


Procecdings of the Seventh Session of the TFirzt Assam Leg:

islagio®
Assembly, assembled u=nder the Provi-ions of the Government

of india Act, 1935

THE ASSEMBLY mct in the Assembly Ch
Monday, the 11th March, 1910,

amber, Shil'leng, at 11 a.m., on
Present

The Hon’ble ’;\ir. Basanta Kumar Das,

1 5 Speaker in the Chair, the ten
ini p: nembers.
Flon’blc Ministers and 89 1

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
STARRED QUESTIONS

{to which oral answers were given)

{The number 144 of Starred questions cancelled)

: the: Hom’ble Srijut Rcohini Kum
Visit of Junction

Mr. NABA KUMAR DUTTA asked :

ar Chaudhuri te Makum-

o -3 vernment be pleased to state—
*140-’“1.1\’!\71?311(:1'1t]10 I—Inu’blle Srijut Rohini Kumar
(a) Makum-Junction in the second week of February 1940 ?

(b) Ifso, what was thc’d‘}w ol_’ th.s visit an1 what was its purpose ?
(c) Waerc did the Fon p.cpl\'hmatcr stay at Makum-Junction and
for hew many days :

Chaudhuri visited

“The Hon’ble Srijut ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURT replied
e

\—No. . =
L gz;_,]l\;oes rot arise.
‘(C)___DOCS not arisc.

AHMED - May 1 1
. HYASUDDIN A 1 ] \ now from the hon.
ggzz:a\:‘llegfrom he got his information about the visit of the Hon’ble -
ues “
%hx,ister 5

Mr. NABA KUMAR DUTTA: The town of D

ini 151 ibrugarh was full of
rs that the Hon’ble Minis:er visited Makum Jun -
rumou

Cction.
The Hon’ble Srijut ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI :

i : Is the
hon. member in order in putting questions on ramomur ?
'The Hom’ble the SPEAKER : He is not ip
N rumour. .
bascc} gdmitted these questions no doubt.
diﬂ‘erent way. I am yei to 1‘:2]03'\/ w.aat
thesc questieias,

order in putting questions

The answers might be given in a

Puklic purposc wil be served by
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UNSTARRED QUESTIONS
(to which answers were laid on the tablc)

{The number 148 of Unstarred questions cancelled)

Improvement of the working of the Co-operative Movement In
' Aszam

Mavulana ABDUL HAMID KHAN asked :

149. Has the attention of the Hon’ble Minister-in-charge of Industries
been drawn to the leading article in the Assam Herald, dated the 10th June

1939 in which the working of the Co-operative Movement in Assam, was
discussed ?

150. Are Government aware of the fact that public confidence has been
shaken in the Cor-operativ: Mavemsat owvinz to thz lanziaishiny and dete-
riorating condition of the Movement in this province ?

. 151. (a) D> Government propose to appoint an Audit Staff as an
adjunct to the Co-operative Department and to take other stzps for the im-

provement of the working of the Co-operative movement in Assam ?
(6) If so, when ?

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN replied :
149.— Yes.
150 and 151 (g) and (b)—The Movement has been hard hit by the

continued depression and a ‘scheme f{or re-organisation is under contenpla-
tion,

Babu HARENDRA NARAYAN CHAUDHURI: May 1 know since

when the scheme of re-organisation is being considered by Government ?

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN: I think it is for about a year.

Number of nop. Anda

(both Middle g mese teachers employed in the Aided Sc¢hools

uglish and High English) in the Assam Valley
Ma
ulang ABDUL, HAMID KHAN asked :

1520 i s
Wil Government be pleased fo e

{a) Thqc nc_‘)mllbel‘ of non-Assamese teachers employed in the Aided
. 2P0IS (both Middle English and High English Schools)
; _ln the Assam Vaney ?
b Have i
2 H'“:_IG(‘)vcrnmcm 1ssued any Circular tothe effect that no
~ohgalee teacher should bye employed in Jamadarhat Middle

Lng!iSh SChool and  Madrassa® and ~Katarihara Senior
Madrassy ?

AV, ,




1940]

QUESTIONS

The Hon’ble Srijut ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI replied :

152. (e@)—A statement is given below :—

STATEMENT SHOWING THE APPOINTMENT OF NON-ASSAMPRSE

TEACHERS IN AIDED SCHOOLS— l\llD])L ENGLISH AND
HIGH SCHOOLS i k.-
iy
G
> (5
bl = 2
o f z § &
Subdivision M ame of Schools @ S a2 3 Total
-
& ° & g
X -4 = R
i) I = "
£ A & o
1 2 3 4 S 6 7
Gauhati Silver Jubilee Anglo- 4 13 4 1 (Bihar) 22
Bengali High School.
Panbazar Girly’ High .. S 1 .6
School.
R. B. High School, .. o 1 on 1
Polasbari. :
orhat Anglo-Bengali  Middle 2 1 3 6 Including 1 in
J English School. Jurhat Girls
High Schlool,
Golaghat .. Middle English Madras- 1 f 1 a0
sa.
Nowgong Middle English Madras- .. 3 14 14
Mi ddk‘ English Schools .. oo 2 ag 2
N:::wgong Girls High .. 1 1 2
School.
.. Madrassas . % 4 £
Parpeta Middlé English Schools .. 8 .. 3
) Juroram Path.:.k ngh s i 1 1
School .
Mangaldai .. Bahabari Madrassa .. .. e 2 - 2
alpara” .. ‘M:{drassa'“" L .
Gl Middle Enghsh} $ 3 6 5(setdes) 17
~ichiogle.
Katarihara Madrassa.. .. oo o5 11n the
il A “*School =1
\&mgzh Ltea.-
Dhubri Middle Eng!i.sh Schools A e 6 ae 6 ’Not dc.ady
d 2 T
Macdrassas . o e 12¢ A 12 !‘
Lady Kerr Girls’ ngh o -9 4 v 13

School.
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STATEMENT SHONINSG TH? APPOINTMENT OF NON-ASSAMESE®
TEACHERS IN AIDED SCHOOLS—MIDDILE ENGLISH AND
HIGH SCHOOLS—coucid.

o i 2
e E g :
Subdivision Name of Schools 2 = = g
g .é- g “C:, Total
& T & 5
o % 4 2
5 5 5 g
g G g =
=2 /" =2 o
1 . 2 3 4 5 6 7
Lezpur .. Tezpur feademy o n s .. 1 (Arrah 1
district,
§ Bihar).
Tezpur Bengali High. 1 ¥ 1i(a) 1 (i 14 (a) Excluding
S:hool. pust.) 2 perirancntly
settled in this
Vailey.
Tezpur Girls’ High 2 2 e &
b . School.
Sibsagar .. Sibsagar Madrasa .. .. - 1 =g k
Sllz'szigar Bezbarua High .. 1 .o L
. School,
Dibrugarh. . (’Ig_orge Instution - 2 - 2 4
Man: Tizeukia High School. . 1 e - 3.
Alipur .. Johnstone High School o o s 1 (Southy r f
Innan
Brahmin).
Total .. 16 43 75 9 143
L

152, b J ; - - )
= teache§~b). hT_hcre Is an order in the case of the Katarihara Madrassa that
te e g oy:d © 1f not a native of the province should be appointed but there
ever the P«)licu }n the case of the Jamadarhat Middle School. It is how-
irom outside :{13 GO‘-]‘?"nant that in Government Aided institutions men
Y Province g : - e
1€a50Ds 10 (he S € should not be appointed unless there are special

Postin .
8 of the Agricultural Marketing Officer in Calcutta
Bab -
e 3.“(2915?%1;5 NATH ADIFYA asked:
Officer posted in CaICu:mn;lcn-t aware that the Agricultural Marketing:
the disposal of {he suf )}a curing the last pincapple season failed to arrange
the products ? PPly from the province or to sccure a pood price for
(b) 1fs i '
T The Hz:n’b!% g:,d GOVanment enquire, into the cause of this failurc 2
153 (a) ,1‘1 *auvlavi MUNAWWAR ALIL replied : ' '
- {2)—The suegestion: o ;
P suggestion conveycd-in the question dees not appear to

(6)—Do=z not arise,

Zouilc byl
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Number of market places (/Hais) in the Sidli Estate in Goalpara
district

Kumar AJIT NARAYAN DEV asked :

154. Will Governmient be pleased to state—

{a) The numoer of marxet places (Hars) in the Sidli Estate in the
district ot Goalpara ?

(6) Wao l}olds th: auztion fore selling the right to collect tax of the
stalls in these market places ?

(¢) Whether it is a fact that the Raja of Sidli is entitled to receive
total incom= of twd of the said Hats only ? >

(d) Ifso, will Governm:nt b: pleased to state tha reason why he is
not entitled to the inconre from other said Fals ?

The Hon’ble Khan Bahadur Maulavi SAYIDUR RAHMAN
replied :

154. (a)—There are four market places (Hats) in the Sidli Estate, viz
(1) Ramfalbil, (2) Garubhasha, (3) Bingtal and (4) Sidli (formrerly Kashi-~
katra).

(b)—The Deputy Commissioner holds the auction in respect of’
Ramfalbil, Garubhasha and Bengtal ats and the Chairman, Lecal Bo.rd,
Dhubri, 1n respect of the Sidli Aat.

(¢) and (d)—The Raja of Sidli gets the income of three hats, wviz.
Ramfalbil, Garubhasha and Bengtal less the expenses for managenunt and
collection. As regards the Sidli Aaé,. the Local Beard, Dhubri, retain the
whole bid money of the hatkh.la, as it is not situated on the peatia lards of the
Raja of Sidli andfis under the comtrof and administrfuion of the above
Board ; while the lands set apart for shop:sites and their su
settled with the actual occupants by the Revenue Department
ting 20 per cent. of the revenuc assessed thereon as mulikana.

rreundings are
> the Raja get-

LI'e non-receipt of replies to certain questions

Mr. NABA KUMAR DUTTA: Sir, I submitted some unstarred
questions on the 25th _[&N‘U“r}’--> I was Informed: by the: Secretary on the 3rd
February that they were admitted. But T have not yet got any reply.
May I know, Sir when the reply can be expected. ~

The Hon’kle the SPEAKER: The questions have alreadv been
sent to Government. Adter the questions were admitted the AssemBly sat
for so many days and it would have been far better if Government could
come furward with repli-s to these questions. T therefore request Govern-

ment to come lorward with answers to those questions at the earliest
opportunity.

The Hon’ble Maulsvi Saiyid Sip MUHAMMAD SAADULL Az
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I have alicady spoken to the Secretary about. the delay in
sending replies. He says that most of theswe questicns have been sent down
t@ uhe Lidrict ofliees to gei bdfonnation o thaan, T Lus thie dclay.
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ADJOURNMENT MOTION RE BURNING DOWN OF HOUSES
AND STORES OF MIRI RAIYATS O DHUNAGURI
IN THE BIHPURIA MAUZA OF THE NORTH LAKHIMPUR
SUBDIVISION

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER: Thereis notice of an adjournment
motion from Srijut Karka Dalay Miri.

Srijut KARKA DALAY MIRU: Sir, I beg leave to move that the
House do adjourn to discuss a matter of urgent public importance, to wit,
the burninyg down of the houses and stores of some Miri raiyats of Dhunguri
in the Bihpuria Mauza of the North Lakkimpur subdivision by the Circle
Sub-Deputy Collector without any previous notice.

7z o% wifary gwiwfa fofs ames 471 @2 s @ Gfeam asfe

fow 2% i 793 et w1 sife @ 2wz faa a9 2ael | wifa
3fzarz wifes, o7 dr<d wifswag aam gfaa 4z fag 1 coefaane @ 4fa
" Glae wfarg —

¢ Sub-Deputy Collector, North Lakhimpur burnt down all our houses

and stores without previous notice. Enquiry solicited. Jankir Dulai for |

Dhunaguri Ryots.”

AT B T T A 20)e 73 (WA AHE WE | (98RAFI o 94
SilG 93M@ BI-TAB FrAEa gE wonE Afary wWF WRREME  @wAwaz g
iezire wifary e fafemea 47 catcst 2o faft sgfa tas | @E
THTR AT T A T W@ e wws wefie gIa twe Az e
IELL CIZ F13T9 % RGLATY FCR1 IR 5<9EB @3 (907 Tumsire SHT 20T |

The Hon’_ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
Mr. Speakcy, Sir, late in the evening on Saturday last when I returned home
a}.luc::rl at ending the Assembly, I received a copy of the same telegram which
g?): ;ﬁeni :fgw read over by my hou. [m'c.nd. . Beyond that we have not
bat SpZech ct)]rmagolr.x whatsoever on theﬂsubyzct in the l.clegram 'and also in
¥ paroceh &wf cllvercd by my hon. friend, an immediate §:11qu1ry_is wanted.
5 ‘111' telegr am to the Revenue Dcpa.rtm_cnt for an immediate

y 2 3teps will be taken to see that justice is done to the case.

Th > . - :
Hon’blsplg;;li;l.e 'jhe SPLAKER : The hon. member has heard the

The Hon’ble ST ot s 2 P
Shall T speak in Aséarhrlitg,ls;;" Salyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA;

::: ?;:::;lfe thl\; SPEAKER Yes, the Hon’ble Premier may do so. :
WAL qAFw g f fulay ' sal_yxd i MUHA;\:IMAD 'SAA'DULL{“
e T g zim*‘“ "t fufas fawa (Bfaans @@ Houses i

TR ol copy it %fsara wtfs «@rowfga “a =aza vor 33
il W’%a T @ wme o B 4 =f .f5;1 ©% 53
GRS < 15T feiidin «fag faey mio @l e 0 fuad @bl

1
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Gag T3 | ©T8 T 0T qfAsta 2y e i, R R
a1

Srijut KARKA DALAY MRy .
fears e v fosta fra wg
withdraw afaza |

The motion was withdrawn,

PRESENTATION OF THE SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT OF
EXPENDITURE FOR THE VE R 1939-40
The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA -
I beg, Sir, to present to the Ho

: use the supplementary siatement of expendi-
ture for the year 1939-40. Pr \ P
I understand, Sir, that g ¢

o wd wfe oimatd @3
s @fsafs fraa Tt 73 @3 motion

it duicine OPy of the demands which will be necessary to
meet expenditure during the current year has been placed before each hon.

member in the form of a list of Supplement;\ry Demands for Grants for the year

1939-40. The necessivy for these demiands has also been explained under each
separate grants.  As hon. memb most of these demands are

I ers will find,
Regeisary imd e at,en o non-controversial matters. The first item
1s sell-explanatory. The Oae is needed because the previous

second
Government embarked on the policy of prohibition with a general vote of the
lakhs in two years but there could not

House to spe’ d up to a sum of Rs.21

be any prov.s on madc. In the Budget at that time, and therefore in order to

mect the expenditure Incurred by the then Government, this add;tional
necessary.

supply of Rs.5:,660  has become
‘The other items have ulso beey expliined. Item No.3 is due to excess
expenditure on account ol a arger sale of non-judicial stamps than was
anticipated, and so"a large commission had to be paid w0 the stamp-vendors.
There will, however, be corresponding increase in the credit side as revenue
income. Therefore, this amount needs no further explanation. :

The next item is abbout the meney necessary to ke speat on outside:
labour as th. labour rendered by forest villagers has been reduced from 10
to 5 days in a year. Here also, the m

atter is beyond controversy for both,
the previous Go ernment as well as my first Ministry gave a promise {o the
House that the period of {ree labour by forest

villagers would be reduced,

The fifth item relates to the Registration Department. Here also the
expenditure will be more than compensated by ir}creased receipts under t e
Registration Department. It has beep explained that the increase in
expenditure is due partly to the _fact.that the number of documents regis--
tered has increased greatly resulung_ in the payment of increased commission
and paitly to the temporary entertainment of a clerk, a Muharrir and a peon
in the new Joint Sub-Registry office at Chunarughat in the Habiganj
subdivision.

