
Employees Cetralised Provident Fund
Scheme ( Amendment ) Bili. 19/1
recommend that the Assam Appropriation (No. V; Bill,
1971 be taken into consideration by the Assam Legisla-
tive Assembly.
Sd/—Braj Kumar Nehru
Governor of Assam”’,
Now, the question is that the Assam Appropriation
(No. V) Bill, 1971 be taken into consideration.
(The motion was adopted.)

Shri Kamakhya Prasad Tripathi @ 1 beg to move that the
Asssam Appropriation (No. V) Bill, 1971 be passed.
Mr. Spéake_r : The Quesfion is that the Assam Appropria=
tion (No. V) Bill, 1971 be passed.
(The motion was adopted)
The Assam Non-Government School and College
Employees Centralised Provident
Fund Scheme (Amendment)
Bill, 1971
Shri Kmakhya Prasad Tripathi : Sir, I beg to move that
the Assam Non-Government School and Co'lege Employees
Centralised Provident Fund Scheme (Amendment) Bill, 197}
be taken into consideration.
Mr. Speaker : The question is that the Assam Non- Go-
vernment School and College Employees Centralised Pro-
vident Fund Scheme (Amendment) Bill, 1971 be taken into
consideration, _ ’
(The motion was adopted)
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Scheme ( Amendment ) Bili. 1971

Shri Ka’makhya Prasad Tripathi: Sir, I beg to move that
the Bill be takén into consideration clause by clause.

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi ¢ Sir, I beg to move that
in clause 3, Item

(1) In proposed sub-clause (i) in the first - line, the word
“‘and” appearing in between the words ‘“Teachers ard
*“Ministerial staff” shall be substituted by a coma (,) and
after the words ‘‘Ministerial staff”” the words “and Fourtﬁ
Grade Employees” shall be inserted.

ST WY @3 RCATAANCE @3 BIACIZ S 0xE (§ qfw A
3 A7 @ferss Ty A erant 331 28 (R O e AL
o[ % mlmstenal staff 3 (w9l @ @2 provident fund «T5fAa
Ta A9 1 7w e fiAea ef cul wH6MA AT (o&rEE @2
USRI Sty Arstiq | fag Sy (wEs (TR A provident
fund “SsfR winie sear a1 ca-paetR) cotcaral et wifes el
<Rt & Rafe TSI witeF (S&rEAIPd ARLANIE A2 s BearaTel
A4 | ﬂﬂﬁ 55 91 M, E. % #&w provident fund Stsfa eeatal
Ffaet fifﬁ?ﬁca A92 vzl i mrr: @i fme A @@ Sirefad
B AR 1w i ved ufla 51 ATCANS (P I whRl AME
(3 AR @R S{{5fAg Bepardlel ArelE |- GXWR 4Bl ceAE CATH
o1 =% GB1 N ot Bergran oral I AT AT G2 g (I AR
s WA afonre wadq wf@7 cmagal | %a 91 wwawy 8 =TT
FH5IA APAT (A H7 wega +6I9) 3 A Af® 7 @REN cofal
e B e GT@?{&T? @z epgta fafes @ fqWH 8¢ afa
T AT wade R fat I W A9 ﬁ‘”“ S
Ao A T e @A ek eeld SR o fir o
i SR fitafe | e AeAIS @Bl IS AfS i A
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aferss 72 39 wEd 8 c=@3 A5 4% provident  fund
3 S EPE IR FICd eI ife AfqeAl | o @2 I

Agree iy Ffdl AR |

Shri Kamakhya Prosad Tripathi: (W9 (S48 ST aAo® (igay
GE oAz | NS @Bl wgfa @raE RN 3 eme fifas
Deficit i@ ciial 912 | 32 fRase centralised <f3g i | @y
2fate g centralised 349 AGR2 R FM [AlTS ey

Ffq3 <111 T |

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : (417 %(9 M3 =3l Fzcze  fHal @y
provision <Y 99 @fel A SEATS FfAN AT QT R 4y

%51 provision 3 cararers! (eIl wfIA Q133 (FARIEF |

Shri Kamakhaya Prosad -~ Tripathi ¢ provision ify .
@ Apply =f3g afad | Fs Apply 349 F@EF L fFgat -
7, fraa =g @ fEes GE o poree wizl fRdl am 1 g
Aqed @as 4% o I6f el 33 5l I =ifia e&ars 5

e afere Deficit scheme 3 €939 AR 73 o3y 329

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua: 1 YT R S fstea
e gt e e, g st e Rl —@ R fRarg B
Deficit system 9 fosatn ol 27 ©f© providend fund g o'y

ooy wqgol® 8 (AT FHIAN AL (A9 SAEIE W O/ @5 provi-

sion 3if43 @AM !
Shri Ramakhya Porsad Tripati ; «@&G5{ ordenance gify e

747 «ql 37 !

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi: I donot press my amen-

dment,
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Mr. Speaker ; The question is that the preamble to clause
2 of the Bill do from part of the Bill.
(The motion was adopted)

Now, in clauses 3 and 4 that is no amendment. I put
the question. The question is that clause 3 and 4 of the
Bill do from part of the Bill |

(The motion was adopted)
oif 2o IEie 7 731 9 @ifEA | fFg @2 =il
firzg fA%s Aga@ iqd 94l (PR ATSLE @ FA G AR

4% iF 23 |
Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi 3 Sir, I beg to move thal

in clause 3, item (5). proposed sub-clause (ii), in line 5,
the words under deficit system” shall be deleted.
(Voice-We have already finished Clause 3)

“Under deficit system sanctioned by the Govt of Assam
under the Rule in force : and includes schools of those ca-
tegories in whose case, the maintenace grant has been frozen
at any stage.

R I @3B eyl oz Aens fiffmice High School %
Grant oy o3 feess provident fund fifi=es deficit Scheme 3
a1 “1g (A2f@re provident fund =@\ tzig | ffd=re adhoc grant
% F12f34133 ¥ scheme ¥ fostia &al AL !

PREA f{lﬁafa %ﬂg qﬁﬁg@ fﬁ-cg VY ﬁﬁ“ﬂt%ﬂi ﬂ%ié}[ ﬁ(’.‘ff (H

Rete A wiERday omeA eificg | 0wy AR Fefe  faca
2 54 WA fiey =ie deficit %z tafs 531 =ife non deficit
7o A31 39 Bal ety w01 | G301 frotsa A fifzmite foml fo=e
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2 Rare I8, Q) AWig 3fE Al | Aled SR eted R e
(2 zas 4 TASEE 26% coHAs fwA IR oA Wy AR
saelca s f[EsAl 33 b9 Al (1R A f%T AT Zafq

f$339 29 |

Shri Kamakhya Prosad Tripathi: =@aig 7%y s@idics Ak
vars (ARG omfa caz nondeficit =wiw Adhoc grant fifimis
sit7 (5 3cAaa caicat provident fund FiR! (OEENT @ vadzle
4% afn Al | sifers forth grade fearss fi s 02l (ST
R fistsre ghia !GB! fpen 513 AifAq

Mir. Speaker : Now, we come to clause 5.

M. Shamsul Huda: Mr. Speaker; Sir, In Clause 5, in the
proposed sub-section 7 (1), in the sixth line, in between the
word “be” and the full stop, the words, “subject to the op-
tion of the subscriber concerned”, preceded by a coma ()

shall be inserted.”

saj® WCzl7y, @3 Amendment 7% v B ©%4 amendment 33
s w@E, amendment FWeAEAl g2t FRC | @ R ane
933 #AfG19 (§ 537 fom. MYUF [<w3F 2ie© ffA @2 contributary
providend fund <fq® | i IF AR RYT EMIZ 2303 7oq
fRem1 @2 [@= A Awci@ Jtfd @3l fea fima provi-
dent fund fime feate @a Al | cofoql AwAMT R 23 «re
contributiry providend fund 3 #wcAfta  Ffaal 77 efRe 1 i3
T AqsifEs vartas @3 SIRA f79 A I 9 et fea
tatg | §fe wagaty contributaty provident fund’ sy <oy (i
z(e1 fAwe wemg wfy Bal el 23 oAz, 28 A A3 ofife =Wifzd

. IR
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St 923 Aeteifs, w37 %% &« personally wifz3 #tfag | sqifore
A29 *if5® Az 9298 f{g® 324 TR (2 W fRERS BRIAAE
Teacher welfare fund yfeirz T. B. cancer =iifi (qais< fAfwssrs
i ARG frea | fFw @2 Al d A @feFl IRII AbS 79
gz AR cafon v 2z A7 2vs gl ofEd cofeaig | O3 niza
A frAmee wifa s sgm wif 1 asate g ks 9 owl
Al 3Re I SR/ AR | pEl el AR 1 a3 ez
°if3 =tz | contributiry provident fund 3 Be1 BfFFy F@ R &M
B3 =i ozl (Itel wiaite ¥3g 2@ fofw zfel 5ol iR IRt f[are

=@ 3fqRl | sewi wi3w Afe e 39 aier | Subject
to the option of the subscriber concerned, -

S® S(ie) T DIFNA A AIAA] @z DA |
Shri. Kamakhya Prosad Tripathi: (72 391 St®2 =CAGA! 331
tatz U It will be going against the very purpose of the
scheme of the Bill,

stfets provident fund scheme =itz ATCAN P EA R A 6 B
TR T W e  (arE (odTaled SR (B SIF =g
@RI ®gRYl w25 | wiel welfare fund =re provident fund
1903 %4 75 (ARfe corporation & ©AS | AIfeUF AT AR
=6t {2l @irifes sface Azl 723 |

M. Shamsul Huda: @y wia @eei s 9@ 3 @@=
Sjreif@d  wifyerrey fGwiy arg refediga alejd &« fAmaraz aFfaal
31 3 53%Mq corporation 3 giete fire (SEARLAT AIE @fe
SRR 27 | arw gl e T rAgal eEl AP o
central office @3y iR 3f@ %ar Branch fIale fasre fomry
qifFe (e Al s gEe A3 sfseaced | AR SeIe] &34
533itd f[egeml <fd swestgm  Ff{F A |
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Mr, Speaker : =ifa €%t place i @fe 7
Clause 5 of the Bill do form part of the Bill,
Clauses 6 &7 do form part of the Bill. Clause 1 the title of
the Bill form part of the Bill,
Shri Kamakhya prosad Tripathi: I beg to move that the
Assam Non-government School and College Employees
Provident Fund Scheme (Amendment) Bill, 1971 be passed.
Mr. Speaker 3 Motioa movedr The question is—that Assam
Non-government School and College Employees Piovident
Fund Scheme (Amendment) Bill, 1971 be passed.