The next item is also a non-contro
by which we could rg:a.hse the proceeds from the Assam Amusements and
Betting Tax Act, which was passed by the House last year. As explained,
special stamps embossed with a rhinoceros head had to be indented from the
Central Stores at Nasik.

One item I shall refer to is about the Public Health Department. Here
I submit, Sir, credit for providing extra staff to combat kala-azar must go to
the previous Ministry, who ordered the cmployment of an additional staff
of 1u Sub-Assisiaut durgeous und 9 peons. “As I menticied the other duwy

versial one, for this is only a means
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kela-azar is rampant in particular areas of the province ina  very vc*_.hcmcr?.t

form. So, it is needless for me to say that the cntertainment of this extra
aff is extreincly nccessary. i

e ﬁ"gne small iytcm is as zrcgards the Co-operative Department, and it ) has

been explained that excess is meant for meeting  the lt—nw‘. salary of an

Ass'stant Registrar of Co-operative Societies for which no provision was made

in the Budget.

Another item to be mentioned is as regards Industrial Department. As
I have alreadv explaired, this item is necessmy for the development of
Hand-loom Industry during the year 1939-40. T'his matter is also beyond
controversy because this sum will come fiom the Government ol India. The
communication about funds forthcoming from Centre reached too late to
enable Government to put any money in the current year’s Budget. _

The Jast item, Sir, that I shall refer to is about Loans and Advances by
the Provincial Government, on which Government will get an interest &t the
rate of 7 per cent. As this money is provided from the Wages and Meaus
Head, Government gain to the extent of 3 per cent. on the whole. This
expenditure therefore will be remuncrative 1o the Province.

As full exp'anations have been given in the list supplied, I need not
touch the other iterns.

VOTED EXCESS GRANTS FOR 1937-33

Tke Hen’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUGBAMMAD SAADULIA:
I beg, Sir, to move that the voted excess grants recommended by the Public
Accounts Committee on the Accounts for 1937-38 be sancrioned.

The list of items on which there has bcen excess expenditure has been
shown on the document* that has been placed on the table of each hon.
mmember.  Sir; it is a matter for congratulation that the excess is only a sum
of Rs.2,870 in a budget of about 2 crores 80 lakhs. The excess, as has been
§h0yvn under three items, is due, firstly, to an increase il the sale of non-
Fudicial stamps which could not ke anticipated ; so this small sum of
Rs.191 is required to ineet the incregsed commission of the stamp-vendor.

The next item of Rs.110 is under Registration. This was due to an
officer drawing his arrear leave salary of the previous year late in the year.

The third item of Rs 2,566 is under ¢¢ Civil Works (Tools ard Plant
and Establishment Chargcs) ”. The excess is due to lesser recoveries {rom

e departments of the Cecutral Government owing to smaller outlay on
%vorks cxccuted on their behalf. It is impossible to n.ake an accurate
Gudgctmg on this head because much depends upon the work of the Central

overnment left unfinished, or the expectation of some new works of the

sam : : : i :
Gn ¢ Government for which a contribution is recovered from the Central
overnment,

The Hon’ble tke SFEAKER : Motion moved :
“That  the voted

. CCes end he ic
Accounts Commitie excess  grants recommended by the Public

€on the Accounts for 1937-33 Le sanctioned,”

(Afier a pausc)
The question is - :
““ That ;
Comn Tha ot:ehw)ted excess grants recommended by the Public Accounts
the Accounis for 1957-38 Lc sanctioned.”

TLe motion was adopted

# See Appendix I
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DEMANDS FOR GRANTS
GRANT No.6
(11.—Registration)

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN : Mr. Speaker, Sir, on the
recommendation of His Excellency the Governor of Assam, I beg to
move that,a sum not exceeding Rs.1,49,700 be granted to defray
which will come in the course of payment during the year endi
31st March 1941, for the administration of the head
‘ The Hon’ble the SPEAKER: Motion moved :

“That a sum not exceeding Rs.1,49,700 be granted to defray the charges
which will come in the course of payment during the year ending on the
31st March 1941, for the administration of the head “11.—Registration *'.

; Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN: I beg to move, Sir, that the pro-
vision of Rs.1,49,420 under Grant No.6, Major head—11.—Registration,

Minor head—A—District charges (total), at page 54 of the Budget, be
reduced by Rs.101, 1. e., the amount of whole grant of Rs 1,49,700 do stand
reduced by Rs.101.

My point here is to bring to the notice of the
particularly Sub-Registrars, should not be allowed to work in their respective
offices from their homes. T remember, Sir, during the last Budget Session,
when the Congress-Coalition Ministry was in power, a similar motion was
moved and similar questions were put to the effect that the staff also should
not ‘be allowed to work from their homes. To these we got an assurance
from the then Premier, Mr. Bardoloi, that in future such officers would not be
allowed to work from their respective homes, but I find, Sir, that up till now
no steps have been taken by the Government, even though some officers’
names were mentioned on the floor of the House. Even this year = regarding
a particular Sub-Registrar, I have been compelled to put some questions—
(Of course these questions have not yet’ come up for answers). Sir, it is
our sad experience that these gentlemen who are allowed to work from their
homes are occupied ‘more with their worldly affairs than with their official
functions. Moreover certain complaints were raised regarding a certain Sub-
Registrar, which were duly enquired into by the Government, but .even then
no action up till now has been taken and the officer is continuing his prac-
tice of doing his business from home and is thus .causing great inconve-
nience to the people who go thqre on b}1§1ness. So, Sir, it is not desirable
that persons occupying such high positions as Sub-Registrars should be
allowed to work from their homes.

With these few words, T commend my motion to the acceptance of the
Ho_u§1<3-he Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

« That the provision of Rs.1,49,420. under Grant No.6, Major head—11.
—Registration, ‘Minor head~A-—Dls§rlct charges (total), "at page 54
of the Budget, be reduced’by Rs.101, i.e., the amount of the whole grant
of Rs.1,49,700 do stand reduced by Rs:101”,

Srijut PURNA CHANDRA SARMA : Mr.
support.the motion ;of my hon. friend ‘Mr. Abdy
respect of the latter portion of the ‘motion,
.done in my district also. Only iin Decembe
people coming to the Registration Office at
had to wait for days together to have their
were no:less than 200 ‘or 300 documents pres
.personally that although the Sub-Registrar w
could not finish more than 75 documents a d

..+he Sub-Registrar moved;the Government th

the charges
ng on the
“11.—Registration .

Government that officers,

Speaker, Sir, I rise to
r Rahman at least in
namely, the heavy works being
r last, T personally saw so many

Nowgong where these people

documents registered, There
ented each day, and I know
orked till 8 o’clock at night he
ay. In view of these difficulties
rough the Deputy Commissioner
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for an additional Sub-Registrar, and I was informed that lpl'f{pos?:‘ls‘;;:rr!?
submitted to Government, and there was a proposal also with the ho "
ment that an additional Sub-Registrar be placed there, but nothn)ng a?‘())'m
been done, and the difficulty is great for the people who come sometimes ll

distances of 20 to 30 miles and have to wait there for 2 or 3 days together.

So I support this motion and request that an additional Sub-Registrar be
posted to Nowgong.

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN: MTr. Speaker, Sir, with regard to
the principle advocated by the hon. mover Mr. Abdur Rahman, I may Sai{’
that it is already the policy of the Government not to allow officers to word
in their home districts as far as practicable especially in the case of gazett;a1
officers. With regard to the Sub-Registrar mentioned, I think, I know the
particular Sub-Registrar referred to by the hon. mover of the motion. I can

inform him that orders have already been passed to transfer the Sub-Registrar
to another place.

With regard to the grievance of Mr. Sarma, when I was at Nowgong
I found that there was a great deal of difficulty with regard to the registra-
tion of documents, but T was told that this difficulty was only for a few
months out of the whole year. So it was not considered necessary to have an
additional Sub-Registrar for these few months. However, the whole ques-
tion will be considered again, and in view of what I have said 1 hope the
hon. member will see his way to withdrawing his motion.

Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN : 1am glad that the Hon’ble Minister
has stated that action will be taken regarding that particular Sub-Registrar
about whom I wags mentioning. I am glad also that Government have agreed

to take immediate action, On these assurances, I beg leave of the House to
withdraw my motion,

The motion was, by leave of the House, withdrawn.

Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN : I beg to move Sir, that the provision

of Rs.1,49,420 under Grant No.6, Major head—11.—Registration, Minor
head-—A__D

—District charges (total), at page 54 of the Budget, be reduced by
%}S-i{’l,l(z). ¢., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.1,49,700 do stand reduced
Y Ks.101,

g Sifr, the object of this motion is to urge upon Government to reduce the
ate o

el Commission charge generally charged by the Sub-Registrars in matter
0h registration of documents from Rs.10 to Rs.5. This is not the first time
that such a motion has come before the House. When my Hon’ble friend
3 S?:lr}?iw Mur}awwar Ali was outside the Cabi_nct in 1938, I think, l}c mqvcd
B lzé‘tmotnon and Government agreed to give the matter consideration.
o gear, I moved a motion of this nature that the commission charged
Y the Sub-Registrar shoulq be reduced to Rs.5. But since then we find that
10 action has beey, taken,
e have been und
court-fe
the rat

S .
of starggonag ‘g er the impression that due to the enhancement
But now sinn €S rates probably Government were not taking steps.
e ¢S on court-fees and stamps have been reduced, I do

not find z
11y reason why this commission too has not been reduced.

Thena Sir the § . . .

to th : >Ub-Registrars are charging Rs.10 if they have to go out

Mcz)as le{:l gu(ff,f for r€8istering documents. It is only few years back that the rate

SUb-Re.gistraz"é toI dg 10t see any reason why Government should not ask the
: Teduce t i rn-

ment will thereby loge ¢ the rate to Rs.5. I do not consider that Gove

anything ; on the other hand it would help the poor
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people who have got to register their documents. Again when two docu-
ments have to be registered in one and the same house then the rates
charged are Rs.10 for each document. I should urge upon Government that
whenever there is more than one document to be registered, a fee of Rs.5 on
the first decument and an additional charge of Rs.2 for every additional docu-

ment should be made and not more. If this suggestion is accepted by
Government, I think, the poor public would be given much relief.

With these words, I commend my motion for the acceptance of Govern-
ment. ;

The Honm’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

¢That the provision of Rs.1,49,420 under Grant No.6, Major head—

11.—Registration, Minor head—A —District charges (total), at page 54 of
the Budget, be reduced by Rs.101, i, ¢., the amount of the whole grant of
Rs.1,49,700 do stand reduced by Rs.101.”

The next motion* which stands in the name of Babu Karuna Sindhu
Roy relates to the same matter, I think. But he wants just the contrary of
what the hon. member Mr. Abdur Rahman has for his object in moving

his cut motion. Is it not so ?  If the hon. member likes, he may speak in
opposition to this motion.

" Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN That is different, Sir. He speaks of
rural Sub-Registrars.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Therefore, I am asking him if it is
the same. It appears to be Practically the same. If it js not, very well.
. (After a pause)

The Hon’ble Minister may reply now.

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS

think every year this question is brought before this Hon’ble House. Sir, with
regard to this cut motion I must say that I agree with the opinion of the In-
spector-General of Registration whose note I shall read. He says firstly,
““our rates of Rs.10 are much lower than those obtaining in the neighbouring
provinces of Bengal and Bihar who charge Rs.20 for each document.
Secondly, that in the matter of commission if it would be made cheaper then
the evidentiary value of the c_locqment would be reduced and the importance
of registration lessened and it will open the door to troubles. Thirdly, the
revenue received by Government would be reduced.”

I may tell the hon. members that an experiment was ma
the rates from Rs. 10 to Rs. 5; b_ut 1t was proved that there was no benefit
to the public. On the contrary it involved a loss to Government, The pub-
lic ordinarily enjoys this reduced rate, for an enhanceg fee is not charged for
those who are ill or unfit even if they are unable to register their documents
in Court. I may also add that the present rate of Rs. 10 is in the nature
of a luxury charge. This amount of Rs. 10 per visit is charged only from
those people who are in high rank and who do not wish to appear in Coourt
and, therefore, they ought to pay for the luxury of having the Sub-Registrar
come to their homes for registering their docy

ments. ‘Therefore, Sir, I do not
think it necessary to reduce the fees from Rs, 1¢ to Rs. 5.

de to reduce

*3. That the provision of Rs.4,500 under Grant No.6, M
Minor head—A.—District Charges, Sub-head—s.——Auowa
head—-Commission to Sub-Registrars, at page 54 of the
the amount of the whole grant of Rs.1,49,700 do sta

(To raise a discussion on insufficiency of com

ajor head—]1 —Registration,
nces and Honoraria, Detailed
Budget, be reduced by Rs.100,7.c.,
nd reduced by Rs.100.

mission fees paid to rural Sub-Registrars.)
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Babu HARENDRA NARAYAN' CHAUDHURI: On a point of
information, Sir, in towns over and above Rs.10 we have to pay Rs.2
for motor allowance. I want to know if these are legitimate charges that we
are bound to pay.

i The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN: I am not aware of that. But
I shall look into it.

. Babu NIRENDRA NATH DEV : The Hon’ble Minister said that the
Inspector-General of Registration opined that by a reduction of fees the

evidentiary valué of the documents would also- be reduced. May I know |

how ?

The Hon’ble Miss MAVI1S DUNN: Ifitischeap the evidentiary
value also would become cheap ?

.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : The hon. member wants to know how.

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN: Government will look into
the matter.

Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN : I take it that the Hon’ble Minister is
willing to cox:lsider the whole matter. But there is one statement in her
reply to which I must take objection. She said, I think, that this was a
luxury charge. It is not so in the casc of the Muslim ladies who observe
Purdha and who will not go to the Sub-Registrar’s office.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : No, what she said was that generally
people in “high position do not like to go to the Sub-Registrar’s office and,
therefore, if they choose not to go to the Sub-Registrar’s office they must
pay for it.

. The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN: In the case of such persons there
is already a reduction permissible and the rates are Rs. 5.

. Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN: When I have heard that the Hon’ble
Minister saying that the matter will be considered I would like to withdraw
my motion.

The motion was, by leave of the House, withdrawn.

_ Babu DAKSHINARANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI: Mr. Speakers
Sir, 1 beg to move that the provision of Rs. 1,49,420 under Grant No. 6,
Major head —1 l.sRegistration, Minor head —A~—District Charges (total),
athpzlige 54 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs. 100, i.e., the amount of the
whole grant of Rs 1,49,700  do stand. reduced by Rs. 100.

Govg:,lf‘;erslltnfce the B'ud.get Session of 1937, I have been pressing upon
Coveiamains gxi“ establishing a Sub-Registrar’s office at Kamalganj. The
gavelineithe assuWhlch the Hon’ble Premier himself was the Chief Minister
Thafetation. W;ar;ce that a Sub-Registrar’s office would be established in
was moved by me also got the same sort of assurance when a' cut motion
The Considerationm 1938. But still the same state of things is continuing.
when that stage Willsta,ge has not yet passed and I for myself do not know-
Sir, till 1932 Pass'or whether that stage will ever pass or not.

end of that year it:.Vshere was a Sub-Registrar’s office at Kamalganj. At the
from the loca] publia S abolished and sirice then there has been’ demand
ment for establiship C as also represéntations have been sent to Govern-
that thana have ¢, trg @ Sub-Registrar’s office at the said station. People of
From the statisticg w?]'el about 20 miles to have their documents registered.
documents of thay th ich T have collécted, I find that a very large number of
So, I appeal to the I_c;na ,are registercd in Srimangal Sub-Registrar’s office.
office she will see tha t(})nn ble Mmister now that as she is now adorning the
Registrar’s office ; . Consideration stage is passed and that a Sub-

g S established in the said station.

“
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The Hon’ble the SPEAKER: Cut motion moved:

“That the provision of Rs.1,49.420 under Grant No.6, M
11.—Recgistration, Minor head—A—District Charges ( total) at page 54 of
the Budget, be reduced by Rs.100, ie., the amount of the whole grant of
Rs.1,49,700 do stand reduced by Rs.100.”

Maulavi ABDUL AZIZ: ' Mr. Speaker, Sir, I'take this o
to impress upon the Hon’ble Minister-in-charge of Regi
ment that a Sub-Registrar’s office at Kamalganj is very badly wanted,
Every time either myself or some of my hon. friends have been moving’ cut
motions for this and cvery time we have been getting an assurance from the
Ministry that the matter would be taken into consideration. But so lono
we find that the assurance has been a mere verbal one, Sir, the cstablisho-‘
ment of a Sub-Registrar’s office at Kamalganj cannot be deferred any longer
I would request the Hon’ble Minister that this time she will see that the
assurance be followed by action. With these words I support the motion
so far as it relates to the opening of a Sub-Registry office at Kamalganj
but so far asit wants to censure the Government, 1 cannot support tﬁlé
motion, because everybody knows that Government have come to office only
recently.

The Hon’ble Miss MAVIS DUNN:  Mr as the hon.
mover has said, this is not a new matter. He does not like the expressio.f
“under consideration ”, but I can assure him that in pursuance of thré~
promisc “to consider” the whole matter, this question was taken  into cop.-
sideration by Government and a report was called for. But op receipt
of the figures it was found that there was no Jjustification for re-opening tlIIJe
Sub-Registry office at Kamalganj. I can  assure the hon. mover that
this Government is very eager to remove all publ_ic inconveniences as far ag
possible and as soon as funds permit we shall consider this question ‘again

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOKERJEE: Who submitted the re’pdrt. to
Government ? k

The Hon’ble Miss' MAVIS DUNN: I believe it was the Inspector-
General of Registration.

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOKERJEE: May I'know from the Hon’ble
Premier whether he can fix any limit to the consideration stage 50 that .S
future we may not be put to difﬁculty? If we know that the considerati;n
stage is limited to such and such period, it will be conivenient both for un
and for the Government. S

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD § AADULL A
There is no question of assurance. My hon. friend  knows fully well th t
whenever any matter 18 presse(':l n th}S I:IQgse, the matter is takep St at
sideration by Government. Firstly, if it Is a question of any page coln.
Department, the Head of the Department is consulted. Ip this part.cu e
instance, i.e., opening of a Sub-Registry office at Kamalgan; e 1Cular
was' considered first by Government and then a report was called :E'orqueStmn
report came and a decision was arrived at that there was ng justificap. 12t
opening a Sub-Registry office at Kamalganj. That wasg the op 10n for
my first Ministry. Next came the Congress-Coalition Ministry' apéllon of
told by my Hon’ble Colleague that they had considered the Matter O I8
also came to the same conclusion. (I am speaking without havin anld the
the file.) Government have come to the decision that under tgha ook at
circumstances no Sub-Registry office at Kamalganj can be opened € Present

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOKERJEE: Not -

alone but in general, I wanted to know the time
stage.

ajor head—

opportunity
stration Depart-

Speaker, Sir,

this Partic

in
llmit of con

ular cage
Sldel‘ation
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Th- Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :

In general, also, we inust take into consideration of all the factors leading
to a decision. All the factors must be collected and reviewed.

Babu DAKSHINARAN]JAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI: Is there any
difficulty to open an office at Kamalganj on commission basis ?

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUMAMMAD SAADULLA :
That suggestion will be taken into consideration later.

Babu DAKSHINARANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI: In view of the
assurance given by the Hon’ble Minister, I do not like to press my motion.

The motion was, by leave of the House, withdrawn.

Maulavi ABDUL BARI CHAUDHURY: I beg to move, Sir, that
the provision of Rs.73,540 under Grant No.6. Major head—11.—Registra-
tion, Minor head—A—District Charges, Sub-head—1.—Pay of Officers,
Detailed head—Special Sub-Registrars and Sub-Registrars, at page 54 of
the Budget, be reduced by Rs.10, .., the amount ol the whole grant of
Rs.1,49,700 do stand reduced by Rs.10.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, the Sub-Registry office at Derai has been in
existence for the last two years. It has removed a long-felt grievance of the 2
people of that place. This office has also proved to be very popular and
the number of documents registered is also very considerable. So I urge
upon Government the immediate necessity of turning it into a regular

establishment.  With these few words, I commend my motion for the accep-
tance of the House.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved : S

“Tha}t the. provision of Rs.73,540 under Grant No.6, Major head—
11.—Registration, Minor head—A—District Charges, Sub-head—1.-—Pay
of Officers, Detailed head—Special Sub-Registrars and Sub-Registrars, at
Page 54 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.10, i.e., the amount of the whole
grant of Rs.1,49,700 do stand reduced by Rs.10.”

The Hon’ble Mi:s MAVIS DUNN: Mr. Speaker, Sir. With regard
to this cut motion, I wish to say that we are extending the experiment of
h?v;lr_lg a Sub-Regutry office at Derai on commission basis, and at the end
of this expcrlmenta! period we shall consider the question of turning it into
af}tngrmai’lent establlshment, I wish to ask the hon. mover how the people
gfﬁ at p z}llcc are suffering in any way. They are getting facilities from this

€e 1n the matter of registering their documents and surely this is all they 4

need. In vi . .
to Withdraw e}:\'l’sorfl;;vt?grtl_l have Sald, I hope the hon. mover Wlll be p]eased

Hon’blzul\l/gz;stgl’n])gl‘ BARI CHAUDHURY : Sir, after hearing the

- €g leave of the House to withdraw the motion.
Thz ;ni%igglwii; by leave of the House, withdrawn.
“That 2 suem © SPEAKER : The question is :
charges which will Bok €xceeding Rs.1,49,700 be granted to defray the
on the 315t March (i%me In the course of payment during the year ending
tion”’, 41, for the administration of the head 11.—Registra-

The motiop Was adopted

GRANT No.14

The Hon’hle Maulayg (29.—Police)

On the recommendayiq _Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :

Sir, to move that a gun?nOftI-hs Excellency the Governor of Assam, I beg,
; : o : _ i

the charges which will come isxcecdmg aezbll. be grauted. fa defray )

the course of ayment during the year ending
ont the 3lst March 1941, $or the adminisiation ot iho hond S35, ke

R
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The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Motion moved :
“That a sum not exceeding Rs.23,52,100 b.e granted to deﬁ:ay the charges
which will come in the course of payment during the year ending on the 31st
March 1941, for the administration of the head 29.—Police”’.

Now the first cut motion* stands in the name of Babu D

akshina Ranjan
Gupta Chaudhuri but I am afraid, a very similar matter was discussed I
think.

Babu DAKSHINA RANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI :
going to move it, Sir. )

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Next motiont also stands in the name
of Babu Dakshina Ranjan Gupta Chaudhuri.

Babu DAKSHINA RANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI :
do not like to move.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Motion No.3 stands in the name of
Srijut Lakshesvar Borooah.

Srijut LAKSHESVAR BOROOAH : Mr.
move that the provision of Rs.47,304 under Grant No.14, Major head—
29.—Police, Minor head---B—District Executive Force, Sub-head—(a)—
District Police—1.—Pay of Officers (total), at page 98 of the Budget, be
reduced by Rs.101, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.23,52,100 do
stand reduced by Rs.101.

Sir, T am sure that it is fresh in the mind of the hon, members that
thousands of labourers working under the Assam Oj] Company at Digboi,
feeling the necessity of protecting their

. ; t interest, started a Labour Uunion
which was duly registered. The demands of the Union were submitted to
the Company and on the refusal of the Company to meet their demands,

the labourers went on strike on 4th of April, 1939, Any one who had
visited Digboi during the strike period must have been struck with the won-
derful discipline maintained by the Labour Union—the “unprecedented
length of time for which the strike continued is an ample evidence of
intrinsic strength of the organisation. ) .

Sir, from a study of the progress of strikes botl; in o
as abroad carried on by labourers'agz_unst thClF capit
that the first attempt that the capitalist make is to
provoking violence from their opponents in order
to put down an ounce of violence with a ton of viol
bring about a failure of the labour movement and j
seen that imperialistically minded Government lend
attempts of the capitalists.

Sir, from the events that I shall presently state, the hon. members of
this House will gather that the Assam Oil Cqo

: : mpany at Dighoi also tried a
similar experiment, i.c., to provoke w_olenc§ from the Labour Unijon Volun-
teers that were engaged in peaceful picketting during the continuance of the

strike, with the direct or indirect help of the Public officers of Police and

$sam ; but thanks to wonderful

*1. Babu DAKSHI A RANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHIIR] to move :—

That the provision of Rs.38,427 under Grant No.14, Major head—2
head—A—Superintendence (total), at page 97 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.100, i.c., the
amount of the whole grant of Rs.23,52,100.do stand reduced by Rs.100,
(To censure Government for transferring  Police Officers causing untold suffering to
them.

T)?.. Babu DAKSHINA RANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHUR] to move :—

‘That the provision of Rs.47,304 under Grant No.14, Major head—29.—Police, Minor
head—B—District Executive Force, Sub-head— (a)— District Policc,gl.—Pay of Officers,
Detailed head—Deputy Supcrmtendents,

at page 98 of the Budget, be refused, i.e., the
amount of the whole grant of Rs.23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs.47,304,

I am not
That also I

Speaker, Sir. I beg to

ur country as well
alist employers, we find
bring about disorder by
to seek an opportunity
ence and eventually to
t is not unoften to be
Support to the nefarious
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restraint with which the Labour Union Volunteers continued the strike,
this attempt of the Company proved abortive. I make bold to say that,
had not the Local Police authority made questionable and shabby use of
the Defence of India Ordinances that were promulgated in the whole of
Dibrugarh subdivision, the Labour Union at Digboi built up with undes-
cribable suffering and sacrifice, would have come out with flying colours in
the struggle that they put up with the Capitalist Company for a morsal of
food to appease their hunger.

Sir, it bleeds my heart to say that during the continuance of the strike
on the fateful night of the 18th of April, 1939 three strikers lost their lives at
a firing. Public mind was greatly agitated over this incident. It may be
known to the hon. members that Police and Miilitary forces were placed at
Digboi to maintain what is called Law and Order and protect property:
Sir, the allegation persistently made by the Labour Union was forcible
recruitment by the Company’s people with the aid of the Police and Mili-
tary was one of the causes that led to the firing incident and that the Police
and the Military were assisting the Company in their attempt to provoke
violence from the Labour Union people. There was a demand from the
public made in the platform and press that an enquiry by an independent
Tribunal should be made by Government to enquire into the allegation
made against the Company’s people and the Government officials. The
last Government, Sir, in compliance with the demand, appointed a Tribunal
which consisted of one of India’s most eminent Judgesin the person of Sir
Manmatha Nath Mookerjee, sometime Chief Justice of the Hon’ble High
l()lourlt.of Calcutta. The following were the terms of reference to the Tri-

unal :—

(1) To enquire into the events leading to the accident of the 18th of
April 1939 and into those subsequent thereto in so far as they are not sub-
Judice, (2) to enquire into the measures and actions taken by the local
authorities before, during and after the occurrence and (3) to consider the
origin, and the causes of the strike and to suggest means whereby strikes of
this nature can be avoided in future. |

Sir, dealing with the first two items Sir Manmatha Nath Mookerjee
observed as follows :—

““As regards the incidents, before and after the firing incident of April
18th, 1939, which are said to be instances of improper conduct and excesses
on the part of Company’s men and also of public authorities including the
Police and the ‘ Military > (by which term was meant the men of the Assam
Rifles and which meaning the word will bear wherever it is used in this
Report), a very large number were mentioned on behalf of the Union in
the course of the opening of the case. Later on they handed up to us a
chronology of the said incidents with particulars showing the nature
thereof and. what actions, if any, were taken thereon. These ‘incidents
cover .a period commencing from April 16th to 20th, July 1939. With
}”e%ard .to_allx]noit ealch 2nd every one of these incidents the Union, hesides
intorming the local authorities, namely the Police and the Magistracy, also
wrote or wired to the Hon’ble the Premier, and, in som o the
- Hon’ble the Finance Minj 2 3 . ©. cases, 1o
Inister. Before us, however, evidence has been led

- regl?"“ of only some of these incidents.”’
b hlr’ dlSCUSSlIzg the allegations of the Union about forcible recruitment
y the Company’s people by the aid of the Police and the Military, Sir
Manfnatha remarks as follows - o s e Yiltarg,mm
p ; :
nullif P(l}llte(]s?rlitlfeSht(;:;lly > the allegation of the _Union is that in order to
& Y » th€ local Police and the Military, accompanied by the
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d e, used to visit lines

any’s people, use .
Cs(;g]t)o wait at the Railway station
ltlhév used to openly canvass recruits
on them as well, and that on some oc

and bastis, mostly  at night, and also
at hours when trains would arrive, that
sometimes terrorizing and using force
casions they used to assault those who
rere unwilling to go back to work or refused to be enli.?tcd. It has been
i d that people who were asleep were roused from their sleep by knock-
B tl e;r door, much higher wages than ordinary were offered, and even
ing at . lm carrie’d away with their bc](mgings or lorries or vanettes which
somclocn brought there for the purpose. The sum and substance of the
e Zsewas that this close and unwarranted collaboration of the Police and
C}}]lgrlgﬁlitary with the Company’s people was an obstacle to peaceful picket-
:ing on the part of the Union’s volunteers and also tended to nullify the
strike by the employment of‘new entrants, _

Sir, summing up the C\floc11co of the Assam Oj]
the Labour Union on thig point Sir Manm%uha hol(%s
the Military did assist the Company in forcxble.recr}ntn
following 1s the finding of Sir Manmatha on this point :—

“There is evidence on the side of the Company that the practice of the
Police and the Military accompanying the Compony’s people and escorting
intending workers lasted from April 10th to April 16t
17th, the Commandant of t}

: h, and that on April
e Assam Rifles, on the advice of the Superin-
tendent of Police, stopped the Mjl;

tary escort altogether, while Police escort
too was restricted only to accompany willing workers from one part in
Digboi to another. On the othcx: hand there is evidence on the side of the
Union to the effect that the practice did continue even after April 16th and
there were complaints to that eﬁ'ept from .th.e Union to the authorities,
e.g., a petition to the Hon’b]c the Fman.cv Minister, dated April the 23rd, a
complaint to the Nfaglstraye, da?ed April the 26th, and 3 petition to the
Hon’ble the Premier...... In which he stated that on some date towards the
end of April he had l}lmse]f§een-tl}e vanette with the men of the Assam
Rifles far outside the limits of Digboi.’
Then Sir Manmatha concludes <]
before us and in the face of the stat

the practice entirely ceased as alleged on behalf of the Company.”

The finding of Sir Manmatha on this point is that the Assam QOjl Com-
pany forcibly recruited labourers and the Police an

Company as well as
that the Police and
ent of labour. The

pon such materials a5 were placed
ement aforesaid, T am unable to hold that

. d the Military = stationed
there helped the Assam Oil Company.