(The Motion was adopted".

The Gauhati municipal and Corporation Bill, 1969

Shri Jogen Saikia (Minister) : Sir, I beg to move that the
Gauhati Municipal Corporation Bill, 1969 as - reported by
the select committee DS taken into consideration,

Mr. Speaker: Motion moved. There is no amendment.
The question is that the Gauhati Municipal corroration Bill,
1969 be taken in to consideration

(The motion was adopted)

Shri Jogen Saikia (Minister) : I beg to move that the
Gauhati Municipal Corporation Bill, 1969 as reported by th€

Select Committee be passed.

Mr- Speaker; MOﬁOﬂ mOVGd. The question 1S that thg

/!
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Gauhati Municipal Corporation Bill, 1969 as reported by
the Select Committee be passed.
(The Motion was adopted®
ADJOURNMENT
The House then adjournea for lunch till 2.30 p. m

(The House reassembled at 2.30 P.M. after lunch break
with Mr. Speaker in the chair

Statement by the Chief Minister—Allegations
against a Minister of State

Mr. Speaker : According to the accepted time schedule
the House was to be adjourned at 4.30 P. M today. At
4 P.M. the Minister was to reply. Now, we are late by
half an hour. Now, what is the sense of the House in

regard to extension of time g

Sbri Ataur Rahman, Minister : (Parliamentary Affairs) Sir, we
will be inconvenienced. We have to break fast at 435
If the House is extended till 5 P.M. then we will be In-
convenienced. (Voice-Some members may leave the House)

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi: Let the Minister reply at
4,30 P M.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury, (Chief Minister): Sir
the Minister will start replying at 4.30 P.M. and it depends
on how long the Minister takes. (Shri Biswadev Sharma,
Minister I will take only 10 minutes).

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua :  Sir, there is another thiag.
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The convention is that the Members who were also Mem-
bers in the Committee cannot take part in the delibera-

tions of the House when that matter is discussed. The
Minister being the Chairman of the Committee then cannct

also give reply on that subject,

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhur ; (Chief Minister) That
is not the Convantion. The convention is that the Mem-
bers of the Committee caﬁnot speak against the report.
If he wants to speak in support of the repert, he can

speak.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, on 26.10.71 Hon’ble Member Shri
Dulal Chandra Barua brought some allegations against a
Minister. The substance of the allegation is that the Mini-
ster was in a drunken mood when he went to the Silchar
Medical Hospital at about 10 p.m. on Sth October, (971,
and misbehaved with the Staff Nurse on duty there and
that he also assaulted her.

In this connection I enquired into the matter and
the following facts are-revealed.

Regarding the incident, ShriJagannath Sinha, Minis-
ter of State, Industrics; gave first a written report in the
form otia complaint on 5,10.71 to the Principal; Silchar
Medical College with a copy to the Minister of Health &
Family Planning. The complaint of Shri Sinha reads as
follows ¢ :

“At about 10,30 p.m. today I went to see a rela-
tion of mine namely Shrimati Rajkumari Sinha in the

-

[
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Civil Hospital who is a maternity patient (bed No. 19).
While I was near the delivery room I heard a groaning
sound of a patient eastward and moved to ascertain what
it was. I found one Shrimati Prabhawati Roy, a patient
in bed No. 5in Female Surgical Ward was in a very

bad condition and was groaning. I immediately went near
the patient and found a nurse and enquired what it was
and why the patient was in such a. bad condition un-
attended. She could not give satisfactory reply. 1 suggested
her to call for the doctor-in-charge. While she was hesit-
ating one Staff Nurse suddenly came and I asked her the
same question, She in a bad manner replied me that this
was none of my concern, 1 again insisted that since the

condition of the patient was not good 'she should give

immediate call to the doctor-in- charge but all in vain. At
this stage I had no other alternative but go disclose  my
identity. T said her that I am a Minister and I wanted
that the doctor should be called immediately. 1 don’t
know why this infuriated the said nurse. She bacame
furious and started uttering that whosoever I might be she
did not care. I simply laughed at this and requested her
to let me know where the “doctor-in-charge was residing so
that might go there personally and call the doctor. “But
God knows why the nurse was 1ot interested to tell'me
where the residende of 'the doctor was.  She' simply said
that the doctor-in-charge was Dr- Nandi, ~ After "disclosure
of my 1d311t1y the nurse was althrough sitting on her chair

keeping me standing replying to mYy questions in a most




90 STATEMENT BY THE CHIEF MINISTER [ 8th Nov.

objectionable and insulting manner. The name of the said
Nurse is, 1 am told, Santi.-----

So long I was listening about such behavious by
staif of the hospital from the public and this has been done
to me today. Hospital is meant for welfare of the public
and anything of this nature is not only jundesirable but
unpardonable also.

Immediately after this Dr. Debi Dutta came to
the hospital to see my relation but as the condition of the
patient was very bad I request him to see the patient No.
5 of E.S. Ward.

When I went to the room with /Dr: Dutta again

that nurse mentioned something adverse at which Dr. Dutta
said “You don’t know with whom you are talking’. 1
narrated everything to Dr_ Dutta for his information and
future improvement of the public relation in the hospital.
I want that such things should not happen in the hospiial
in future and this particular nurse should be brought to
book so that other staff of the hospital take lesson from

this.”

On the basis of the complaint of Shkri Sinha the
Lireter of Health Services suspended the Nurse, Srimati
Santi Rajee, in connection with the complaint of Shri Sinha.
The said Staff Nursz submitted a written statement dated
0.10.71. The relevant portion of her statement reads as

follows :
« . .That, Sir, on the 5th October 197. night,

9
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while I was on duty atabout 10.20 p.m. one man entered
into the Female Surgical Ward. He was heavily drunk.
He came to me and questioned whether I have sent for
a doctor as one patient had abdominil pain. I replied
that"a messenger has already been sent for a doctor and
I am also waiting for him. All on a sudden he became
angry and ordered me to stand wup. As I don’t know
his. whereabouts I did not stand up while he still ordering
rudely saying ‘Stand up, stand up. He disclosed that he
is-a Minister. As he was fully drunk and he entered the
Female Surgical Ward in which males are not allowed at
that time of night, I thoﬁght that he was saying that word
‘Minister’ in-his intexication mood and 1 did not belive
him and did not stand up. Meanwhile Dr. Debi Dutta
and Dr. Chatterjee arrived in the ward. He complained to

them that I have insulted him and accused me in their
presence”,

Besides the Staff Nurse, Smti, Santi Rajee, the
Matron of the Hospital, Dr. Sankar Chatterjee, the House
Surgeon, Depatment of Surgery, and Dr. Debi Dutta,

¢ Registrar of Maternity & Gynaecology Department, Silchar

Medical College, gave their statements.

After the allegations were brought before the House,
I asked Shri Jagannth Sinha to submit a written statement
which he did on 27th October 1971, wherein he has givea
further details. From his statement it transpires that he

want to the Jed.cal Collegz Hospital on receipt of an

information that th:z conlition of a relation of his was
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bad. He went -along with his wife, aunt, cousin sister

and brother,

From the statement of the Staff Nurse it appears
that there is no allegation of any assault on her whatso-
ever by the Minister. It is evident from the complaint
of the Minister, the statements of the Staff Nurse, Dr.
Chatterjee and Dr. Debi Dutta Shri Sinha went o the
hospital to see one of his relations who was a patient in
the Matermty Ward, and that Shri Sinha enquired about
a certain groaning patient and he was insisting . for calling
the doctor for attending to the groaning patient who was
not a relation of Shri Sinha, and as a ‘matter of fact Shrj
Sinha seat for the doctor who came and attended the
From the complaint of Shri Sinha it appears that

patient.
respond to the request of the Minister

th= Nurse did not
to call the doctor and she did not
Minister disslosed his. ideantity, From the statement of
Dr. Chatterjee it appears that the Staff Nurse did not

reply to the queries
his ideatity even then she did not behave properly. On

the relevant protion of Dr. Chatterjee’s state=

stand up when the

of the Minister and when he disclosed

this point
ment reads as follows :

“She said that one¢ man entered into the Female

Ward and asked her whether she had sent the call

She said that the call was already sent and

the doctor.
she was waiting for the doctor. Tnen he wanted to know
¢, out of fear she

the person and morcover as he was drunt

to

o=
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did not tell anything, Then he said that he was a Minis-
ter and  shouted to her to stand up. She then said to
him “that she was a Staff Nurse on duty and during her
duty hours she did not care for a Minister ”.

The above statement unmistakably shows the deflant
attitude of the Staff Nurse. Even when the Minister dis-
closed his identity she was not telling about the residence
of the doctor,

The only allegation that remains to be examined acc-
ording to the statement of the Staff Nurse is whether

the Minister was heavily drunk and that he ordered her to
stand up. As stated above when the Nurse took a defiant
attitude and did not stand up asa mark of courtesy then
the Minister most likely got angry and asked her to standup.
The allegation of drunkenness has bsen denied by the Mi-
nister in his statement submitted to me, The position is that
the allegation has been contradicted by the Minister. Even
the Staff Nurse has not stated or suggested of any overt act
on the part of the Minister to confirm that he was under
the inftunce of liquer. Even Dr. Chatterjee did not state
that he was under the control of liquor. Dr. Chatterjee tho-
ught to him to be drunk because some alcoholic smell
come out from his mouth. The relevant portion of Dr,

Chatterjee's statement is reproduced below |
“.--It appeared to me that he was drunk becausealcoholic
Smell was coming out from his mouth”.

Alcoholic smell in the mouth does  not mean that some
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body is drink. A person is said to be drunk when he gets
overcome with liquor.
Dr. Chatterjee further statsd in his statement that the

Minister was trying to console a restless patient in the
Female Surgical Ward from outside through a window and

he requested them to see the case. He examined the ease.
He examined the case and prescribed.

The action of a man when finding somebody groaning
goes to console her and asks the Nurse to call a doctor ob-

viously is not of a drunken man,

Admittedly Dr. Debi Dutta, Registrar of Maternity and
Gynaecological Department, was also persent durieg that
night. His statement is as follows :

“On the night of 5th October 1971, at about 10.30 p. m
1 was called by Shri Jagannath Sing, Minister, to attend a
case at Maternity Ward in the sedical College Hospital.
Accordingly, I went to the hospital and while going to the
Maternity Ward I was asked by the Minister to see a case
in Female Surgical Ward who was tossing in bed with pain.
I examined the case and prescribed necessary medicine

and told the House Surgeon to inform Dr. Nandi Purkaya- -

stha, the Registrar of Surgery, about the case. WhenI come
out of the Ward the Minister who was on the verandah told
me that he had been misbehaved by the sister of the Female
Surgical Ward, He talked to me in a gentlemenly manner
and I did not find any reason to think that he was intoxi-
cated, I was in a hurry to see my patient with labour pain
in the Maternity Ward and I left the place’’
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The version of the Minister regarding insulting behavi-
our of the Nurse has been amply corroborated by the state-
ments of Dr. Chatterjee and Dr. Debi Dutta. The relevant
portion of Dr. Chatterjee’s statement reads as follows :

*‘The Minister, Mr. J, Sinha told me that he was insulted
by one Staff Nurse. He said to me that he went to the
Ward on hearing cries and saw that a patient was tossing.

He asked the Nurse to call for the doctor, but the Nurse
did not pay any heed to it and she was sitting on the
chair, He said to her that he wasa Minister and she should
stand up and talk with him, but she said that she did not
care for a Minister as Mr. Sinha told me.

This has been corroborated by the Nurse herself in
her statement to Dr. Chatterjee wherein she states that she
was a Staff Nurse on duty and during her duty Hours she
did not care for a Minister.

Dr. Chatterjee also has not attributed any act on the
part of the Minister which could give the slightest impre-
ssion thathe was in a druaken state.

On the contrary the aforesaid statement of Dr. Debi
Dutta fully negatives the alleged story of drunkenness. Dr.

Dutta stated that he did not find any reason to think
that the Minister intoxicated.

In course of enquiry I got the statements of ratient
Shrimati Prabhawati Roy and her mother Shrimati Sefali

Roy and another patient Shrimati Sumitra Reni Mandal
which also fully corrotorate the complaint of the Minister.
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From the above facts it has been conclusively proved
that the Minister went to the hospital hurriedly with his
wife and others to see an ailing relation and that the cries
and groans of another patient drew his attention and the

minister in his anxiety to see that she gets immediete medical
help insisted for calling a doctor whichin all probability was

taten by the Staff Nurse as an interference and she took a
deflant attitude so much so that even when the Minister
disclosed his identity she continued in her defiance by saying
that during her duty hours she did not care for a Minister
which naturally annoyed the Minister and led to exchange
of hot words. There was absolutely no molestation or ass-

ult whatsoever,

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : Sir, I have heard very atten-
tively the statement of defence (Chief Minister) statement
of facts) that has been made by the Chief Minister on
behalf of his colleague. But the statement made hear co-
mpletely from the statement that has been made in the
paper. I want to know from the Chief Minister that the
statements he has referred to have been obtained from
another two patients, when the as have beep obtained.
But according to a renouned man of Silchar it depicts a
different picture. After we have discussed the matter.in
the House, some people; by this or that way have obtained
such statements from some persons. I will be very happy
of the hon’ole Chief Minister is pleased to piace those
documents and the statements in original before the House.
The statements have been obtainzd later on and some ma-

/3
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nipulation was going on. Ihave got a letter which I will
hand over to the Caief Minister. I do not know what is
the defination of drunkenness orr drunken mood, But this is
not the way of defending the things which tell upon not
only his career but the career of others. In the statement
he has not mention:d that he accompanied his wife and
others, It is a after thought, He went there alone and
in a drunken mood. When he went to the hospital did he
obtain the permission of the authority ? Sir, if we want
to go the Civil Hospital even to see my wife I have to
obtain the permission of the Civil Surgeon. Sir, do. you
have that authority to enter the Maternity ward of a Hos-
pital because you are the Speaker ! So it would have been
better on thie part of the Chief Minister not to speak at
all. What the people will understand of him ? To defend
a man of this nature the Chief Minister is going to bring
a slur on him. Whether he is the Chief Minister or mnot
that is not my concern, but as a man I have got respect for
him. I am sorry, the way in which he is defending him is

really condemnable.

Shri Mahandra Mohan Choudhury ( Chief Minister » T am
sorry, I have been misunderstood, I have given all facts
about this case (Voice : what is the conclusion ?) The Charge
is that the staff nurse was molested. From the statement
I have read I have quoted the statement of Dr. Chatter-
jee, Dr. Dutta and also the staff nurse. From all these,
statements there is no eclement of any molestation of

any assault or any mis-behaviour. It was the point at
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issue and U have quoted from the statement submitted
by the staff nurse. She also said that she was not assaulted.
Dr. Dutta said that he behaved with him as a gentleman.
Therefere, [ have made a distinction bstween taking alcohol
and drunkenness. One thing is that the man may have some
intoxicating drink. But if he does not Jose and does
not act under the influence of the drink then he is not

drunk.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya : That is perfectly correct,
The Supreme Court has gone a step further. Merely by
the smell of alcohol will not do. You have to examine the

gastric juice. As the gastric juice was not c¢xamined it is not
know whether he was drunk or not.

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury ¢ That is why I cannot
say that he was in a drunken mood.

Mr. Speaker : Some clarification was sought under 301 and

the Chief Minister replied to that and thereafter here can-

not be any debate on this point. Mr. Barua wanted some
clarification and the Chief Minister has given the clari-

fication,

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami §  SH® AR, TP e

@Bl ey RFIde FEA ceras  Drunker 3tfes oic =ify  way
sEl | (s A ofedimi @51 Al @A (3 without Permission
fomale ward © @1 35103 @3 43 AN f

Shri Mahendra Mohan Choudhury : No Sir, it was an em-
ergency ward; There was a delivery' patient and the
case was an abnormal one and on that patient a caeserian

"
4y
y
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operation had to be performed. After getting a frantic
telephonic call as the matter is a very serious one he
went there, as any citizen would have done the same
thing. At that time one may not have time go and
seek permission to see the patient. He went there acco-
mpanied by a Doctor and Doctor Chatterjee and the staff
nurse was there which proves the bonafide of his visit,
One Doctor said that there was nothing wrong with him
and he was completely gentle, but Dr. Chatterjee got smell
of alcohol in his mouth. Therefore Sir, whatever facts I
have collected from the staff nurse, other doctors and Doctor
Dutta I have put before the House. 1 have not ircluded
any other statement for my consideration.

Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : Sir, he is giving the state-
ments from legal point of view, Our points is from moral

of view. It is not matter to be laughed at. It is a matter
of disgrace.

Mr. Speaker: Shri Sailen Medhi. The Speakers should
be brief and concise.

Result of the election to the Dibrugarh
University Court ‘
Mr. Speaker : Order, order. I have to announce the result
of the election to the Dibrugarh University Court. The
number of candidates equal big to the number of Seat
vacant Mr. Puspadhar Chaliha elected un-opprosed to the
Dibrugarh University Court.
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Motion=~Anomalies in| the Settlement of land in and
around Guwahati

#Shri Sailen Medhi : sfafig @7% (W2Wy @Ay Fwls wtf@
@¥ @ wfas Wifze ) @2 qEE B[l ST AGAI AGA AR
2T SRS AICE FAAAiACAR fAeiEe Geige 21 fER A «ife
@Rl (32 729 4f3 WANs Bl AFRA (RES W HIR [ IWH
taf@a 13 IeEe wfea® FI1 IR Ol WA I FWRA WA
543137 %) 7T, 5351 fARItAEA Sif® @A (32 AT @St
AT TIFe @Rz wifa @iias A3 |

U Nezlew, Aadm e it ez Wi AEEI  oFae
e 3T WA cwge Ab® WAZAAYZ I A (FAS {7 @AfF
@fEa 72 afem @z @A S (3T A (1 ST F5T Sl
S fAar Aoig 991 q9a9 o2 wWie @F eewd [9Ee fEnteas
AFL G TS WS | '