Sir, it has been proved beyond "doubt that tho Assam Qj] Company
through’ their loyal WOrkC}’S; both EUI:013€a11 and Indian, Committed wanton
assaults on the peaceﬁ{l picketters .V\_’lfh a view to Provoke violence from
them and that the Police, by conmiving at the Offenoes committed by the
Company’s men and even by shleldl_ng them, were guilty of grave miscon-
duct will be evident from tl}e following Instances citeq by

Describing about the knocking down of Kalpanath

Sir Manmatha.
Bhuyan by one Mr.
Hayman Sir Manmatha says :—

“T'his incident took place on May L1th, 1939, Kalpanath himself
informed the Magistrate about it in these words : —

‘T have the honour to bying o your notice th
self along with two other Unjon volunteers. were
European Club when Mr. Hayman drove his car s
knocked down with injuries on my left knee at ) p. m. before I
could avert the danger. I was Fhen OcCupying a side of the road }_aut the
car left no margin for me and did not stop to see what happened with Tl;&
The other two volunteers were then sitting under a tree about 9 feet aw 4

e fact th
on duty

O rashly ¢}
about 4.45

at my humble-
yesterday near
1at myself was



686 DEMANDS FOR GRANTS [11TH MAR. 2

from the road and witnessed with horror this incidcn.t. . The matter was
reported to the Officer-in-Charge, Police Station, within an hour of its
occurrence. I appeal to you to enquire into the matters and do the need- 14
ful.”
The evidence given by Kalpanath quoted by Sir Manmatha is :—
“I reported the matter to Chakravarti Babu, a clerk of the Union
Office. I then went to the thana and reported the matter. He took the
notes and asked me to go to him the next day. The next day I went to the
thana and the officer sent me to the hospital with a chit. At the Hospital
the docror was a European Sahib. I was in a red shirt and I told him that
the thanadar had sent me there. I showed him the chit from the thana. He
examined me a little, but he did not give any medicine or apply any
bandage and asked me to go away. He, however, measured the girth of my
knee and returned to me the chit. I then went back to the thana and
handed over the chit to the thanadar. The thanadar did not speak anything
to me, but asked me to go away.”

And this is the finding of Sir Manmatha :—

“As regards the fact that the occurrence took place, there can be no ;
doubt. = The question is whether it was as alleged on behalf of
the Union or accidental as alleged on behalf of the Company. The Magis-
trate Mr. U{naruc}din. has said :— ‘A complaint was made to me and I sent
gfa(t;als‘z:“C)le"rltnYCStcigatlon. ~ Later on I met the investigating officer and from
Wi e-:hect amf from him I concluded that the case would be sent on a
— %rciered. . ater on the Superintendent of Police supervised the case 3
i t cdsubrnlssmn of final report.” Sir Manmatha expresses sur-
e eit‘hcon. uct and says :—*It is difficult in my opinion, to make out

The ng,\")llew,~mtentlonal or accidental — a trial could be escaped.”

Sritut InAKg‘ the. SPEAKER : Will the hon. member finish ?
Sahi {)f e SHESVAR BOROOAH: As only a few out of many cut X
time, Y party will be moved I may please be allowed some more
trial’séggdjsn?gﬂ}[adrlghtly expr.essed surprise hc_)w _Mr. Hayman escaped. a
up the offence C: ed, fhe Superintendent of Police is responsible for hushing

Sir, those ofrl?smlt}:(}d F)Y i I:Iaymar'l. imi
know that Officers w ﬁ are acquainted with the Criminal Pr(.)cedure' Code
cases or in Smeiti{l charge of Police are given wide powers in sending up '
case the Officep.iy, l}:lg what is called the final report. In this particular
sufficient i -Charge was going to su}?m1t a charge sheet evidently on
the Superintendegnatmst Mr. Hayman, but it passes my comprehension how
it to the Magistroy of Police can hush up a case like this without reporting

clearly displays ‘1)e-hisI Emeit that this act of the Superintendent of Police

rance of the law, for bot
Similarly, Si

ias for a particular party and (2) his hopeless igno-
h of which he is to be condemned.

Sing Gurdit Singr;,vti}tlﬁ 3SSault on Kamal Ahir by the Company’s men — Asu
cious CIrcumstanceg TI:: adly weapons was hushed under the most suspi-
tion :— Q e followmg remarks of Sir Manmatha deserve men-

“Assault op 3
1939. Kama] AI}fiiI‘I,]val Ahir.—This incident took place on April 16th,
employees of the Com 4 roughly handled by Asu Singh and Gurdit Singh,
spear on the knee ang t?;lny, and was abused, felled down and injured with a |
This occurrence is mep €n Gurdit Singh sat on his chest for some time.
thana took Gurdit g, eh orless proved. The Officer-in-charge of Digboi
the investigation is notg 1 to the thana with the spear. What was found in
clear, but the result was that the case was not sent up.”
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I think, Sir Manmatha rightly expressed his surprise at the conduct of the
Police in suppressing and hushing up non-cognizable cases.

Sir, it is a well known fact that whenever a Police Qfﬁcer gets mforrpa-
tion of the non-cognizable case, he must begin to investigate without caring
whether the event reported is true or not. The firing incident thk place on
the 18th April, 1939 and many persons informed the Superintendent of
Police that certain persons shot those victims and the S_uper.mtendent of
Police, Mr. Routledge, did not care to record the information given to him.
This, I submit, is a violation of the elementary principle of the Criminal
Procedure Code and if there is anything to condemn, it is this action of the
Superintendent of Police. Sir Manmatha expresses his bewilderment in
these words: ¢ Asregards his (Mr. Routledge’s) omission to take down
the information which was given to him in connection with the firing inci-
dent on the night of April, 18th ¥1939...... his explanation was that he did not
consider that information true.”” On this point Sir, he did not comment
because as he said he was debarred from commenting on any matter that
was or may be sub-judice. ‘Therefore he did not express any opinion clearly
as to whether Mr. Routiedge was right or wrong. The firing incident did

not form the subject matter of the enquiry but the expression of Sir
Manmatha is sufficiently significant.

I want to impress upon this Government the conduct of this Officer in
this matter. Sir, it was the duty of the Superintendent of Police either to
record the information of the alleged act or direct his subordinates to take
cognisance and institute an enquiry, for it was an information about com-
mission of murder, which the Superintendent of Police failed to do. I sub-
mitted before that this Officer is responsible for shielding the offences
committed by the Assam Oil Company people. The Police and the Mili- ~
tary are responsible for attempting to frustrate the Labour Union Strike and
help the Assam Oil Company. Military, Sir, in the words of Sir Manmatha
had been put under the charge of this Officer (Mr. _Routledge). So, I beg
to submit that these cases are enough to proceed against the Officer. I cen-
sure Government for not taking the action which in justice and fairness
should have been taken against the Officers. With these words, as my time
is up, I commend my motion to the acceptance of the House.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

That the provision of Rs.47,304 under Grant No.14, Major head—29.—
Police, Minor head—B.—District Exccutive Force, Sub-head (a) District
Police—1.—Pay of Officers (total), at page 98 of the Budget, be reduced by

Rs.101, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.23,52,100 do stand reduced
by Rs.101.

Maulavi MUHAMMAD MAQB_UL HUSSAIN CHAUDHURI: Mr.
Speaker, Sir, I rise to oppose the motion of my friend. T feel for the lives
lost and I was very much shocked to hear. of this incident. T really fail to
understand whether Mr. Borooah is criticising the present Government
or the Government YVh{Ch he was supporting, during whose time this
sad and melancholy incident took place (Hear, hear). Mr. Borooah. while
moving this motion, says that he moves this motion in order to c,riticise
Government for not taking action on the conduct of the Police and Assam
Rifles before, during and after the shooting incident at Digboi and the hon.
members of this House and the public outside know that just before the
incident...........-
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Srijut LAKSHESVAR BOROOAH: Ona point of ‘.)‘.[‘S({l:i‘.] ‘{‘I\P];Z:
nation, Sir. Sir Manmatha’s report was published after the Congress Min
try resigned. It was dated 25th November, 1939. S ihie

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : This motion is not for discussing
report of Sir Manmatha ir

P Maulavi MUHAMMAD MAQBUL HUSSAIN CHAUDHpRI: S-“t,
I think although the report was published alter the Congress (,;ox-cj-nlrmi‘nr
resigned, still I must say that the Congress Gov(:rnmcnt)vcrc r(‘SpOIl:S‘b.c ot
the incident, If any Government was to be censured for t.ll(t s.u(l 1nc1dcnI
it was the Government that was formed by the ¢ Swars’ in this House—
mean, Kameswar, Debeswar, Laksheswar and Sarveswar. (/_({uglzler.)
I fnd that the conduct of the Police Officers before, during and after t}}e
incident is to be criticised., The hon. members of the House and the public
outside know that before the incident took place and during the incident as
well as after the incident, the Congress Party were holding the reins of admi-
istration of this province. That Government was formed in .Sc[?tcmber
1938 and the strike at Dighoi was declared on the 3rd of April, 193). In
one eventful night of April, 1939 the sad incident took place. )

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : The incidents are not under discus-
5 it is the conduct of the Police and the Assam  Rifles.

Maulavi MUHAMMAD MAQBUL HUSSAIN CHAUDHURI: ‘Up
to the 15th of November last year the Congress Party was in power. They
hgl sufficient time to bring the Officers concerned to book. But I am sorry
Sir, that Government did not do anything in this matter. Minister after
Minister had been Paying visits to Digboi, but no relief could be givcz} to the
unfortunate labourers on strike. The poor workers lost their lives, like cats
and dogs. The incident was discussed in public platforms and‘ vivid accounts
were published in a]] papers, but nothing could be expected from the Minis-
ters of our Congress-Coalition Party. I am simply amused to find that a
man like Mr. Borooah comes to criticise this Government for no fault of theirs.

ow, if any Government is to be censured, it is the Congress Government
which my friend, Mr. Borooah, had been so loyally supporting. Just after
the incident took place the Congress Government appointed some officers to
enquire into the matter, What did they do when the report of that Special

Cer was published ? Nothing absolutely. .

- Arijut LAKSHESVAR BOROOAH : It was published much later.

Maulavi MUBEAMMAD MAQBUL HUSSAIN CHAUDHURI:
They did nothing to give relief to the unfortunate labourers. The Premier
of the Congress Party himself visited Digboi, but no relief could be expected
for the labourers.

So, Sir, it is simply out of place on the part of Mr. Borooah to move such
a motion, Criticising ~ thig Government. It is the Government which he
Supported that should he censured or criticised for not taking action against
in:i dent(:er of the Assam Rifles and the Police who were responsible for the

With these few words, Sir, T oppose the motion.
Mr lglol;-;A'th_ITTAKE’R: i Mr?%c;)eaker, Sir, we have heard from hon.
Mu‘kher';a; a discussion consisting mainly of selections from Sir Manmatha
vindic tJ ek Ithink a fajr summary of that report ‘would be a
ation of local officers who had to deal with a difficult situation.
that thn (%ne pome, T must join issue with Mr. Borooah. I—I(-.: criticises the fact
€ Superintendeny of Police :ent up a final report in the motor car
ease, 1 think as 5 distinguished lawyer he will perhaps agree that the final
e rospect of a police report is not the Superintendent of Police at

all 3 .the final authority is the Magistrate of the local area and the District
Magistrate.

sion
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Srijut LAKSHESVAR BOROOAH : On a point of personal explana-
tion, Sir. I read from the evidence of the Magistrate.

‘Mr. A. WHITTAKER : I beg your pardon. As I undqrstopd the
hon. member, the accusation was against the Superintendent of Police for

hushing up the case. In my opinion, the Supcrintendent of Police cannot
hush up any case.

Srijut LAKSHESVAR BOROOQAH : Therefore, I expressed my
surpl‘ise- 5 . .
Mr. A. WHITTAKER : Inall cases the investigating officer has got
two courses open to him.  On completion of investigation he can submit
cither a charge sheet or a final report.,

Whether the final order on the case
is a charge sheet or a final report rests with Magistrate. .‘\Itcrnativcly the
man who lodges the first information report at the thana can challenge

acceptance of the final report by moving the Magistrate. I can see nothing
in the conduct of the Superintendent of Police 1o justify the accusation that
the Superintendent of Police hushed up the case.

The final report is a
document available to the public, and the complainant, if he does not like
the recommendation of the Superintendent of Police that the case be sent u
as final report, can appeal to the Magistrate of the area, and from that
Magistrate’s decision to the District Magistrate. 1 can see nothing there-
fore to justify complaints against the Superintendent of Police for action in
this particular case.

The second point on which T must join issue with hon. Mr. Borooah is the
misleading account of the shooting affair.

To the best of my knowledge,
the shooting incident was enquired into by a Magistrate, who 1 understand
was Mr. P. N. Das. Therefore, I do not t

hink it is very helpful to this
Assembly to be told that Sir Manmatha could not enquire into the incident

because it was sub judice. 1 think it would be fairer to read out the report of
the enquiring Magistrate who examined the case at some  considerable
length.  His report may leave room for differences of opinion, but in my
opinion it is a complete vindication of the Officers who had to take part in
this tragic affair. ] )

Whilst the magisterial enquiry was in progress there was no need for the
Superintendent of Police to order an Investigation as the mover suggests. I
do not understand therefore how the Superm.tendent of Police’s conduct can
be criticised on this score. 1 oppose the motion. |

Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN : Mr. Speaker, Sir, my hon. friend the
learned lawyer of Dibrugarh has tl‘lCd. to represent his case in p very lucid
way, but the facts he has placed before the House are most unconvincing.
He wants to criticise Goyel‘nment for not takmg action on the conduct of
the Police and Assam Rifles l)'ef(>re, during and after tl'le shooting incident
at Dighoi. He has analysed l}ls 1nf)t101n in thx:ee Parts 3 in one part hie: wants
to criticise Government, particular 1}{ the Police Department, for not taking
action just before the incident, In the second part he refers to failure of
Government to take proper ac;ﬁ‘ofl dur.mg. the mcident, and  the third part
concerns itself with the affair after the incident, Ow, let us see whether - he
stands self-condemned or not, whether the presen Government was in power
before, during and after the incident, so that they deserve censure for their
inability. Now, Sir, it is known to the hon. members of this House that
this Government came mnto power only 3. ‘months back, but this incident
occurred as long before as one year.  So, if any Government is to be cen-
sured, it is not the present .Gf)vel‘n.ment, but the previous Government,
which was at the helm of admlmstra}mn at that time and which my hon.
friend the mover supported.  So, I find absolutely no justification for cen-
suring or criticising this Government.
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With these few words, Sir, I fail to sympathise with the hon. mover.
Srijut BISHNU RAM MEDHT: Mr. Speaker, Sir, I want to say a
few words in reply to the points raised by my hon. friend Mr. Whittaker.
He wants to rely very much on the report of the learned Magistrate who
made enquiries on the spot ; but for his information I would like to tell }31m
that that report of the learned Magistrate was set aside on application before
the Sessions Judge, and a further enquiry was ordered by the learned
Sessions Judge. Moreover, I think strictures were passed avainst the learned
Magistrate in that order. After that order a most unfortunate thing hap-
pened. Under the Defence of India Ordinance all those persons, who
were complainants, were driven out of the place. The Provincial Govern-
ment could not do anything in the matter, but after they had been driven
out from the place it was the duty of the Government now in existence to
give facility to those persons to come to Assam so that another enquiry
might be held and witnesses from different places of India might be brought
up before the trial Court. It is the duty of the present Government to
bring those persons, who would have been'in the position of complainants
and would have been able to give valuable evidence as witnesses
before the Court and appoint impartial lawyers to prosecute the case. On
the whole, a further enquiry was ordered by the District Judge. The present
motion has been brought forward with a view to criticise the Government
because after the disclosure in Sir Manmatha’s report about some charges
made against different officers and after the order of retrial by the Sessions
Judge no action has been taken by the present Government cither to prose-
cute or draw up proceedings against officers on account of dereliction of duty
or bring thOS_e persons, who are witnesses and complainants in the case,
before the trial Court.
That is the whole crux of the case. I quite agree with the hon. mover
of the motion that when there was a distinct order  that there should be a
fresh enquiry, when there was a distinct finding by Sir Manmatha that
there was a dercl_mtion of duty on the part of the Superintendent of Police,
Mr. Routlec_ige, 1t was the duty of the present Government to take action.
We would like to know why the Government have not yet taken any
action against the officers concerned and why no steps have yet been taken
for the prosecution of thoge persons responsible for the death of three inno-
cent labourers on the fatefy] nig'1t of 18th April, 1939.