S AT, AT AwH] colifFw dfFer wiewats tfen (v
3R =% e i a® A 9w @ren A3 W Sfaezl awfy
=g ABDT (ateT s sAre | @3 fofee  wzAwe Wi wfders
33 MG tes 2 Fate sl =R | 78 o9 AffaE wws
@2EAN @B e @feeHta Wgze qf [Read sfwe  Bam
w13 e wi3d e @ oAN 53%i9d AF A6 @FT =wE (@3-
A @fesieAl (Aes Sags el @A f[fen fgua orge
et o1z afetst =g | o3fFEie afel@afn eqds  eigmms
fics | (i3 sigamAd A1Es WAL BRI FARe [RRAN PR swmlq
wf3q FGIT Fa0q (wge Wgace AW A IR AL oz
B GlzeR w7y GRele wEsR, fifEE PR W2 SN s
@R oAty Wife @Rl eEEd | (See fifen (Fge  fAfiare

st i3z ofs =i @izl 93 2fEGE WA I Az Rfen
¥ =g wpsie ©ffe «fqee ) AEAg AwAr cofffiw sfAerz  wed

«Speech not corrected
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o8 A 3R Iy (= @2 et =wifafza | Br 9w wEd
Land Settlement implementation 3 f3ggl w=iae WAR 8 Falg
330z |

Tty ® coledal, w3 39 RR5tfRel @ (3@ AN FFEHA ST
@ity 23> [al ai53 e 1 R wifba cafe wwa? assqal 76 | @zeRa
B ezt sfim wfosaa G @l wifa e afenl o
ABCAT Rzl @te el o @i e Ba cofSat
ST DI bizlaq @festr  MBEE ofe Gitale | ofenl @R
a7 TSNS =T oity va1 P @ @wsNF A A wRe
ferfiars 21 319 betfifie ad fgl 29 | @2 U cAle (2RI HAfES
Ifie 3y el qigz Bogs Ta et (OMET @R AR
afs Boigs 271 (oras za 3300 fAw) RIS Aifee AzesfEa =i
izl [A§d za IGAR (I T3 A9 AlY AR 53 BATET =z |
Hraefaa b2t 3 (g1 3oo et 3B wfed | frs Bk =2
s @feq @RE @ co@sd Al A AN W cefeRl (oS
return f3%ts | Committee 3 Report « =itz

The original return submitted by Shri F. A, Ahmed in
1958 was not factually correct.
“An area of 556 bighas 4 K. 4 L. formerly stood in the
name of Shri F. Ali Ahmed, son of late Col. Jalnur Al
Ahmed and included in Kheraj P. Patta No. 40, Out of
the above area 74B-0—17L was mutated in the name of Shri
Atesenuddin Ali Ahmed son of J. A. Ahmed vile "A.S.0’s
Mutation order dated 26th September, 1959.”
fogs @yl 2'a 7z AtHRA 4fRmEaa @i e R IR B
ate ciEfes T Afeife tr Yice | (OAeT wNERA B FaA
siczll 2O (FR—
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Land Settlement Implementation Advisory Committee En-
quiry Report.

‘“Further, it appears to the Committee that the inter-
pretation of the term “Joint Family” as defined in the Act
has not properly been applied by the Collector -and. that
submission made by Shri- Ahmed for shares for each of his
borthers and sisters had been accepted into even though
no steps have been taken by Shri Ahmed till now for par-
tition of the land as per the law of inheritence.”
sv ZAlZ s3e> © @2 A Fsite gl 23 fo8 B fg) 31 ot 3w

zfags Partition case 3 nutation case z3 ;AT &7 (STATA CIICH]
Partition case «z7 1 Land Settlement Committee s ¢eizifys

+AEA 7 [A7%a (1P Al WEI 3 afd ARIR oo
ENER ATl SN F[EA FAATAAR A (7R 20 A 5wl 33
51 AFH(wa siz1d e =i 3fz 902 AT (@A I ATHw
oife #fd @1 agel A WEA1T 7 4B farel !

Thirdly the exclusion from theambit of the ceiling law of
220B—10K land falling between the embankment ang the
river in the Rangiya Circle was  highly improper even
though submission to that effect has been made by Shrj
Ahmed, As a result of this shortfall in acquisition even
allowing for shares of brothers and sisters was over 150
bighass The Committee would recommend the apart from
setting right this impropriety in acquisition, action shoulg
be taken against the officersat fault for misinterpretation
of the Act,

r;[f@{%i el gy partition 7aAMLP A [AIE St 0z ot | T

SICE] (SIS FaER (e (T—
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Shri F. A, Ahmed; who was a member of the Cabinet
at that time and therefore had overall responsibility for im-
plementation of the Government policies, does not seem
to have been helpful in the qﬁick and proper implementa-
tion of the Ceiling Law, particularly in his own case.”
3fby 335 AfGs Srat  eats o[z | gaarlac 92 WfEe st
G G | cords AeE F oifE @ ARA (AT NEAT /@A
3 O 27 —CoLd® ABCER rgd] WA I FA | Es AwEA
fema @ W ceiling Act s 317 mfifea @3 wqbe fAfFss =0 |
fHET $R 23 IF =12 A HGfew @ry ifes | &7 (SIS a5
@B A3l advocate cacarenaz (orde ((foge wifes ) Noti
fication ¢z (afary forze 93 fagrg enquiry =f3 @5 vACA | SIS
A 91 13 (ordeq afR wisr wifocaz fofries +tta ' fe@ (A2 case
ANfEaArs 3y 3R ofal w2\ AZeTAd SEABY ATARAS FAII—

“The Committee therefore feels that proper action should
be taken against the officers responsible for dropping of the
original case and for the delay thereafter and immediate steps
under the amended Ceiling Act should be taken.”
wfete Case f& start dropper w31 tafem (sl wwe R fafe |

WK e @3 «fificn Ak fare, cd, b9 =AfeAA

@R IR 7775 1Ry fegs @re @2 A6 BER AT WS (o
EFS A Af¥ated T Y w97 1 AEEd WA <gLel @
AR | A AR orteagtq 2 qraRly A7y fersl erediarR taa—

The petitioner stated that an area of 257 B3 K4L
were acquired by the Government under Notifications dated
the Ist August and 2nd August, 1955. He also stated that
the balance of land thus remained 1,062 B 6L owned by
27 persons living in Uttar Pradesh, Sitamorhee, Kanpur,
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Banaras and Bombay. He also contended that they were
governed by the Mitakshara School of Hindu Law. Hence

none of the co-sharers, he stated, had more than 150 bighas
each. The Collector heard the petitioner on 17th June, 1963

and passed orders as stated below.
' A.D.C, C. Thomas 3 order sifs 'Q‘eqﬁ‘?jﬂ"]

“Seen afidavit filed by Shri Ram Gbpélthartia. Perused
the pedigree statement and the Registered power of attorney
which disclosed separate nature of their establishment. The
objectors belong to the Mitakshara School and hold the
landed property individual share amongst 27 families with
separate establishment and so on. So even if the entire alle-
ged excess area of over 1,255 B is accepted to be there
when this is divided amongst 27 families the entire area will
Be excess and none can possibly bel said to have more —than
150 bighas. Assuch no excess is found and so the'Ceiiihg
Act does not apply.. The case is dropped.

sifers Affidevite @oige fige afRa2 39 Bl lAfigEs ol
Reasa] AwatE  woEn Ao +57 faml e

sfers «@R0B1 299 R F[aT wart i G fE!
(e g =® SaEm ga { afe@ s and 0z e
wiE areje ACEI evqe @R ffic wgnE ks | e
FEAD ABE wFCAwE 2 | @361 Ay [ wiaie foER tsﬂ%ﬂ@‘
gal sce &aty Afetel )
The Committee is ~ of the view that the Ceiling Aot
was not properly applied in this case. The case should be

re-opened immediately and proper action in this behalf may
be taken.
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yoee B9 1S (TS 3% WG @AN Fo [ sk
3l z3igg sfRrz 0 AG Ire @AM SN (i [23 o7 37 ffFe
9193 A8 940 ezfed | @3 cw@e wfFHIR AT IupIKIAME fofer
9IRS eafst awfF Atm Affidevit 3 evare fofe 37wty sifas
PN dlewae Afifgfeta Wi Ak gfaq wEA @@ e
3" @digibla atgzaifie Survey School 3 wszw Military Camp
3 @598 fa A -113fzm @2 Wb ssee v “Ao® fofeR =UZA =[5
R AfFe N IF 3 s@ @72 B 7As\s ole 43| fFgam
ABe [Afw 0z g ! eifers e @R I EFAICA @A WG
9B |7 A1 A3 | (w3rAtw9 eqfqe notice frdl zE @, s¢ fFA7
fesars (o&AtT 83 v mifs Agdl @A @Ewal I9 29
Notice *[13 (2 (sitz7zn @inE @s3La AfEE— (SSEANF (FB @)
@l o8 Fwrg wAq faR «3 ity el 2T witEl agw
qfEs tzz wie Notice frg =wift 8% aa &ty sifers R
Ngaliaas gy of ole @ @ieaam Az Building  #ifes
@GR\ sdtane (iR by wfEE 3 Al | fre afEes 3
SHBS @ f1e431d) (ateAIca IB AleEen zE | sferd @nl =W
At Yfeicel 9,—
In Sailen Phukan’s case
In this the Committe found that in order to frustrate
the provisions of the Ceiling Act, the lands were sold to
persons or transfered to persons. This could happen because
the law as it then existed did not provide any method to
deal with such transfers which took place.

@351 937 @Fd Ry o W Whws fifEs Free
Simple grant 3 i =ifzm (A3fFats A @zEA AT AP BIFIER
fatg | BAC7%3 794l Ex-Chief Engineer, fda 3eaf Chief
Engineer Ex-office Secy, vfase| sf@zl Ex-Chief Minister,
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sraal v, f@Emel swfe Tenfe (Aes @tz se fawl s> I
@5t s @A Rfe 34l tzz1 @arBE 9 99l esare @I
=e3] B2 HIFIE WG fars | @3wcd 5AEIY AlART I FH-
AAEAT ©OpT  Sfarz | SHABle (0%, A2 (mElh] Ae (wEl |
Between the two cases Government has, in my opinion, a for
stronger case, On the other hand if the Government re-
cognises that the petititioner has a claim which may or may
not amount to ownership of the land but which* cannot be
entirely dismisse and therefore which may have to be com-
pensated. for, so that the eventuality of an adverss decision
_by court or arbitration is avoided it may be possible to ne-
gotiate with the petitioner on what terms be proposes to
withdraw all claims in'this rezard.
@A BIFA LaCE FAre 4R AET SE@A (9 @29 claim
o fge | G2 TR wEEs st weE @@ o fasl Premium
g FEl GiEBl eitm Awd 3 | e ey ois Compensation faal
= @5 8 @ 5l e A @ efs e w8 iy aifs
azq | Sl o W el FIUI N 5 wfdalzd IR
settlement fafgs| 59 (A2 B e° 354 wive @B
S el AiBita wfRa 1 GIEGD AR codq ATMT, 2l Fieq
a3 AwES FEABT AFAMT FAXD, @ 93D

satgAcs] A2 #fp farel—

s that theland in question was sho-
The Committee could

@361 Z30A AN |
&b g 19TEAF (T |

The Committee observe

wn as Sarkari for the last 50 Yyears,
not find any record whatsoever to show that the so called

owner either deposited -any local rate for this land or sub-
mitted any return under the Celing. Act. The Committee
therefore is of the.opinion that decision of the Government



19714] MOTION 107,

to acquire this land on more presumption that the land might
belong to the party and that the revenue record was wrong

is questionable. The Government should have given proper
weight to the note of the Deputy Commissioner, Kamrup,
dated 18th September, 1963 and left the matter to be deci-
ded by the competent court or by arbitration.

Court © (5 3139 3iqLe.  <fABE, VA S22 319 93061 @B
Tied =alad. I sfars ) i fAge 2re WiE fagaE getsuas
FAR WIFFE (zrz!  3ate sty Temple 3 o) =g 1 @
Tax fq3 @M zg csfea) (58 = (g Development authority
O 4FF OGS Wi Awrgs fAFME g wEr csdares wifw firq
Afte | g o 493 4anl [afs s19eq1 a6 Bxisting Board
q 79| AYIAR w2 | (A2 IAA T2 53T qIK1 gl @ «@zfiErs
14793 7a1q 14t Revenue Secretary, Deputy Scoretary =iifzs’
A B 2l wer 1 @3 AR B G or @3 R s
=12 FGFR 9l 20T (A B AR EAALER-AB [age T R
@ Witz of@ s | @3 ShibE  sAARdR  afsfafie . aifFd
aifold | @fad codtAnE Awcy AN @S fINiA oM 02z R @R
SRR TR Lot (- A3 wiw - 29k &7 SR 9% #ard @ik
“AAR 2rerd” 3 i afeufd firz o sige ARt FEF AR
GZRARAE. @ 3e" el ke '

#Shri- Atul Chandra’ Goswami: Bty - s(zma) FISAUS (A
73 Autifiw. sfret (@e 953 SA3El (ordte . Igeffad ARz
FAMI A wibA @fSRfAct awteme gfew A3t “ifie
Iy wete, wifs, «facg |

Tt MWy oferd sfca Ml 78 Aw@ R 4R 3
71 | Union Minister.:Jagijban Ram =f® Fakhruddin  sizic3

#Speech; not corrected
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«% IS fewars ANGIm ¢z Sf1 Siers [ Asa  AnEd  =ifen
Si% SEERA 929 o0F | (SREAl SAERE ara se =l Tax v

Afd =i ARG @l ozl 3 AR @l zm) SiEEfR {EE
eFFl® FAGAT TEAO(HA 12l SNE SR 5Fe YA S
AT wfS wicfe <4l | @A) e A2 AR @3 Committee

g Report & sijtg— ~
The original return sub nitted by Shri F. A. Ahmed in 1958
was not factually correct and there was an unusual delay

in verifying this return.

G5q TR, AGAT TS 72T 9ANEI wANd fA@nF | oA
Si3e FF 7 AGq SweE SR @AYz @wE A Ay A, b
w59 TREA | SNR SRAAIANR (9F cefFd o Tax 3 SIS @R
TeaEA 52l [Ere ANEAN IF (3 SSITI AT AMS ATICHY
TSl St ) ;

%3 @3 fau ey SR Wl W@l @ ceEe ufe
CRIREIA R ANIa ARl ASIie B Aler | W% @Bl Ul are
e |
Lands settled with Shri Anil Kumar Choudhury, Deputy
Commissioner, Kamrup.

Deputy Commissioner @ i3 77w e 391 (3fea, fog
Chief Minister @ tafem @afzi® B@ae w27, wizh  circle © |
sifer= Deputy Commissioner  Pitition fafiaits oy fFat 1 weace
e 23, T2l aemEds 99l st 9%h1 Tribal Land.

The Committee after examining the records of this case
observes that the settlement of land with Shri A.K. Cho-
udhury, the present Deputy Commissioner of Kamrup at
village Maragdola in Sonapur Circle was irregular and

.
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illegal as the land falls within the Tribal belt. The Co-
mmittee therefore recommends that the settlement orders -
should be set aside and responsibility should be fixed on
the officer or officer at fault. The Committee also reco-
mmends to the Govt. that appropriate action should be
taken immediacly against Shri Anil Kumar Choudhury, the
present Deputy Commissioner, Kamrup for obtaining illegal
settlement ia violation of rules and action taken reported
to the Committee before 31st December, 1971.

Y995 B7 ©> fBr57Ia Wiare (w89 873s action &3 &AMt g
AfferT oIgAiad F(AE | oAt AN AANR  JAAG  WMWCA @2
D. C &7 @oia ieal =313 ¢cafaied | @2 D. C &td sapigafe «ei
Deka 3fat SDC = w93 stweis <fica =@ arrest 4§19 af{ea @2
sl AENT AT SRR 05 Gz @3 [EA ega 3wl (o8 @
DC gaq 9 (5RIAT 28 | (wé wifa @ el 2 fifesiee off
ffie | wiq s «ze SDC #w{F =g 31w2 ABI AR TENA
<5l e @ fifea |

“Shri P. C. Bora has since the beginning of his
service in 195], been in Kamrup District except for 1 Yr.
4 m, at Dudhnai. He is at Rangia since 19th August,
1968. He is the brother—in-law of the D.C: and I feel
that is the interest of administration it will not be proper
to post him at Sonapur (in Kamrup District), again under
his brother-in-law, He should be, if at all transferred to
some other district like Cachar, Lakhimpur etc.”

fEz THT ©I7 Seqe fEfE |
Minister Revenue =
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I underetand the points raised by the Secretary But

there are certain pendmﬂr matters in Sonap.lr C‘lrcle ‘which
I have not been able to settIe msplte of my best eﬁ'qrts.‘

Therefore Isuggested an experlenced Circle Oﬁ“leer and'

in ‘that connectlon the name ot tmrlh 1P C B)ra came to

my mind. He may be gwen a trial for one year in

Sonapur The predlcaments L menttoned by the'”Sec‘i'e!tJary”

are all along there when he is se1v1m in the same d]S-

18 2

trict without any complamt. Regarding Shri Llahkar I‘heve__

nothing to say.
BiF S B 4 Sd/-M. M. Choudhury,
9911071, aes

AN '@7@ LI, (TS & 3 foca arsteal g ﬁs'f%es_

el ST (2lE | D C 3 emm exf% E e mTfia rrsi‘ TS
ﬂmﬁt ?Fﬁt‘i T =

@WT&W =17, Laf%zu Purchage of one House of Mr
Kamaleswar Borua & =iza D. C 3 42 q4051 ﬁ»‘qe arm ?f‘a‘ﬂcan
@z R Afp fagl—

Purchase of House of %hrl Kamaleswar Barua, Ex.-Chief
) .0FY | ko < | | S0 y1eD

sle

Englneer.

“On 16th February, 1968 Shri Kamaleswar Barua who

was then Chairman, Gauhati Deveiopment Authorlly wrote‘
to the Chlef Secretary that the Chief Secretary was pleased
to see his bulldmg near the Comm:ssmuer S r;smlence some-

times back with a view to considering if it could be pur-
chased or acquired for a resldenee of a semor Oﬁ‘icer.
He sent a site plan and two small pholographs of the bu1l-
ding along with the letter. On 2lst Febxuary, 1968, the
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2 Deputy Secretary G,A,D., wrote to the Deputy Commis-

snoner, Kamrup forwardmﬂ the letter of Shri Barua and
requested the D.C. to 111form imm ed:ately the reasonable
rent of the building unier UBRC Act in force.

The House was first requisitioned on 17th April,
1968 under section 31 of Assim (R&A) Act. 1964 for the
purpose of accommodatmg an officer of-the Government,
The requisition was a preliminary step for acquisition of
a property. Area of land requisitioned was B O K2 7L
under Dag No. 4096 (Part) covered by PP No. 738 of Sahar
Gauhati.,

Another area of 10 lechas was requisitioned (under
th‘e same deg and same patta) on 2lIst July, 1968.