The Hon’ble Maulavj Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA: On

31,321_“? 2 nformation; Sir, May I know the date of the Sessions Judge’s

Srijut BISHNU RAM MEDHI: I do not exactly remember the date.

Th > -
Lot Sepetgr?l;:: 1'?1?6 Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA : Was

Srijut BISHN U RAM MEDHI: T do not remember the date. The
that. Because thg(‘me up to Government in Novcr_nbcr or something like
District Police Ofﬁcparues were Europeans, the District Magistrate and the

€IS must have sided with them and that may be the

reason why the repg
like that. POrts were not sent to the Government in time—it may be

Khan Bah d
ment sent tg tl}llr Mm{lavi KERAMAT ALI: Was not a copy of the
Srijut BISHN[e] Previous Government ?
know (laughter). TllerSAM MEDHI: I am not the Government. I do not
ed the powers of a fipg; ' another point. I think Mr. Whittaker, who exercis-
¢lass magisirate will appreciate my remark, that on the

judg
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night of the shooting incident an eye witness gave information to Mr., Rput-
ledge, Superintendent of Police that European officers of the Company killed
the labourer. It was the duty of the Superintendent of Police to get the first
information recorded and to direct an enquiry as the information discloses a
cognizable offence. T wish to know why the Superintendent of Police did not
immediately rccord on the first information and get the matter investigated ?
The reason is that the persons accused of are Europeans, and had he directed
his subordinate to record a first information report against them, it would
have.gone very hard against them, Pcople think, he omitted to do his duty
with a view to shicld those officers. Ts it not a dereliction of duty on the
part of Mr. Rout](;dge, a high ufficial, who was deputed there specially for the
purpose of keeping the peace and for the purpose of stopping such serious
offences as murder.  What would have happened had a European been
shot and an Indian was suspected as the culprit ? Immediately an enquiry
and a first information report and arrest of the suspected person irrespective
of the fact whether the case was true or not would have been
made. But what happened  in  this case. The pecople who were
supposed  to  have done the  shooting  were allowed to  roam
from p]acg: o place and no action was taken against them. That
was a dereliction of duty on the part of Mr. Routledge. . Why the Govern-
ment is not taking any actinn against him ? TIs it because he is a BEuropean
officer of high position. T think, these are the reasons why this House should
censure the present Government unless it gives an assurance that action will
be taken against those officers, and the Government gives facility to the
witnesses who have been sent away from the province and bears all the ex-
penses in coming before the trial court. I submit that since these people
have been turned out from Assam, it is the duty of the Government that
they should be brought in by Government at Government expense to give
evidence.

With these remarks, I submit that unless Government give us a
definite assurance that they will take action against the officers, I think, the
cut motion should be accepted by the House.

Mr. JOBANG D. MARAK: Mr. Spea}ket:, Sir,
the motion. We are really sorry for thq tragic incident, but we are help-
less in the matter. So far as I kI’.IO\V, action was taken_b_y the Government
then in power under the direction of the Congrgss High Command, and
this deputation of Sir Manmathanath Mukherji and others was made
according to that direction, and all that was necessary was done, and we
are helpless. So I do not see any reason why the present Government
should be criticised and censured. The incident took place before, or during,
the time of the previous Government.

So, for this reason I oppose this motion.

Khan Bahadur Maulavi KERAMAT ALJ, Mr. Speaker, Sir, so
far as I could follow the hon. mover, he has taken up three points. Firstly,
that the Superi{l’u?ndent of POI}CP:, Mr. Routledge, did not take down the
statement of the informant, who, it is alleged, reported the shooting incident
to the officer. The second is that the case of Ahjr was supervised by the
Superintendent of Police and that he ordered submission of a final report.
And the third is that of Kalpanarayan whose case was

: : enquired into by the
Officer-in-charge of Digboi. So far as the first point ~ "

is concerned, perhaps
my hon. friend does not know that there was an Assistant Superintendent

of Police at Dighoi at that time, and that immediately after the occurrence,
this Assistant Superintendent of Police came to the Magistrate, Mr. P. N.
Das, and reported the matter to him, and the Magistrate at once ran to

I also rise to oppose
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the place of occurence and took up an (-nqln-ryl. .‘\]ll.(-;” "l”gt.(i\.“.('(llll,l‘tn‘:]?z
started there was no necessity on the part ol :(\'l:i-m{“m edge to take dc >
stateéne.{lttofélnsyig;(%’ OﬁA&SLCI;:I}ISSP};;(:[L {{ll!\ I ask the hon. Khan Baha-
dur wllw'g‘lll]er the Superintendent « f Police was present when Mr. PN, Das
wcntﬁ;::ﬁgﬁil;ur Maulavi KERAMAT ALI: He was not present but
: : CH dolice accompanied him.,
e ?,IS:IS;;IX;B;IXQR%ﬁlcsigfollé)g;L]EE Sn a point of information, Sir.
Isdit a fa.ct that the learncd Sessions _Juclgc hold that ‘t‘h?rc ‘wns A dcrcﬂll(‘:-
tion of duty on the part of the pOlllCC 9anrl ordered a [resh enquiry under
. . D 1 .

Sccu%?hllr? gra;x};edf:f]?‘?laluclgili cIJ{O}E:',IC?LAMAT ALI: 'This matter was taken
up to ch(: Sessions Judge and an application was f}lcd before him, .zmdr t}hc
learned Sessions Judge, without coming to any finding as to the merits of t u‘:
case, held that the Magistrate did not act legally in not enquiring into tl}(.
formal complaints filed before him on tlm'-ﬁ same 5111>cht, and therefore
ordered further enquiry into the matter. The case again went up to the
District Magistrate, who perhaps when he fm!nd that there was nol-)()dy to

prosecute, made it over to the Inspector of I"ol:cc, who must have tried .hlS

best to find out the witnesses in support of the Con_lplmnls tl}:u were filed

against the accused people, but as there was no cvidence :wzu]nl;]('...‘.

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOKERJEE : After the people had left under
the Ordinance. . )

Khan Bahadur Maulavi KERAMAT ALI: ) I'he Ordinance came
long after it, and therefore these complainants and witnesses must have been
at Digboi or near about at the time when the I“CCPI‘CIS were sent to the
District Magistrate, but none of them came forw'ard in Or‘d(:.l‘ to push up
their case. It is very probable that the Inspector, in spite of his best eflorts,
failed to get the complainants or any evidence worth the name. _I do not
therefore understand why my hon. friend proposes to censure cither the
Government or Mr, Routledge. . . . )

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOKERJEE: On a point of.mformatlon, Sir,
may I know whether the hon. Khan Bahadur was a retained pleader for
the Company in this case ?

Khas I);ahadur Maulavi KERAMAT ALI: I appeared on be-
half of the Company before Sir Manmatha and, therefore, I know the
facts of the case much better than many of the hon. members.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : He may enquire whether the hon.
member was pleader for any other party. )

e Khan Bahadur Maulavi KERAMAT ALI: But I may inform the
ou

se that the hon, member, Srijut Bishnu Ram Medhi, was"a pleader for
the complainant before the Magistrate.

Srijut BISHNU RAM MEDHI: No, I wasnot. I challenge that

statement. We went there to enquire into the matter on behalf of the
public.
Khan Baha

: dur Maulavi KERAMAT ALI: ButI found in the pro-
ceedings, the names of Srijut Bishnu Ram Medhi and Srijut Debeswar
Sarmah as appearing for the complainants.
. Srijut BISHNU R AN
in fact there was ng formal

Khan Bahaduy Maul
are wrong. The proceed;

MEDHI : I never appeared for the complainant,
complaint so long I was at Digboi. 3
avi KERAMAT ALI: Then the pr ceedings
ngs showed that they cross examined witnesses,
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Now as regards the case of Ahir, this was first reported to the officer-in-
charge and the Magistrate Omaruddin ordered further investigation and
then Mr. Routledge supervised the case and ordered a final report to be
submitted. My hon. friend the mover and my hon. friend Srijut Bishnu
Ram Medhi know it very well t .at after a final report is submitted it goes
to the Magistrate and the Magistrate has to pass the final order as the hon.
Mr. Whittaker has said. Now if a complainant is aggrieved by the order of
the Magistrate or at the final report, he is at liberty to come to a Criminal
Court and put in a formal complaint and then the complaint wili be en-
quired into and a case started. In this case, after the final report was sub-
mitted, the complainant did not come to the Distnict'l\{agistrate. This shows
that either there was no case or he had a weak case and he feared to lodge
a formal complaint and make a statement on oath because, probably, he
knew that if he did that he would be liable for prosecution for bringing a
false case. That clearly indicates that his case was false and the order
of the Superintendent of Police was correct.

As regards Kalpanarayan, his case was enquired into.
gated by the officer in charge of Dighboi and 11}
have gone through the report of Sir Manmatha N
that he had nothing but praise for glm%s officcr and he commended the officer
for the work he did during such a difficult time. Thecefore, I hope the hon.
mover of the cut motion would see his way to withdraw the same,

Mr. C. GOLDSMITH & chfil‘(?ing the Dighoi ‘ituation, the country at
large knows wclﬁl in whose time this Incident took place and also who were
responsible to relieve the people, the public

and the labourers, from their
difficulties. If the Government of Indig took the hel

This was investi-
10pe my hon. friends who
ath Mookherjee have seen

dent of Police or the Magistrate, it was upto the Government of those days
to take objection and make it an all-India question, quarrel with His
Excellency the Governor and then resign. But they did not take that
attitude. I do not know who ‘is responsible for this cowardice, the High
Command or the Assam Minis_try of those days. Now to come with a cut
motion is another bit of cowardice shown by the party sitting opposite.
Srijut GOPJINATH BARDOLOI: T did not Propose to take part in
this discussion. But after what I have heard from the hon. member,
Mr. Goldsmith, I consider it my duty to say a few words in reference to this
ion. Sk o "
1111,0; The unStion as to the strike itself 1S not at iSSUC tO-day s and I consider
it definitely cowardice on the part of t}}e hon. member, Mr, Goldsmith, to
have made a reference to it and take.n 1t as an excuse to use that expression.
The point at issue to-day is th‘lt action wag takgn by this Government, or
might have been taken b_y it, or whether any action was to have been taken
by the last Government in reference to the 1nc1de{1‘ts that took place belore,
during or after the incident of 18th April last, Sir, certain allegations were
being made by both the employers and the employed in reference to the
incidents. Each party were nlaklng out cases which appeared so contradic-
tory in themselves that it was difficult for any Executive Goverhmentito
take any definite line of action 1n regard to them. Therefore, Sir, any Gov-
ernment with any sense of responsibility would have no option but to take
the best advice available through the agency (as we thought) of a person of
the status of a High Court Judge befqrc any action could be taken by them.
Allegations by the Union that the Police Officers were helping the Company
and that these officers had jointly with the Company been recruiting men
were openly made It was alleged also, that certain

. - €Xcesses were com-
mitted by the Police against the members of the Union., But they were
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allegations only and as Executive Government, wo could not take thcn; 1t
anything else than that. These were allegations Imn‘l one side ; but 't “-ll‘:
were counter allegations from the side ()(‘ .tln_c: .(,f)n‘l]):lny also, n.un}(, ,)
that the Union people were using methods of intimidation and many other
allegations' which were much too current in the papers ‘of t;h;xg time. In
such circumstances what was the Government to do ? The 1'11C1d(:11L of the
18th April was by itself the subject matter for a j.udici.al enquiry and all the
judicial procedure that was necessary to be taken m‘thls behalf were, as we
understood being taken. But in so far as the judgment of the Sessions
Judge is concerned, I would definitely tell the House that they did not come
to us for any action to be taken by us. Enquiry into the whole thing
therefore had to be left to the decision of a person who should be b.cyond
any reproach and who should be beyond any control by anybody, partlcglar-
ly of this Government. Therefore, we thought it necessary to appoint a
person, no less than Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee, to discharge the respon-
sibility of enquiring into the whole matter and submitting his report. We
thought that it any action was to be taken it should be done after the reportis
submitted. We did not want to prejudge our Police Officers, nor any person
connected with the allegations. We thought, Sir, that on the basis of the
report some materials would be found on which we would eventually take.
actign ; and itis precisely such action that is wanted in this motion. This
motion does not in itself speak of any action directly against any oflicer or
Ofﬁf:ers. I}ut what it really seeks is to know whether the Government is
taking action or not ; and if so, what action Government is prepared to take.
Despite the findings of Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee the question is whe-
ther the Government is prepared to say that they are not going to take any
action ? I would definitely urge on Government to take action on the report
submlt_ted by no less a person than Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee. That is
the object of the motion and that is the exact position which this motion seeks
to bring out. T hope, the Hon’ble Prime Minister would be able to clear the
position which bhas been brought up by this motion. I am sure the hon.
member who was talking of cowardice of the Congress party would be able
to judge on whom the cap will fit. A7

= The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
thirs. gpbeaker, Sir, I am obliged to the hon. mover of this motion for_raising
i he ate so that the atmosphere may l?e. made clear. I am also ob_hged_to
ac¥io r?l’:ilfrlend the Leader of the Opposition that he had taken businesslike
unfortun;?ughout that matter and even on this cut motion. Sir, it was very
Ty Oile éhat there was a strike at all amongst the labour force of the
selves, the Q ompany. It was very unfortunate for the labourers them-
agitators conilmpany as also the Assam Government that some outside

e extremelucted the strike for a long time without any justification.
affair and thrg;s(l)-r ry to hear that during this time, ther§ was a shooting
departed men andlvis.were lost. M).r_heart goes out in pity for those
raised in this mot-t eir bereaved families, but the issue that has been
indul 1on is very grave. Therefore, Sir, I would ask your

gence to gi : = ; : 4T
for these sp eecﬁé:ff me more than 7 minutes, which is the usua! time-limit

The >
Iauowedltlho:hl:)le the SPEAKER : Yes, it is a very important matter.
same concessi N. mover more than the allotted time and I shall allow the
The I?ISSIO’IllaltO the Hon’ble Premier.
=2 already“‘ivee Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA: I
that the togk rlllmy praise to the Prime Minister and the Police in-charge

y took all precautions they thought necessary to deal with the
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situation. The Prime Minister had a Resident Magistrate placed on the
spot in the person of Maulavi Umaruddin Ahmed. Then there was the
shooting incident in which three lives were lost and he deputed
Babu Pabitra Kumar Das, Magistrate, to enquire and report. Then afier
the reports of these Magistrates were received, he thought that these
allegations and counter-allegations should be enquired into by a man of
eminence of the status of Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee with whom I had
the privilege to work as a fellow Vakil, as well as I practised before him
while he was a Judge. The findings of the report of Sir Manmatha Nath
Mookherjee have been freely used and [ hope the House will bear me out
when I place a few relevant matte s from that.

To start with, as my hon. friend has started with the history of the
strike, I will just place before the House the summary of the findings of
Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee at page 30 of the printed Resolution and
Report which probably my hon. friends have already seen. Itis this:—
1. That the strike was resorted to without any really justifying grievance.
2. That the Labour Union, which was responsible for bringing it into
existence, had notions about the respective rights of Capital and Labour
which are not correct and cannot be justified. 3. That it is far from
established that the Labour Union was conducting its affairs in the way in
which a statutory organisation is expected to do. 4. That there are indi-
cations that many of the strikers themselves had no idea of the grievances
for which they had gone on strike, and it is not at all clear that the strike
resolution represented the wish of the majority ; and further it would
rather scem that once the strike was declared all had to join and keep the
strike going.”” After reading this summary I would place the findings of the
same high personage who had once adorned the highest seat iq the Tribunal
of the Calcutta High Court about t.he conduct. of the strikers and tl_ae
volunteers : ¢ IFrom the talk we had with Maulavi Muhamimad Umaruddin
we got a fair idea of the kind of lawlessness and terrorism that the regi-
ment of volunteers of the Union were practising during the period of the
strike in the name of peaceful picksatting and moral pcrsuasion.' The
account he gave confirmed our conclusions to the same effect, at which we
had arrived on the unimpeachable evidence that. we had before us.”’
I think, Sir, nothing more condemnatory can be sald.about the .COndI:ICt
of the strikers and the regiment of volunteers. I quite sympathise with
the position of the Hon’ble Mi;nstcrs who helcc‘l the rcin of office at the
time. Again it is stated by Sir I\/Ianmatha,. The Deputy Cqmmlssmner
sent us copies of some of the speeches dehvet:’ed at the meetings of the
Union on diverse dates, e.g., on Jupe ]l.t‘h and 24th, August 3rd, 9th and
11th and August 12th. These copies, if they hav? correctly-re-pr'oduced
the speeches, show that the speeches were full of lies and misrepresenta-
tions, highly inflammatory and (}b_]eCthl’lah]e. beyond‘ measure. In these
speeches propaganda of the worst ,o;m was ,belixg ca}‘rled on, charging the
Ministry and especially the Hon’ble the Premier with weakness and bad
faith, inciting the audience to violence and €gging on them to be resolute
and unbending.”

Sir, with this backgr cund we Coul'd really see that officers whether the
magistracy or the police, had a very difficult time before them and this also
has been clearly stated by Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee while he had to
discuss the conduct of the different officers—the Magistrates as well as the
Police. Sir, I will start with the Police first. After reviewing the matter
that was placed befor'e tll.Cm,.Sir Manmatha speaks thus of Mr., Misra,
Officer-in-charge of Dlgb01 Police Station. * This Officer had a singularly
strenuous time and, as far as I can judge, he did his best to hold the
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scales even between the parties.”  Sir, there is nbsolutcly' Qothu}g against
this officer. Next Mr. Chaudhury. His case refers to Tinsukia, so we
are not concerned with him. About Mr. Lloyd Rees, the Addmopal
Superintendent of Police. Against this off cer there was an allegation
that ¢ he unnecessarily searched the persons of some voluntccrs. and.that
on that occasion he took away from the pocket of one S.uraj Bah', an
Assistant Commander of the volunteers, a note-book which contained
3 Government Currency notes of Rs.10 each and never returned them
to him.”

: Adjournment

The Assembly then adjourned for lunch till 2 p.m.
After lunch

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADDULLA :
Mr. Speaker, Sir. I was addressing the House before the recess about
allegations against the Additional Superintendent of Police, Mr. Lyod Rees.
I will again quote the allegation against this officer. ¢ (a) It is said that
on the night of June 2nd, 1939, this Officer unnecessarily searched the
persons of some volunteers and that on that occasion he took away from the
pocket of one Suraj Bali, an Assistant Commander of the volunteers, a note-
book which contained 3 Government Currency notes of Rs. 10 each and
never returned them to him. () It is also said that on the night of June
4th, 1939, the officer abused a Volunteer Captain named Akaddas Ali, struck
him 3 or 4 times on the head with a torch and also declared that he would
beat him in the presence of all if he did not go away to his own quarters.”
Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee says, “that so far as (a) is concerned, it is
denied by the Officer. There may have been a search for weapons but the
story of “the snatching away of the note-book containing the 3 Government

Errency notes is unbelievable even upon the evidence of the two witnesses
XleOCS)(f)illlght to prove it, having regard to what, according to them was said by
4 iqtrz(;r at }tlhe time. As regards (b), the incident was enquired into by the

¢ 1 Ern X €, va o as the result of thc‘e.nqmry wrote to the Union as follows :(—
e recg Inform you that the Addltlgnal S.upcrmtcndcnt of Police had to
fotrhd rcl)lal'se: to search as on the previous nights some persons were actually
concealed ming about late at night in suspicious circumstances with
Poletice WZVCapor_ls and also for the fact that nightly occurrences of
Captain A‘ll;zcigkmg place. So far as the question of assault on Volunteer
Police informe as Ali is concerned, the Additional Superintendent of
no intention orfne that except for having a pure joke with him he had
that at my su Cta;usmg any offence to him. You are presumably aware
Sadhu Singh g}}gss lon the Additional Superintendent of Police called in
exPreSSCd,Drcgret fnext day and exp]ame'd the actual position to him and
understand, you h:r the misapprehension caused by his action. As I
tive of the A]1.1nd-Ve made a grievance of this matter befort_a a representa-
tendent of Police’ = C"ng_l'ess Committee despite the Additional Superin-
any further actios.expl‘esmng rcgret for his action, I do not think that
the Magistrate nlm the matter is now called for on my part > . This is
follows ;<< 1 iSkE‘tter, Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee remarks as
expression of 0k the matter should have been closed down with the
regret by the Officor > ,

Now from the g % e Officer. :

Mr. Routledge the Peech, T find that the main criticism is directed against
Sir Manmatha Nath qui(rlntt;nden_t of Police. As regards Mr. Routledge,
few specific char : 00 herjc?e said as follows :—* With the exception of a
g¢s the allegations against this Officer were of a general

-
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nature, amounting to bias and partiality in favour of the Company a-nd
against the Union, but extending over a variety of matters.” Three specific
cases have been placed before the House by my hon. friend the mover of
the motion and on that he wants to base his indictment against

Mr. Routledge. These three charges can- have some bearing upon
the conduct of Mr. Routledge.

The first one is the case about the
accidental or intentional knocking down of one Kalpanath Mazumdar.
As regards the fact that the occurrence took place, there can be no doubt.
The question is whether it was, as alleged, on behalf of the Union or
accidental, as alleged, on behalf of the Company. The Magistrate
Mr. Umaruddin has said :(—¢ A complaint was made to me and I sent the
case for investigation. Lateron I met the investigating officer and from
what I ascertained from him I concluded that the case would be senton a
charge-sheet.

Later on the Superintendent of Police supervised the case
and ordered the submission of final report.”

Sir, here Sir Manmatha
Nath Mookherjee opines as follows:— It is difficult, in my opinion, to
make out how, in either view,—intentional or accidental,—a trial could
be escaped.

But the charge levelled against the Company’s Medical Officer
(by Kalpanath) has been completely negatived ‘as the injuries on

examination were found to be mere small abrasions on the left knee
requiring no medical assistance.

Kalpanath’s own evidence that he went
about limping for a mile or more is also sufficient for this purpose’.

I put it to the hon. members of the House to say whether any reliance
could be placed upon the statement of this Kalpanath after Sir Manmatha
Nath Mookherjee’s view about his reliability as to the second part of his com-
plaint. The case was supervised by Mr. Routledge and thercfore the charge -
has been levelled against him that he was biased against that man and so he
did not submit the charge but the fact that Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee
had to find fault with Kalpanath’s statement about his allegation against the
Company’s Medical Officer clearly shows that his allegation was baseless.
There were only small abrasions which required no medical assistance. ;

Now I shall deal with the case regarding the assaul: on Kamal Ahir.
Here also I find that Sir Manmatha Nath Mookherjee held the view, ‘‘the
Officer-in-charge of Digboi thana took Gurdit Singh to the thana with the
spear. What was found in the investigation is not clear, but the result
was that the case was not sent up.” Now- whatever may be the case an
allegation has been made against the Supermtendel:lt of Police but he was
in no way implicated in the result of that case. Sir, I would now go into
the occurrence of firing incident that took place on the night of the 18th,
i.e., the fateful night. But, Sir, suffice it for me to say that Sir Manmatha
Nath Mookherjee’s report does not touch that part because it was beyond his
jurisdiction. At page 28 of the printed report, Sir, I ind that Sir Manmatha
says :—¢ Obviously, it is not possible for us to omment on this statement,
for the firing incident is outside the scope of our enquiry.”  Therefore, we
have got no finding or pranouncement beyond that of the Magistrate as
regards the unfortunate occurrences on the night of the 18th, April. I have
placed all these facts in Ol‘del‘. to show, Sir, whether this Government
deserves any censure. The motion refers to criticising Government for not
taking action on thga co_ndgct ot the Police and Assam Rifles before, during
and after the shooting incident at Dighoi °. Sir, the shooting incident ,as
has already been stated was on the 18th of April and from the 18th of April
to the 17th-of November there was 2 space of six months during which my
hon. friends on the opposite held the reins of Government, Thoy could
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take any steps they liked against ‘he officers who did not follox'v thcnc;‘
instructions. They did not do that. Probably they had a very goos
reason, for as the learned Leader of the Opposition has ‘.?tat(:d, there were
only allegations and no legal findings. Even now, Sir, there are only
allegations and no judicial finding, because the finding of Sir ..\:I;m‘ma-tha,
in spite of his eminence as a Judge, cannot be treated as a judicial finding.
The Opposition have said that we have taken no action to conduct the
prosecution which the Sessions Judge had ordered. But if we have not
taken any action in this matter, we are not to be blamed, for the learned
Sessions Judge gave every opportunity to the then Government to intcrest
themselves in this prosecution. Sir, my friend Khan Bahadur Keramat .Ah
informs me and he had the best opportunity to know as he was appearing
on behalf of the Oil Company in this matter—that che Government was
served with a notice by the Sessions Judge to appear in the revision case,
but the Government chose to remain absent. If they had appeared, they
would have been cognisant of the result or the order passed by the
Sessions Judge. So far as I remember, the Sessions Judge passed orders
early in September and the then functioning Government was continuing
for nearly two and a half months after that order. If they did not take
any action, we should not be visited with their sins of omission or
commission. .

_ Then, Sir, it has been said that the witnesses in that case had been
driven away. This is much too sweeping a remark to make.  After the
higher authoritics, I mean the Central Government, declared Digboi as a
protected area, orders of externment were passed against some of the so-
called leaders, who may better be described as agitators, after the finding of
Sir Manmatha. Except Mr. Pramanik—who is not a native of this
province and had absolutely no interest either in the Company or its
employ§cs, and one or two others, the rest were repatriated on their own
sweet w11.l at the €xpense of the Company., If any of those people wanted
to bring in any complaint against some employeces of the Company, they
were perfectly at liberty to do so. The Company paid them their railway
fare and also the fare for their families. They paid them their full bonus as
well as their provident fund and asked them to vacate their houses and sent

th7m away,
a;ld 'Sflf’hl have very carefully gone through the report of Sir Manmatha,
e ld da{1 any definite finding of Sir Manmatha that Mr. Routlege had
thg(:ch;i hIShPOWcrs, I would have at once jumped upon him. The fact
Tines exasma' 1§h European Officer would not have stood in the way. I
carcfully ui’?/h all the materials that appear in Sir Manmatha’s report
the VOluﬁteers at I find is that the Police had a very trying time and that
1anessness_\t}’1m Lhe name of picketting, were responsible for all kinds of
was a little Ove(;?] ad actually taken the law into their own hands. If there
hon. friend. Willzcalousness on the part of some of the Police, I hope my
just now healipg e’x:flgse them, instead of raking up the old sore which is
in the report of that S an?lys;is of the facts of the case, asis evidenced
there is hardly 4y, €minent judicial luminary, Sir Manmatha, .1 believe

Srijut LAKSYH(Ese for censuring the present Government. [/
Premier hag got t SVAR BOROOAH : May I know what the Hon’ble
Police and the Mil(') *3y about the finding of Sir Manmatha about the
'fary giving aid to the Assam Qil Company ?

aulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
what was necessary forttlﬁecan be said that the Police did anything beyond
that the loyal worke preservation of law and order. It was necessary
crs should be protected, and therefore whenever they
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left their work the Police or the Assam Rifles escorted them to their
residences. Similarly when the Company was faced with the dire necessity
of recruiting not only for the principal business of the Company but also
for their household servants, they had, in order to be safeguarded from
molestation by this volunteer organisation, to take the shelter of the Police
escort. In this, Sir, I do not think the Police had exceeded their legitimate
duties.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER: The question is:

¢ That the provision of Rs.47,304 under Grant No.14, Major head—
29.—Police, Minor head—B.—District Executive Force, Sub-head—
(a)—District Police—1.—Pay of Officers (total), at page 98 of the Budget,
be reduced by Rs.101, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.23,52,100
do stand reduced by Rs.101.”

The Assembly divided

Ayes—40
1. Babu Akshay Kumar Das. 21. Srijut Lakshesvar Rorooah.
2. Mr. Arun Kumar Chanda, 22, Babu Lalit Mohan Kar.
3. Mr. Baidyanath Mookerjee. 23. Srijut Mahadev Sarma.
1. Babu Balaram Sircar. 24. Srijut Mahi Chandra Bora.
5. Srijut Bepin Chandra Medhi. 25. Mr. Naba Kumar Dutta.
6. Babu Bipin Bihari Das. 26. Srijut Omeo Kumar Das.
7. Srijut Bisnu Ram Medhi. 27. Srijut Paramananda Das.
8. Babu Dakshinaranjan Gupta 28. Babu Nirendra Nath Dev.

Chaudhuri.

29. Srijut g ]
9. Srijut Ghanashyam Das. 9. Srjut Purna Chandra Sarma

30. Babu Rabi Yo
10. Srijut Gaurikanta Talukdar. abu Rabindra Nath Aditya

11. Srijut Gopinath Bardoloi. 31. Srijut Rajani Kanta Barooah.

12. Srijut Haladhar Bhuyan. 32. Srijut Rajendra Nath Barua.

13. Babu Harendra Narayan 33. Srijut Ram Nath Das.

Chaudhuri. ) 34. Srijut Sankar Chandra Barua.
14. Srijut Jadav Prasad Chaliha.

35. Srijut Sarveswar B
15. Srijut Jogendr2 Chandra Nath. arua.

36. Babu  Shibendra Chandra

16. Srijut Jogeschandra Gohain Biswas.

17. Srijut Kameswar Das. 37. Srijut Siddhi Nath Sarma.

18. Babu Kamini Kumar Sen. 38. Maulavi Md. Ali Haidar Khan.
19. Babu Karuna Sindhu Roy. 39. Mr. Fakhruddin Ali Ahmed.

20. Srijut Krishna Nath Sarmah. 40. Srijut Bideshi Pan Tanti.



700

1. The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid
Sir Muhammad Saadulla.

2. The Hon’ble Srijut Rohini
Kumar Chaudhuri.

3. The Hon’ble Maulavi Munaw-
war Ali.

4. The Hon’ble Srijut Hirendra
Chandra Chakravarty.

5. The Hon’ble Xhan Sahib
Maulavi  Mudabbir Hussain
Chaudhuri.

6. The Hon’ble Dr. Mahendra
Nath Saikia.

7. The Hon’ble Maulavi Abdul
Matin Chaudhuri.

8. The Hon’ble Kbhan Bahadur

Maulavi Sayidur Rahman.
9. The Hon’ble Miss Mavis Dunn.