Order for aequisition of property, ie. land, 2K-17L

and the bulldmg standmg thereon was passed on 21st July,
1968

Mr. Dy. Speaker : Mr. Goswami, you..are .simply. losing,
}'OLII' ‘tig'l:?'=

Shri Atul Chandra Goswami : Draft. notification  under.
Section 6 (1).sent to Government through (Executive Engin-.
eer, PW.D. (R & B) under. letter . No. XII8/68/I1]:;dated

~ 27th April, 1968.”

ety B @S NG 7oAy Ao 2fasz d @R
(@F5mta fafie.case Bt afire. frar ey emifdetare L 8 Gl
gty 5 aagal 9e Al wAIa. pifee fFiga sfa =ige | woird Sefes.
Ara BAteTia sec =t 3 weAle pasRT TIfE fr-=mE | 92ERS
sy 5491AA ARCHlfael Tie | enfe REEAR el foNE SR AEm. .
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ns

f&g proper utilisation «3ta @i “2¥ | @A Raw ASle Wb
Foaty Ralm esifeda @iza A5 iz @EsE elie] @ @Al
Rala Aoics Za 32 <15 ol 31 e @R sfAbe i o
GI2R |
Recommendation

The Committee observes that the orders of the Chief
Secretary to the Finance Secretary and the decision
taken for purchase of the house in spite of Deputy
Commissioner’s opinion about the worth of the house
seens to bz arbitrary and most objectionable from the point
of finacial propriety. The Committee is also surprised to
know that the house had not yet been occupied by any
officer in spite of the fact that large amount of money

had already been spent. In view of the above, the Govern-
ment should take suitable action against the persons res-
ponsible for the infractuous expenditure.”

T (AL FGF B(E 4 (AACA FF A2 S©fd] INEey g
Bt (98 fArzg 53T HOAT T WAB @A RN i ($€F
eoqw action #3ca o5 offidla Al ©fF ANS Terge TTaBT  aled
@RI AT | wiAsics oA AfFEE act At w9l (aw (AERALS
SiFTE 5173 Fiae B3 Atk watsils cell sR{g st =i® offans
IS gt 4349 Bl A2T S[4 34 AF  czR Bfdw | IR (P
ity 9379 Al atfaE |

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi 8 Soffyys w©fedial, @izt
5549 A [Fe EAI[Eq RFIge Tatda w3 @2 fIqarst AwAS AL
St Fel NGE ATArE FeAlal A [ANG wewy @onifIw AT
WA fa@ ) BAtaw otedial, [fen Rag Aoy 7% e @CATSR

',,
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zidl’ wfirel | 53 @@ Report 3 <) «Ztel Fl epid 28 & =#lR
erads fAfFFte =T 15 791 R (A WiEA fEmis  wigeR FaAM
(Fge 53413 I ate | foffe «ir3a AA~i&e A6 csial (0B (AR Ere
THEFA AN izr3 267 31 AT G GITIRIE 26T Al AMH (FAl
313 283 (A3Ace R G sl it atfsfes Auta cortal /iR
#potl B WMEIT g wur-Afe @Rl AldiAiEA  oritIEe
mE® (Sz—The Committee is of the view that the Ceiling
Act was not properly applied in'this case.  The case should
be reopened immediately and proper action in:this behalf
may be taken.

stifec® faata famiz fofmy =2qq case @z ¢Fge qal izfem (%
case famtey (wge fIfRate Ragadia wfte =ifger RRare w4
At WfEA (RfRAT (FEe oz e s A9 W+ IEIR A
@ famia Deputy commissioner 3 =ai8s @2 fibes [RM
Report © ww4] fae (A3 w®a] I147e4] 1 Wa 533 Leputy
Commissioner = wolfFits 4w (43 &M | (99 TSR
st =@ Wi e | f3E (o€ (afem @ g (v fAed WS
STty ©fta B AR corAma (o9 AFAl 44w Mg AL afeH
@ AU @ 27 AT codT AN FANT AfAA LA |9
forsgas @foics (ARl 3@ 3f@ report @ b T 2 A 913
St BAFNAE (C3T S Sl (@@Iq - AR TUF | S @I
«if% faal t2fes |  «ire Committee 1 -Recomened sileg. (71 A1
2gq7e 46 © (T2
Committee recommendations. --- The: Committee: after; going
through the case, is of: the opinion that; the: Deputy
Commissioner while showing: geeat ‘haste -at the. time . of
recommending the suspension, and: areest; of, Shri Deka
has not shown equal intecest in forwanding . draft, charges
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for departmental action against the officsr and for submis-
sion of report called for by the government for consider-

ation and sanction of prosecution. Delay on the part of
the D.C. is viewed seriously by the Committee. The
Committee therefore recommends appointment of a Special
Officer to go into the conduct of the D.C. regarding delay
in submission of the draft charges and the report required
by the government regarding allegation in relation of the
arrest of Shri N.K. Deka and whether there was any
malafide in relation to the initiation of action against Shri
Deka by the D.C. ..

%ot ofeqial Deputy Commissioner e I M 1
cwgs i3 A1 SDC (saia fists ©q3 3fdwta Committee (3 @&
Grgadim WA IRfEF) - afere vés fersgsa o sif3dga fFtf
wetfErE WA AR @ | FEe wwae @At aw@ IS
feare o83 fifoal «aa e Deputy Commissioner (2 3ihy
Gfs® w1z |

ife  fielcen @f3a crarez  wzed fru fifar wizd A =y
sfaf®e @IZA9 (HAOZ 287 I (FAS 5IFY L (T | @R
e 131 29 5III TeAlArelfg® @wng 54l 1 3wz R[Sy
aEteEe  @eFE I FI0A I AL IGIN A4 ¢
(9% FAFIR TTA (TR AL | @ @sifola  eI1zd JrAR 429 | (e
cxae fafbra (32

The inadequacy of the administrative machinery together
with the all pervasive influence of the richer section of
the people have combined to defeat the basic purpose of

~ one of the most primary land reform legislation. Go-
* vernment should therefore not only reorganise and . stren-

P
o

7



P - MOTION 115

gthen .the administrative machinery but also ensure that
it is susceptible to pressure.

SIfr® Bortay® Wziwd, AvAs A2 ]| @2 fofer =izw =w Tenancy
7 @2 gan G AW SR 23 csferrzE wrwm Ferd
epiiAd a8 A AR IR AfE ) IR IGNE  SeAtEtel fze
5aER @@ 1M caNace gFEA faal e 3 gAAR (Fgs 9%3-
F0H SI129 GCATET 27 A 47 (HIS AT 9FIBCH ATE 27 | gl
(AITATTR q3-gAq g3 #0113 g +ia 1 Seekw <3 AAfg 78 4[N
Brson Ff3 (AR =iE F3P8 w12 |

Bertap® ofedml, A3 Al 8 33 Af wfeEie I =izl @

fegorels e fost  welEy Astife Begpd v ITAIT A A0RE

gl saE A wem <R @re | e 8 IWI AMHAS (PRI ATe
Brmrd (Al A I R AR 1Ed (98 BRI Iifas =ie
faml wiraed Aorfe | 1R FAUd (983 fa@rg Gran 9% &9 (AR

fag guigl ArgEd (RIS ACAL 39T OURA 3fdq AN @R I

“{tcq |
ifSre BarziBe 271 REAR T4l @ENFATA AFES YW O

o3 [t 2B =ty Si@ iyl ae GiE AR AW ARE FE

73 ﬁosﬁ 3319 lact sfAfca A3 farz | ARl BIRMCH z-

e N IRI F SEed S W ERATAT A Ena frans

J7E A3 |

Bt ® Wzivg RGBT eiFe (Fe—

In concluswn, the Committee is of the view that the im-

plementalion of the various land revenue and land reform

measures in the State of Assam had been unsat sfactory

“in the past and therefore draw the poxnted attention of the
'government for streamlining- the administrative machinery
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and for being careful about soc1o BCODO[L‘IIC forces in such
matters in future. :

sifers -J% wﬁq SR 7319 LE sfba fal = TS
SN ] 4 A I AL | o0z @3 SR camﬁf It
cma Aratfes =i mﬁrtaﬁsﬁ a‘(aq Bl 24 1

Bt ﬂcmn, caf'z-a awn ﬂtqs a3 eﬂ%mwa\‘s fral e®esd F9ftats

fizzg @fBE1 m‘ﬂa ‘Wi ﬁ?ﬁﬂrs\o mtﬁ“vtm ?stﬁwi‘\r @fia‘t‘a asc%w
m'&l ALA 7K S| ANE ata’é fatsia (S vf‘?f% a3l cm:ﬁ

fi%rs =1fE7Ae Yag! AR 5431 wIA1 FAlEl W @i <3
sq =W =il 3 St a2 ReBieR qiﬂ wfE (e etz
Aol oy zrAe @2 I af‘@m mal e | e Teywm
@T@fﬁm, wf-m 'emwra efmﬁﬁras oTe Tre e tel sifers
o], 207 \zfﬁ R cxge ffiere ai‘?‘r% i Zerra ei2fiareq
ARE B1y IRIF <Bl gyenl @ ﬁ‘rca w RA314 | (elqs Soltar
sredal, A A o B erzr wife 4fia feetfatay, :ﬁqq
a3 f%vﬁ?ct*l TS place zﬁficE 3% | uﬂ? ﬁvrt‘cﬁl RIS
7q@iq e aﬁm ﬂt@@ swtta aﬁﬁrmﬁ ?11@1 caﬂan c:tczmﬁm e@;cm
wﬁs Fi4q |

This House accepts the reports subm;tted by the Land
Settlement Implementation Advisory Committee on the
allegations brought by bhn Govmda Kallta MLA before
the House on 9th and 20th of May 1971 regardmg “settle-

ment of land m and around Gauhat1 and other alhed
matters

Shri Gaunsankar Bhattacharyya : $ir, I beg to support the

resolution moved by my friend, Shri Promode qum because
there should be, in my opinion a formal acceptance of the
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report. Sir, at the outset I express my deep gratitude to
the Hon’ble Memter, Shri Govinda Kalita for the great
services that he has rendered to the people of Assam by
bringing in these illustrations which the Committee could
get an opportunity to probe into. Sir, these instances are
only illustrative and not exhaustive. Then, Sir, I congra-
tulate the Committes for the very well-documented and sober
findings and recommendations. This Committee was not
only the Committee of the House but also it was presided
over by the Cabinet Minister in charge of Revenue.
Therefore, the finaings of this Committee should be bin-
ding on the Government and the conclusions that would
follow from. these findings should be implemented by the
Government early. It is also a great pleasure to note that
the findings and the recommendations of the Committee
are unanimous, that the members of the Committee could
consider the country above party; could consider the inter-
est of the people rather than small caucus. Therefore, all

the Members of the Comm ttee deserve our gratitude and
congratulations.  Having said this, Sir, I suggest that a
copy of this report should be formally forwarded by the
speaker to the Prime Minister of India because here, 1ia
this report, remarks and findings are there which concern
a very important Member of ‘the Central Cabinet. That
gentleman was a Member of the State Cabinet here at
the time when in his interest and to his benefit quite a
lot of irregularities and impropricties were done not only
with his connivance but with his active participation and
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his own interference. He is talked about either as Joy or
as Bejr_))j of the Prime Minister’s campaign for socialisni.
One ‘Ram came into prominence as a Congress Socialist
for his dodgmg of income tax and ths other “Rahim” now
tands prommently as the second piller of Congress Soci-

alism for his concealment of landed properties 1n excess

of statutory cellmg from the Government in which he

hlmself was a Cabinet Minister and whereby he made for
h1mself several lakhs of rupees of illegal gains at the

cost of the. people and the State, (Voice-who is that here 7)

That hero is as everybody knows, and as the Committee

found out, Shr1 Fakharuddln Ali Ahmed. who is now an,
important, m@mber of the, Union, Cabipets Then, there: are:

others - I need not g0 to enumerate, but there is class, of

Fancy Bazar businessmen, including Jhumarmals, Bajorias

and others..

men. h

any other lands.
knitthat the big business, not only.-of Delhi

utta but, even. of : Fancy Bazar also is
super-profit !

So, our beloved .Prime Minister’s socia-

11sm is so. well-
or Bombay or, Calc
not, excluded, from unearngd, income and -

That also, is,; a, matler; which. our Socialist . brotherhood

should . particularly. underline..
the ‘Goverpment will go; to, implement
sions ,of this. report they should see. what. type. of . persons

have. begn 1nvolved“ Those, who. are dead, and _ gone . can-

the logical conclu-

nat_be caught. though, from; them also,there . should be:some

lesson taken, by, the present personnel, . who are in pPOWEr.
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Qu1te a large number of Fancy. Bazar business- .
aye become owners of. Kamakhya. temple lands and,

Then , another thing.;. When

-,

e )
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Oné thifig yoii will see; Sir; when you tefér to page 16 of
the report. In one deal certain big guys were the bene-
ficiaries; nemely Shri Kdmaleswar Barua; Sri, K.C, Barua,
G N. Ddtta, Shri B. P. Chaliha;, Shti Aghana Ram' Das, Shri
G.C. Phukan; Shri G.C, Goswami and  others.” Now, what
isthe matter 2 One of themr namely, Shri B.P. Chalila
was at that time the Chief Minister. AnotHer namery
Shriv Khanindra Chandra = Barua was at &né time the
Gommissioner of Divisions: and then Revenue Secretary
Still- another! pamely, Shri Ganesh Chatidra Phookan was
at that  fime- the' Finance' Secretary. Another nemely, Shri
Gokul: Chandrar Goswami- was the ex-Chjef = Electrical
Adviser- to tHe Govt. and: one mamely, Shri G.N. Dutta
was the ex-Chief - Engineer. What did they do? They got
Gauhati - city‘s valuable: plots of- land ‘measuring 15B. 1K: 7L.
settled in their nafme:~ They:got these settled, But there-
after. somebody. came and said that the said land was not
Sarkari. it belonged to him. If Government settled wrong
land it-ought to be wvoid ob-initio. Govt ought to have
returned the premium which might have been realised and it
would be all right. But instead domg that, Gavernment

purchased the land post-facto and paid the sum of Rs. :

4 lakhs to the claimant and got the settlement ockayed

by him at the cost of the poor people whose lotas and rlates

even are sold out in auction in order to get the pubhc

exchequer fattened to be feasted upon by the big guys.

Public money was thus squdndercd d.bOLIf. so that Govt, could

make “Bhoodan” to :h: Chief Mmlster, ‘Finance Secretary,
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ex-Revenue Seeretary, ex-Chief Engineer, Ex-Chief Electrical
Adviser atcetra in the heart of Gauhati. This is Congress
Socialism (Shri Biswadev Sarma g It was before socialism)
Yes, before sociali-m, at the dawn of socialism so that mor-
ning could show the day ; From this the present Govt,
should take a lesson. My Friend Shri Phani Bora once upon
a time said that if you go in this. way, people would take
law in their own hands and having taken law in their own
hands they might not be quite non-violent and peaceful ang
that they would relieve you of your skins. (Shri Phani Bora -
I say even now), So, even now he has not changed his opij-
njon. So before ~you lose your skin and bones' you should
try to take a lesson that there is a limit' to the ‘tolerance
to the indulgence even of the indolent Assamese people. - If
vou cross this limit any further, may God save your skin ang
bone from the wrath of the common people |

Sir, then I come to another aspect of the matter. So far
as settlement of lands and taking other benifits are concer-

ned, political leaders and public srvents should consider it
not only improper, but inmoral. They should never make
aggrandisement in their off'cial capacity at the cost of our
poor people. The second thing I want to say is this . some
temples, some relious institutions and other lands were ac-
quired by the Government and the deities were deprived,
But for whose benefit y Well, benefits went to Jumalmals,
Lakshminarayan Bajorias and others. What happeneds
It is a very interesting case of investment of Kamakhya tem-

ple, It is at pages 31-35, In substance the matter is this s



1971 ] MO1ION 121

In Fancy Bazar there was a piece of land belonging to Ka-
makhya Temple. One Jumarmal Jain of Fancy Bazaris the

unofficial Treasurer - of many ex-Ministers and at least
one present Minister. His house called Hatigola belonged

to Kamakhya Temple. Now, that Jumarmal Jain was a
tenant of Kamakhya property. When the D.C. Kamup as
the custodian of the Temple got some money from out of
the sale of Kamakhya properiies what did he do ? There
was a piece of land belonging to one Lakshminarayan Bazoria,
The D.C. purchased that land astensibly for the Kamakha
Temple and he paid to Bajoria in two instalments the sum
of Rs. 1,78,000/from the Kamakhya temples funds. Revenue

-tecords however were not corrected. On that land a building

was constructed at the cost of Kamakhya Temple Funds, but
in the name of Jumarmal Jain. The present Deputy Commi-
ssioner as the chairman of ‘the Gauhati Development Aut-
hority at that time and he gave the permission. So the

money is of Kamakhya Temple with which the land was
purchased.  Tae cost of the biulding was entirely born by the

Kamakhya Temple ; but the building is in the name of
jumarmal Jain on the land of Lakshminarayan Bajoria acc-
ordig to revenue records, If Maa Kamakhya would have
been  ‘jagrata’, probably these people would not have
spared |

Mr. Deputy Speaker: You Brahmins are responsible for
this.

Shri Gaurisankar Bhattacharyya: Here, I am not as a Br-

ahmin. Here I am the representative of those people whose
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utensils you have sold out and have made them hungry
and impoverished people. They have no other god except
a piece of bread or a morsal of rice. God will be accep-
table to these people only if he comes in the form of
food, These people whom you have robbed, whom you
have suppressed, whom you have made impoverished just
to fatten yourselves, to fatten the Ministers, to fatten the
black-marketers of Barabazar and Fancy Bazar are now slow-
1y but surely undustanding the bluff of you brand of socia-
list, Are you not ashamed of your socialism thanks to
which the poor people have became impoverished and
fanished and the black marketiars have prospered ?

It is possible only in Congress regime when Finance Secre-

tary, Revenue secretary Deputy Commissioners, S.D,C.s.

and A.S.O;s all those who were connected with Revenue
matters can conspired with impunity in defeating land reformg
in Assam. We claim that in Assam we have passed many
land reforms laws. But all these laws have been sabotaged,
Iwas a member of land Reforms Implementation Enquriy
Committee and along with Shri Jogen Saikia'who is now a
Minister, I toured the whole State, We found to our cons-
ternation all these legislations- in fact, proved a fraud

on the people. Because, even though we showed
that we had done a lot of land reform it was only on paper,
In actual implementation it has been implemented only in
the case of small ones and not in the case big pecpie.

In short, the whole report shows that up till now so
far as land reforms measures of the Government of Assam

oy
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are concerned, these are not only on paper -but “these

proved to be a fraud on the people and- these ' 'who
have committed this fraud including one Ex-Chief

Minister, one present Cabinet Minister of the Central
Govt, one Finance Secretary of the Govt. of Assam,
one ex-Revenue Secretary of the Govt. of Assam,
3 Chief Engineers of the Govt. of Assam and one Deputy

Commissioner, some A.S.Os and 3.D.Cs. We need not
mention the Mandals and Xanungos who are almost

innumerable. If the protectors themselves become the car-
nivorous devourors then what happens can only be ima-
gined, not described. So, Sir, I pray that if this Gouvt,
really mean business, let me hope that the Cabinet Minister
who presided this Committee has taken it seriously. Let
this report be implemented ia full & without any reser-
vation. Let the Govt. not -coms with some more explana-
tions and some comments so as to avoid the findings &
recommendations or come with the plea that they are yet
to study the report. There is nothing to study now. It
is time to implement it and punish those who ~are liable
for all these things.