10. The Hon’ble Srijut Rupnath
Brahma.

1%. Srijut  Jogendra Narayan
Mandal.

12. Babu Kalachand Roy.

13. Maulavi Abdul Aziz.

i4. Maulavi Abdul Bari Chau-
dhury.

15. Maulana Abdul Hamid Khan.

16. Khan Bahadur Hazi Abdul
Majid Chaudhury.

17. Maulavi Abdur Rahman.

18. Maulavi Syed Abdur Rouf.

19. Maulavi Md. Abdus Salam.

20. Maulavi Dewan Muhammad
Ahbab Chaudhury.

21. Maulavi Dewan Ali Raja.

22. Maulavi . Muhammad Amir-
uddin.

23. Mf.ulavi Muhammad Amjad
Ali.
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Noes—54

24, Maulavi Ashrafuddin Md.
Chaunhury.

25. Maulavi Badaruddin Ahmed.

26. Khan Bahadur Dewan Eklimur
Roza Chaudhury.

27. Naulavi Ghyasuddin Ahmed.

28. Maulavi Jahanuddin Ahmed.

29. Khan Bahadur Maulavi
Keramat Al

30. Maulavi Muhammad Maqbul
Hussain Chaudhury.

31. Maulavi Matior Rahman Mia.

32. Maulavi Mabarak Ali.

33. Khan Bahadur Maulavi
Mufizur Rahman.

34. Maulavi Muzarrof Ali Laskar.

35. Maulavi Namwar Ali Bar-
bhuiya.

36, Maulavi Sheikh Osman Ali
Sadagar.

37. Shams-ul-Ulama Maulana Abu
Nasr Md. Wi:heed.

38. Mr. A. H. Ball. '

39. r. A. F. Bendall.

40. Mr. F. W. Blennerhassett.

41. Mr. N. Dawson.

42. Mr. W. R. Faull.

43. Mir. D. B. H. Moore. ;

44. Mr. C. W. Morley.

45. Mr. R. A. Palmer,

46. Mr. A. Whittaker.

47. Mr. Benjamin Ch. Momin.

48. Srijut Bhairab Chandra Das.

49. Srijut Binode Kumar J. Sarwan.

50. Rev. L. Gatphoh.

51. Mr. C. Goldsmith.

52. Mr: Jobang D. Marak.

53. Srijut Khorsing Terang.

54. Srijut Rabi Chandra Kachari

The motion was negatived.

The Hom’ble the SPEAKER :

hour and that time I allotted to ‘Registration’.
can devote some more time to this demand.

demand up to 3 p. m.

Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN :

be reduced by Rs. 101, ..,
do stand reduced by Rs. 101.

We got ample time from the question

It was not utilised. So we
I propose to go on with this

2l: Mr. Speaker, Sir, I beg to move that
the provision of Rs.15,49,579 under Grant No. 14. Major head—29.—Police,
Minor head—B.—District Executive Force — (a).—District Police Sub-head—
2.—Pay of Establishment—(i)—Police Force (total), at page 98 of the Budget,

the amount of the whole grant of Rs. 23,52,100
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Sir, I move this motion to discuss about the undesirability of post-
ing Inspector and Sub-Inspector of Police within same district for more than
3 years. During the current session, in reply to a certain question, the
Hon’ble Premier was pleased to state that the principle of the Government
was not to allow Police Officers of the cadre of Inspector and Sub-Inspector
to serve in the same district for more than 5 years and 3 years respectively.
But I want to submit that though it is the declared policy of Government
that such officers should not serve in one particular district for more than
a particular period, we find that in practice this policy is not given effect to.
Sir, one gentleman is serving as Inspector of Police in the Habiganj town
for more than 5 years. Sir, on various occasions we have noticed that
though the hon. members of the House, who are the real representa-
tives of the people of the province, are opposed to allow particular
officers to remain in the same station for more than a particular period,
and though it is also the declared policy of the Government, this policy is
not translated into action. Sir, I would urge upon the Hon’ble Premier to
see that the officers of this particular department are not allowed to remain
in the same station for more than 3 years. If any principle is enunciated,
my submission is that the Government should be alert that it is given effect
to. With these words, I commend my motion for its acceptance.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

That the provision of Rs.15,19,579 under Grant No. 14, Major hecad—
29.—Police, Minor head—B.—-District Executive Force—(a)—District Police,
Sub-head—2.—Pay of Establishment—(i)—Police force (total), at page 98 of
the Budget, be reduced by Rs.101, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of
Rs.23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs. 101.

Srijut LAKSHESVAR BOROOAH : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I rise to say a
few words in support of the wholesome principle involved in this motion.

Sir, when a public officer is allowed to stay in a particular place for a
long period, he naturally creates likes and dislikes for people surrounding the
locality, and as such their investigations into cases and their works, generally
are liable to be tarnished by their likes and dislikes. So, Sir, it is in the fit-
ness of things that Police Officers should not be allowed to stay in a particu-
lar place for more than 3 years. I take this opportunity to mention before
the House that the Inspector of Police placed in Tinsukia has been in the
locality for more than 5 years. So also is the case with Officer-in-charge =t
Digboi, and his likes and dislikes for this party or that paity have been evi-
dent in most cases. Therefore, I urge upon the Government to take imme-
diate steps to have those officers transferred. With these few words, Sir

I support the motion.

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA -
Mr. Speaker, Sir, as I sgated' in rcply to a question put by my hon. friend
Babu Bipin Behari Das this SCSS.IOII‘, an Inspector is allowed to serve
ordinarily for 10 years 1n thc same dl.StI‘ICt and 5 years in one subdivision
whereas for Sub-Inspectors t_he rule is the general rule of 3 years at one sta:
tion. By means of this motion my hop. friends have drawn the attention of
Government to the fact that certain Police Officers have becn stationed in
particular areas for more than the stated period. Sir, T am not in a
position to say why they hav-e been thprc; so long, but I can assure the hon.
members that I will take their suggestions into consideration. I would also
see, Sir, whether the ru!e for Tnspectors should not be the same as for
Sub-Inspectors. On this assurance, I hope my hon. friend will sce his way
to withdraw the motion.
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Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN: After hearing the Hon’ble Premier,
I beg leave of the House to withdraw mv motion.
The motion was, by leave of the House, withdrawn. . .
Srijut KAMESWAR DAS: Sir, I beg to move that the [)rovxsmn1 o
Rs. 20,28,207 under Grant No. 14, Major hcad_—2()..—~Pol'xcc, Minor hczz(_._
B.—District Executive Force, Sub-head—(a)—District Police (total), at page
95 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs. 101, i.e., the amount of the whole grant
of Rs. 23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs. 101 ) _ ) p
Sir, the purpose of bringing this motion is o l)rm'g to the notice o
Government the necessity of having more police stations in the Barpeta sub-
division of the Kamrup district. ) .
Sir, evidently this is not a censure motion ; 1t is to urge upon the Gov-
ernment for more police stations in the subdivision. The population of the
subdivision has increased twofold since the year 1921. In 1921 the population
of the subdivision was less than two lakhs, and it is now in the neighbourhood
of four lakhs. In 1921, the population occupied more or less compact arcas
covering about half the subdivision, and the rest of the subdivision was covered
by beels, swamps, marshy places, rivers, reserves and other things. At
the present moment there are people residing in every guarter of the
subdivision. There are about 1,200 such villages in the subdivision,
and the number of thanas there js only 4. In 1921 the number was 3.
Sir, the communication in the subdivision is very bad ; there is no commu-
nication facility worth the name. Some of the police stations are located at
more than 40 miles from the furthest corners under their jurisdictions.
There are no roads. Most of the areas there remain under water for a perid
of about 9 months of the year.” Just before the rains and just after the rajins
difficulties of transport facilities increase hundre-fold. Plying of boats, or
foot-trafﬁc become impossible, All these make it very difficult for the Police
to eﬁfectlvely deal with the crimes that now take place in abundance in the
su.bdwision at various distances sometimes more than 40 miles away. Again
with the increase of pPopulation crimes have also increased. Serious cases
are often left undetected. It is the opinion of the local officers also that
unless_ there be some more police stations in the subdivision, effective
checking of crimes or dealing with them when committed is impossible.
Under ?.11 these circumstances, I hope the Government will consider the
suggestion that I haye placed before them, and will take steps to hava some
more police stations in the subdivision as early as possible.

Ous\é\hth these (,bservations, I commend my motion to the acceptance of the

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

29_~ngl?:§ tI\};Iq Provision of Rs.20,28,207 under Grant No.14, Major head—
ik POfiCe inor head~B.—District Executive Force, Sub-head——(a)-—-
theBenaap o (total), at page 95 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.101, 1.,
Sl of the whole grant of Rs.23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs.101.”

my i ;‘:} IGCEANASHYAM DAS: Mor. Speaker, Sir, I shall be failing in
friend, $1iju 1 1ot add some words in support of the motion which my hon.
that-the motiona;neswar Das has brought forward. It is really unfortunate
motion woulg B as been moved in this form. I would have been glad if this
besduse it Concer‘rf]e '_)een_ a censure motion. It is all the more unfortunate
mined not (o taje S the Barpeta subdivision. The Government have deter-
a question of this‘ ény Suggestions from Barpeta. (I must say that it is not
Overnment or that Government.) If any question is
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brought forward regarding the improvement of the Barpeta Subdivision it
has been the customary policy of the Government not to answer the question
Or to give an evasive reply stating that the Subdivisional Officer, or some
one else, will look into this. Sir, I sent one question to impress on the
Government that some more  thanas are necessary in the Barpeta Subdivi-
sion, but Government have not answered that question—perhaps I will not
get an answer in this session, or will get an answer after we have gone from
here.

Sir, I think it is a pity that the Government have not looked to the
Barpeta Subdivision even in this point. The population of the Subdivision
has increased, and along with the growth of the population crime has also
increased. Sir, for the information of the House I may tell the hon. members
that 10 or 12 murder cases have remained undetected and untraced this year.
Is it not a pity that the Government and their Police Administration should
be so bad in the subdivision ? TIs it not a glaring neglect on the part of
this Government ? My hon. {riend Srijut Kameswar Das has stated that
the population has increased and with it crime has also increased to such
an extent that the present police ¢hanas and staff have not been able to cope
with the growih of the crimes in the Subdivision. Sir, is it not the duty of
the Government to check crimes and to increase the number of thanas.  Sir,
Bagbar and Sorukhetri Mauzas are far away from present police tranas.
And I think the Government should establish two thanas, one at Bagbar
and another at Sorukhetri. For the information of the House, I may tell
one thing that in Bengal for every fifty thousands of population there is one
thana. Here also there has been an increase in crimes with the influx of
immigrants. So, is it not necessary that in every fifty thousands of popula-
tion there should be one #ana in the subdivision ? = Even if you compare
with other subdivisions, the police thanas in the Barpeta Subdiv1s.10n is far
less. T am told that in Mangaldai and in other places the police thanas
there have to deal with less number of cases. .So, Sir, I think .Cto.vernment
will look into these points and will try to give Barpeta subdivision more
thanas. .

Maulavi ABDUR RAHMAN : May I know what will be the number
of crimes in the subdivision ? Can he give us an idea ? )

Srijut GHANASHYAM DAS}; ngqrr}r?eré_t wﬁl gwte those figures,

i . r may look into the Administration Report.

& th’i‘ll:znﬂn;:’liﬁz MZulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
Mr. Speaker, Sir, the last speaker characterised that successive Governments
have treated Barpeta or rather the suggestions from the hon. members from
that Subdivision, like irate parents neglectmg thfs child. It is quite true
that Barpeta subdivision has increased in population by nearly a hundred
per cent. during the last 20 years. Formerly there were only three thanas
in that subdivision. But if I remember arlght about 1933 or 1934 T added
one more thana. But now that my hon. friends say that as these 4 {hanas
are not capable of looking after the p€ace, law af_ld protecti
that vast area which has now been Cu!tlvated by influx of outside populatien,
two more thanas are wanted. I will be very happy to supply them if
this Hon. House will vote the demand for expenses. It has been suggested
that the number of serious crimes have increased. I have looked into the
figures and I find that there was tremendous increase between the years
1933-35. But since then the number of crimes are very nearly stagnant and
ot increasing.

; IS];:-i;ut KgAMESWAR DAS:
year and there were as many as 10
months.

on of property in

It has increased very much in the current
to 12 murder cases during the las nine
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The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULL:A:
I am sorry to hear that Barpeta Subdivision of Assam is trying 1o vie with
the North Western Provinces where the monthly number of murders
amounts to 40 to 50. Anyway, as I said, I shall be very glad to help my
hon. friends if not with two but with one more thana in the subdivision if a
case is made out and I hope they will give me their support when I come
before the House for voting the supplies therefor. Incidentally, I must thank
my hon. friends from the opposition for bringing in this cut motion.

For this is an indirect way of giving a good certificate to the Police who
have been more sinned against than sinning. If the Police were an evil, as
they are often painted then my hon. friends would not have asked for
increasing police stations. The fact that with the increase in population and
with the increase in crime, Police are wanted in larger numbers clearly
shows that the Police is responsible for peace, order and protection of both
lives and property of the people.

As I am willing to meet my friends’ demand and give them a thana
as soon as possible, I hope the hon. mover will see his way to withdraw the
motion.

. Srijut KAMESWAR DAS: After I have heard the Hon’ble Prime
Minister, 1 b(;g leave of the House to withdraw my motion.
The motion was, by the leave of the House, withdrawn.

Babu DAKHSHINARANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI : Sir, I beg
to move that the provision of Rs.!,22,502 under Grant No.14, Major Head—
29.—Police, Minor head—G.—Criminal Investigation Department (total),
at page 107 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.100, i.e., the amount of the
who]e_grant of Rs.23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs.100.

Sir, while we look to the activities of the Criminal Investigation Depart-
ment one is tempted to call the Department, “Crime Manufacturing Depart-
ment”. We have heard what the two hon. members have said already,
I mean Srijut Lakshesvar Borooah and Srijut Karuna Sindhu Roy. They
have been watched. Their letters have been intercepted many times, they
have .misscd letters which have not reached the destination. I find that the
activities of our young men who are healthy and stout are observed by these
people. Also we note that in a public meeting these people go in plain
clothes and take report at random and also we find that the steps of every
young man who works in the cause of the public are dogged by the people
who work in this Department. With the coming of the Congress Coalition
Goverpment in 1939, people got some relief and they are breathing a free air.
But with the coming in of the present Government again, we are left in the
91d order of things and with the declaration of the war our troubles have
increased and the movements of even hon. members of this House are
watc’hc-d. By this cut motion I want to bring this matter to the notice of the
fI:Ion ble Premier and T would ask him that he will see that the people have

regdorn of opinion and expression and their movements are not watche
and nobody would like to have his steps dogged.