Mr. Deputy Speaker : I am under the mandate of the
House that it has been decided while Mr. Speaker was
in the Chair that debate should close at 4. 30 and the
Minister will reply thereafter. And the reply of the Mini-
ster concerned a resolution will be there on this particular
subject. -As the Ramjan is there it may not be possible
to extent the time of the House therefore, may I call the
Minister for the reply.
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*M. Shamsul Huda : @45 wtztrs 9% Reporl 493 @+qs R[f3s
SCAGH 4 AT AA] A6 @A (A | AR (I FATE (3201
"9 T 37 yfsrg] (@ Report 3 &Ra®  @3Biia 3 @sis
0402, (I FANIA (202 @2 B3I ©F18 H4F1Rd wElf® Sas 3
SH etz fi53 =259 @ifSq WfAs o9 et Gl S4Re afw
TR XS Feta wsiq (¥ 39 3 owrs figg s i
(LI X g @S(H T @A (g WS Bk w3 Ifeaiq
AN2 @9dy afwe  cofenia 912 5339 q@ As| 19 AWE Wi
599199 faorlla sgow #oraice Bk @3F3 fiss s sfie o
2 T Wife e TeEfma @ifE SEEaw SiE i TAA G
CO8T (Al faca® fofg wizeq ofW 2 WiE 1 eSEmE  fofde
CIRAq R 31 Ife wis AT ARG A 5INE AT
W AT Agly IR wWifzg | fofi AFIS @B IY @A lara
@ BfeR ez AWs AwA] A7, A@ AR AR ATANRE
SAjeld W weE e 1 59sid o Sid bRl 43z FfRim
(A% 531 AfTaa iz 8 @ bal WRgfER ABI WEWS @y
2% @ %gA T wwar <z (e @ D.C. ADc
FIANKE ©les ©icar 379 ofq farg | @% 012® Reccomend yoo 354
9O retars fafes | 35 2 A4, 8 wftezd 3w
©I AT @S gl aea 1 fafer e dler fFens
wIFAlR Ffz (@ 2319 w9 G206 U @A (B (¥ 5IFI - 3l
ARA efEd If wfEta fofi AT WA @I AG qE | gre
Al Colte atgz fsire 45141 AzcAl (Aied  wBCA| (Fars  fofag
W39 s o sfe | fwle R @0 @997 e @
FMIOR (207 O WBW | @S 47 feane  f6fe . @3 coirsa
wffq ) @3 sewng fofek @ifzaq Rets I sfite @@ (was  «@hl
4 79 qfers] afem1 =ify fdtel 3€aid Fee ffa wizag 35am)
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32 ©fF 371 «@ifd @@ F-ot8 fGAig ity sifes Asta fofw
wigaq QoA oA Wby A @l 5ale FHEE IfEE i ofe A2
sftz @R 7 swa agez | woit€ S.D.C. ww ek =iEAs
e A A7 Jtei-aifs AB Feadt a1 goAAw GlgI [T oawI
report ficz fifes 13w Wit wia sfee @ =i+fe 08 [Re® “fR-
FracEl Ssgn wfs [ wiE sk |

@I 593t (odAey gl we A fAeade Fra I |
sifrd @2 Report g esige gf? wit#§4 <3 Recomendation iy
fd (3 IFeld g Ffaan

Shri Sailen Medhi: Sir, the decision which was taken by
the hon. Speaker had been taken just before the Chief
Minister gave the statement The statement of the Chief
Minister took half an hour and thereby we lost another
half an hour.

Mr. Deputy Speaker : Mr, Ahmed, can you finish within
five minutes ¢

«Shri Giasuddin Ahmed : Yes. sjafig @lej# wczied, <2 15
75 TS K61 we tace (i 9 wwwed vl | WS (RE A

“In conclusion the Committee is of the view  that
implementation of the various land revenue and land reform
measures in the State of Assam has been unsatisfactory in
the past and therefore draw the pointed attention of the
Government for streamlining the administrative machinery
and for being careful about the socio-economic forces in

such matters in future.”

Gl Ao
«Speech not corrected



126 MOTION [ 8th Nov.

@F AR (IS PR AT wie  afstafes  wiw
offres 94 figewl sfwm @36l Fwetd «@ifed AR @
@3 FABeE 39 @Fegd we «3 Recomendation 31 Committee 3
/LB Tw, R A I AGIN F[7 o AT cerazA 2 wpeny
ol B2 @ AIeifET AFfee TR WIT oT9F HHAS =g
3 T AN I A8 A2l 2ee) 93 e vfiarmas
AmAf @ qely e =R 24 )

7% «2 Report 1 331 fwtd AMAGAl 3[T gl 3 | 51
73 2RI P SAsal 2R3 YfEtel @ G AR ey [ g3
w12 @aif6® (e—OfS ST ARS fFEAN @I B wyy
@ T Ty @A A I AT T IR {AA LW A3
sl gAfes FEA (A gAIS AR @ferd l @mE Amwige
iR AR Bl R AEE— |

Srizad wart B 39 Fiftel @ fogata ff7a 9mcs @z
T =12 5PN AT I B 1 (AT BAS B @ g
(statEeral s W | AR fAG] WEA A L o 7 LRI
wits | ©fe w4 el F[El site—under Tenency (73 FRcsre
@) 7wt 9ifRs 3@ fenl (e wefie @agdl 33l Qars, (g— gt
e | under Tenency gfEwie wa®ll @gl o eufeqres sty
73l (w1 @RS SEAU oo G At ey Bl g 4
aftes @ SRS Fams b3 Age 716 @ Wz 99 3fs |
CFTe @sifeRIe SF | R CIRIEAl Gt 95w EXG I e
4 EITI3 AP AP [FfS IS I WG AA—eis . survey
g, survey @I #Aze Draft ac3 of #ifgs w3t 23 wro wiarmg
=171y arfdea Cvil Court s caiswai ofid «icq 1 w14 forps R
fzbica faLbl record 3123 A3GI @3t 59 37 | Gl =ifaara
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FOHAE F1 02%, TA2 AIS SANY @iwle 7 W1 I (AF AAEs
32 S W fafzwal | fow AR wodted wtws sw w0 @3
FEAE P (I 40T @ Wifaas FaAres sASA @il Bswg s
731231 fow WA crfaeal @2 wifag wsas 9l IS I7AZI3 B4
tzz | B3 13 43l Brd g @3 waiy fize sfdals #e5e
©TIN A A2 A5l @RI AT ) rodAren A1 WS SgyE 9
@RIAZ | 3PS 3 O Siq o9l sl 27 53 AT (wae i3
fiade  oifste wfificy fFffy egma swt3te Sie vty s
AN VI D971 Al HfFeEn A6 a5y 2[R GE@E AR-
IEA AT Afesr | w1 ANEz IS {1 wAoyrey @R oI i f
2] <49 (Ararnat @ﬂsmi T2 Sl qﬂrﬂﬁﬁ RENSEIO G I P
<fdtz (AfF 1 g 92 q@W=2Bs 17 q=93 | sifecs AT eFieR
<1 I JTF| $43 A7 1T [H A 27 |

Shri Biswadev Sarma (Minister Revenue) : =33y Tettaram
2ty (i efsranas [Eare w31 =ie o2 34 famrs B 33
e 212 134 A6 @Afoiadd HFCal AwATG zhew fral (am |«
3fier @Al e AIBTHL, @2 AFo (@IS ATAZ A2
S TR A 92 AT Rmire T SR A5 7 I @3
fREs 194 etz 337 1o otw a?rﬁrasé‘r 3fq3 Sie (LAl MWE AIfFI
A=A PN Fag w13 39 33 AEFS ATUATCA AT
facg @ @ A4rtys  fogat MG #[ea ofa 23 (37 ? F2araatag
=[fOzES1d “q Gbl FU1 94N A12(e) @ AT I @2 AR AR 29
AT e @FS ferw A7a NE Ate ANl cotaza @fege  wwam
Fs[sq GIAAL® MM B3N, 6IF14q WiFHlq =i® (249 72(TS  FAww
efimER (afSate 1 (MM | afSfafamizsi malfie  Hfea e
Ife @% I Aedl afatg o 2R (3ferre FoA 2 RN Ffa
3% 71| (ALS B1R JAPIRIAITA RS (502 A€ O1F WA A Ffeais
177 (ale, BF (B 4Rt 99 99 WA AT WIARAT BIg)-



128 MOTION | 8th Nov.

9 ofRa 441 29 1 2919 A3 @By B A6 sfaea oz AR
3t Ree 517 Aifer | it =ifRein oz fomtz of @EfRats orie
TRl =iz | oy fve @egn Twdiy A watwe A OB
wEelte (A1 ziow =ifE Aifirz | A2 @3 @Yl gard 3fErel @ @2 cxaEe
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Shri Dulal Chandra Barua : «fegi =iz=3 ciieatfa @zcbl 33
FIfal 29 33 (Iez 1 @reics return fHfwcy T ¢

Shri Promode Chandra Gogoi: cardsi s3fg atecd land settle-
ment Board @ €y 3f3tar @wiy “fs 3R@)  ©fk e {R Asis
B4 zate g e | D.C @ 707 g e {9 A afen
@745 33 =i | wWife @3eq A1 (3 siE Somw (efdl AR

Shri Biswadev Sarma : fai<{i5c5| si@vice @iz A1%02 | 2 fRage
T e% @iv amst fosog o, ofe el wewz AZ ) Sl foips
SHISTE]  CreIAiZ (Flz (@ FCAlE AEAl I AR | AR @3-
Bl ezl ez afirgl | W@ weacE @ ANSAT 23 ok
Fateatn  @fbel #3413, of et @3 A3 report T | Fray
azfinte I JIg SNEAGAT FFAZ fFoiddq LT AT fray
e |
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ADJOURNMENT

The Assembly then adjourned till 10 A.M. on Tuesday,
the 9th November 1971.

U. Tahbildar
Shillong Secretary,
The 8th November 1971 Assam Legislative Assembly,