With these words, I move my motion and I do not like to take any

more time of th = ]
the Hon. Speak:r,Hous'C’ since I have been allowed only two minutes bPY

:l".'he Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :
29.. PTlhat the_ provision of Rs.1,22,502 under Grant No.14, Major Hgad"‘
at.pa gi%e{ Minor head—G.—Criminal Investlgatlop Department (total),
wholég : of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.100, i.e., the amount of the
grant of R.s,23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs.100,”
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The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
Mr. Speaker, Sir, my hon. friend says that this Crimin
Department is there to stifle the activities of the law-abi
think, this is a contradiction in itself. I[ the
Police will go near them. It is only those who cngage themselves in sub-
versive activities that their steps are dogged and were dogged even before this
Ministry came to ﬁmctior}.‘ So it cannot be said that Government has
hampered the lawful activities of the citizens of the province, Next, Sir, the
fact up till now that there has bccn. neither any prosecution of newspapers nor
of any speakers who in no uncertain words have tried to create disaffections
between the people and His Majesty’s Government and to arouse communal
feeling— clearly shows that Government has not up tll now taken any
repressive measures. Then it is ill-befitting that such a Government should
be censured for the alleged misbechaviour of the Criminal Investigaticn
Department.

Babu DAKSHINARANJAN GUPTA CHAUDHURI ;
Hon’ble Premier mean to say that Mr. K
Mr. Lakshesvar Borooah are engaged in the suby

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHTAMMAD SAADULLA : I
am not sure about Mr. Karuna Sindhu Roy. He is engaged in agrarian
movement which is causing great trouble in the Sylhet di;u:ict. I do not
know whether it is a subversive movement or not. So far as Mr. Lakshesvar
Borooah is concerned, we know that before the strike he used to go to
Digboi and address mecetings every week end.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : The question is :

“That the provision of Rs 1,22/502 under Grant No. 14, Major head
—29.—Public, Minor head— G.—Criminal Investigation Department (total),
at page 107 of the Budget. be reduced by Rs.100, 7.e., the amount of the
whole grant of Rs.23,52,100 do stand reduced by Rs.100.”

The motion was negatived.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : The question is:

That a sum not exceeding Rs.23,52,100 be granted to defray the
charges which will come in the course of payment during the year ending on
the 31st March, 1941, for the administration of the head ’29.—Police .

The motion was adopted.

GRANT No.33

AND ADVANCES BEARING AND NOT BEARING
SR INTEREST).

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUFFAHMAD SAADULLA: On
the recommendation of His Excellency the; Governor of Assam, T beg, Sir,
to move that a sum not exceeding Rs.4,62,000 be granted to defray the
charges which will come in the course of payment during the ycar ending
on the 31st March, 1941, for the administration of the head ““Loaps and
Advélr}ﬁis}ion’ble the SPEAKEB : Motion moved :

“ That a sum not exceeding Rs.4,82,000 be granted to defray the
charges which will come 1n th_e course of payment during the year ending on
31st March 1941, for the administration of the hcad Loans and Advances .

Srijut KAMESWAR DAS: €8 to move that the provision
of Rs.30,000 under Grant No 33, Major head—1I oans and Advances,
etc., Minor head—B.—Loans and "Advances by the Provincial Govern-

ments, Sub-h(’ad—Loans. to Municipalities, Port Funds, etc., Detailed
head—Loans to Local Bodies, at Page 208 of the Budget, be réduced by
Rs.100, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.4,82,000 do stand
reduced by Rs.100. par3 :

al Investigation
ding citizens. I
people are law-abiding, no

Does the
aruna  Sindhu Roy and
ersive movement ?
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Sir, the object cf my bringing this motion is to criticise the action Q"thc
Government for not sanctioning a loan of Rs.10,000 to the Municipality of
Barpeta. This loan was applied for by the Municipality as early as Fehru-
ary 1939 and the decision of the Provincial Government is still awaited.
The Municipality had to send reminders after reminders but to no cffect.
The first application was made on the 14th February, 1939 to the Deputy

Commissioner, Kumrup. A reminder was next sent to the same oflicial in
March, 1939. After about a couple of months, the Commissioner of Divi-
sions enquired of the Municipality as to the method of redeemning the
same loan. The Municipality 1eplied to the same query as carly as April
1939 and in the same month, the Commissioner informed  the Municipality
that the application for the loan had been forwarded to the local Govern-
ment and that Government’s orders are awaited. Sir, so many months
have passed in the meantime and we do not know what has been done with
the loan application. Till now the Municipality has not been informed as to
whether the loan will or will not be sanctioned. The Government cannot
deny that the Municipality of Barpeta is a very poor one. The roads are
vary bad indeed. There are pressing needs from various sides. The loan
was applied for the improvement of communications, for improvement
and construction of several buildings and for the purpose of expansion of
education. Already there has been so much delay. I hope after consider-
ing the facts I have laid before the Government, they will be in a position
to give us a satisfactory reply and sece their way to sanction the loan as
soon as possible, With these remarks, I commend my motion for the
acceptance of the House.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

“That the provision of Rs.30,000 under Grant No.33, Major head—
Loans and Advances, etc., Minor head—B.—Loans and Advances by the
Provincial Governments, Sub-head—Loans to Municipalities, Port Funds,
etc., Detailed head—Loans to Local Bodies, at page 2(8 of the Budget, be
reduced by Rs.100, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.4-,82‘b00 do
stand reduced by Rs.100.”

) Srijut GHANASHYAM DAS: Mr. Speaker, Sir. I am unfortunate
in the sense because I am not the repository of all the documents as my
hpn. friend Mr. Kameswar Das.  Perhaps the Chairman of Barpeta Muni-
Clpal{ty did not care to inform me what he did on behalf of the Barpeta
Mun}01pality. So far as I hear from Mr. Kameswar Das that the Muni-
cipality has applied for a loan of Rs.10,000 for the improvement of the town.
Sir, nobody will deny that the people of Barpeta are very poor. The sub-
division is  backward in every respect — in “point of education,
ll;lut pSo_mt . of communication and in point of  sanitation too.
e ’fOI}rt’h‘g,}tlat I can urge upon the Governmelzlt is to h_avc pity and sympa-
S el mer?vv\:;r}ll. hFhere are alsq men who like to live like men — there
farts Tke o al? aI\f'C}?ame f'ee]u}gs anc} same sense of. status and of cor;_l;
from the Goyenn, the Gauhati Subdivision can enjoy so much benefi

S ahE Goo nment and if Tezpur Subdivision can tfzkc so much ’]oan
Subdivicic, S(}flrnrlndent, I do not find any reason why this loan to Barpeta
With these fev:-)u be neglected and shogld not be recommended and given:

The Hon’meisls’ I support the motion.

Mr. Speaker Sire f‘aulav1 Saiyid S.ll‘ MUHAMMAD SAADUI_LA :
MOtior, St 5e > Irom the speech delivered b}{ the hon. mover of this cut
> 1L 1s apparent that if any Government is to be censured it will be
censuring the Government s onsored by himi. He says that in 1939 he
applied and within two e s 1 cC Py A ys that in
the matter had b months he got a reply from the Commlsslonm: that
ecn referred to the then Government. I am speaking as
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Head of the Finance Department and T can tell my hon. friend that no such
proposal has. been put to me, through the proper channel. I mean, th(? Local
Self-Government Department. I wonder if my Hon’ble friend the Minister-
in-charge has got the file with him but I can assure my hon. frlqllgl t.hat
they need not be jealous of Gauhati or Tezpur or an y other I\/Iun_lcupahty.
I am prepared to lend this money to the Barpeta Municipality provided the
scheme of repayment has been approved both by their Board as well as by
the Commissioner.  As soon as I get the scheme approved by the Munici-
pality and the Commissioner, I will pass appropriate order.
Srijut KAMESWAR DAS :  After hearing the Hon’ble the Premier, I
do not like to press the motion and I beg leave of the House to withdraw it,
The motion was, by leave of the House, withdrawn.
The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : The question is :
“That a sum not exceeding Rs.4,82,000 be granted to defray the charges
which will come in the course of payment during the year ending on the
3lst March, 1941, for the administration of the head Loans and Advances.”
The motion was adopted.

GRANT NO. 18
(37. — EDUCATION OTHER THAN EUROPEAN)

The Hon’ble Srijut ROHINI KUMAR CHAUDHURI : On the recom-
mendation of His Excellency the Gyvernor of Assam, I beg, Sir, to move
that a sum not exceeding Rs.37,91,500 be granted to defray the charges
which will come in the course of Payment during the year ending on the
31st March, 1941, for the administration of the head ¢ 37. — Education
(other than European)®.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Motion moved :

““T’hat a sum not exceeding Rs.37,91,500 be granted to deflray the charges
which will come in the course of payment during the yecar ending on the
31st March, 1941, for the ‘administration of the head 37. — Education
(other than European)®,

Baku RABINDRA NATH ADITYA: I beg, Sir, to move that the
provision of RRs.7,200 under Grant No.18, Major head-—37.—Education,
Minor head—A.—Government Arts Colleges, Sub-head—1.—Pay of Officers,
Detailed head—Principals, at page 120 of the Budget, be reduced by Rs.100,
i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.37,91,500 do stand reduced by
Rs.100.

Sir, the other day the Hon’ble Premier in course of hi
remarked that in education lies the salvation of the cou
Sir, we are interested to see how he has made provision t
that salvation, but I must confess that we are really dis
only quote a few figures which will speak for themselves,
say much on the subject.

The Hom’ble Maulavi Saiyid S MUHAMMAD SAADULLA :
I rise here on a point of order. If my hon. friend wants to criticise the
policy of the Government as regards education he is in hig proper place but
if he wants to discuss the inadequacy of provision for education he is quite
irregular. He has taken Colleges only, therefore, that point does not arise.
There are other cut motions on which my hon. friend can speak.

The Homn’ble the SPEAKER : Yes the hon member has taken a
wrong one.

Babu RABINDRA NATH ADITYA :
tional policy. I may say about the educatio
will also involve college education,

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER :
sity for higher education.

s budget speech
ntry.  Naturally,
0 pave the way to
appointed. I will
as I do not like to

I shall discuss about the educa-
n of masses by the way which

For the masses there may be neces-
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The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA:

If you hold that view, I must submit to your ruling, Sir. .
The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : After all the cut is on the entire

demand .
The Hom’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA:

There are so many sub-heads. If you allow that, I have nothing to say.

Babu RARINDRA NATH ADRITYA: I will put only a few compara-
tive figures of budgetary provision lor cducation in the province. In the
current year, i.e., 1939-40, the revenue receipts of the province was estimated
at Rs.? crore 84 lakhs 45 thousand whercas the revenue expenditure was
estimated at three crore one lakh eighty-four thousand. I’ven under
such a financial position with a deficit of 18 lakhs, the Government of
the last year made a provision for new schemes under education to the
extent of Rs.2,20,157. If we compare the provision for new schemes of
education in this year’s budget we will find that our revenue receipt is
3 crore 24 lakhs and our revenue expenditure is 3 crore 19 lakhs 24
thousand, 7 e., it leaves a surplus of 5 lakhs. Even then, provision for our
new schemes on education does not go beyond Rs.1,96,975, i.e., about
Rs.25,000 less than the current year’s provision. We must also take into
account that last year’s budget which was prepared by the Congress-Coali-
tion Ministry was introduced rather in a hurry and they had very little
time to prepare it in their own way. In spite of a deficit budget and lesser
income, the provision for education that was made last year was far liberal
than the provision madec in this budget. This year the present Ministry
have got the full advantage of taxing statutes passed last year and with all
the benefits of taxation measures at their door, we find that they have
reduced thcir new schemes with regard to education and this is the way
how they work up the salvation for the people.

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA:
I must request my hon. friend to say whether ‘by last year’ he means the
calendar year or the financial year.

Babu RABINDRA NATH ADITYA: I mean the current financial
year.
The Hon’ble Premier often cites examples from other Congress pro-
vinces. I have got the figures of some of the Congress-administered provinces
and I can say that the budget provision for education in those provinces is
50 per cent. higher than that of Assam. For example, in Bombay the
revenue is 12 crores 21 lakhs and the provision for education there is 2
crores 7 thousands, that is to say nearly one-sixth. Then again in Bihar
the revenue is 4 crores odd and the education budget is 69 lakhs 45
thousands. In the United Provinces, the revenue is 14 crores 16 lakhs and
the eglucation budget is 2 crores iv lakhs. So, cverywhere it is near about
one sixth of the total revenue income of the province, whereas in Assam it
is about one-ninth, Then also we must take into account that in a bigger
province the expenditure on overhead charges is bound to be much less-
So the.amount actualily spent for development of education in those pro-
vinees 1s much higher than in this province.
from’l;}ae cénher day the Hon’ble Premier referred to a garbled statement
Felfatee drtOQ?ngS_sfgoalltlon Party scheme for 1940-41. 1 would not have
B S o hals ]as It 1s more or less a confidential document. But since
i S oy ho)cen‘ made to it, I am c'ornpe]lefj to refcr to its context, which
year “B“ic"y we suggested financial provision for education for the next

. asic education should be introduced as an experimental measure
and that Rs.50,000 should be provided for that. Rupees 1,54,000
should be provided for mass literacy. Grant for the Hindi Prachar Samiti
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should be increased by Rs.4.000. Government should extend the grant-in-
aid to venture schools and a provision of Rs.1,50,000 should be made
in the next year’s budget for the purpose. Rupees 60,000 should be pre=
vided in the next year’s budget for increase ir pay of primaiy
teachers on condition that they will render voluntavy service n
connection with the mass literacy campaign.” These were the proposals
made by the Congress-Coalition Party to the Government and when this
is compared with what has, as a matter of fact, been provided by this Gov-
ernment, we can sece what the difference is between our outlook and the
outlock of the present Ministry,

Maulavi Syed ABDUR ROUF: Was that scheme prepared aftzr the
Budget ?

DSrijut GOPINATH BARDOLOI: As a matter of fact that scheme
was submitted long before that.

Babu RABINDRA NATH ADITYA: Then we had made a separate
provision in the last year’s budget, Sir, for the education of T ribal, Sche-
duled, and tea-garden pupils and Rs.50,000 was set apart for that purpose.
So far as I find, for primary cducation, a sum of only Rs.50,006 has been
allotted this year, leaving aside the portion intended for education in towns.
Including that, it does not g0 beyond Rs.63,000. This is the education
budget of the present Ministry in spite of the fact that all the available
sources of taxation have been utilised. We naturally expected that a good
portion of the new income would be utilised for the spread of education
among the masses, but we are sorry tosee that the education budget and
the budget for the new schemes, have been curtailed instead of being made
more liberal. If that is the position in our education budget, it is for the
House to say whether they can give their approval to it.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER : Cut motion moved :

““T'hat the provision of Rs.7,200 under Grant No.18, Major head—37.—
Education, Minor head—A —Government Arts Colleges, Sub-head 1.—
Pay of Officers, Detailed head—Principals, at page 120 of the Budget, be
reduced by Rs.100, i.e., the amount of the whole grant of Rs.37,91,500 do
stand reduced by Rs.100.”

Rev.L. GATPHOX : Sir, I notice that this cut motion before the
House is a very comprehensive one. I have a motiog'in my name, and if
you will permit me, I shall speak about that under this motion.

The Hen’ble the SPEAKER : Thatis a particular grievance which
the hon. member wants to speak about.

Rev. L. GATPHOH : My motion also refers to educational policy.

The Hon’kle the SPEAKER : The hon.member may go on, but he will
have only five minutes.

Rev. L. GATFHOH: Thank you, Sir. Sir, in the last Budget
Session I brought to the notice of the tl en Government by a similar motion
the total neglect of the Jowai Subdivision on the part of Governmnt
in the matter of secendary education.  And row I stand to urge on the

overnment to consider the necessity of making necessary provision in
order to cnable a Government High School to be started at once in Jowai.
In the past and up to the present moment, facilities for secondary education
1n the Jaintia Hills have been provided by the Christian Missions alone.
Government have never at any period of the British rule in these Hills con-
tributed anything, not a penny even, towards secondary education in the
Jam'tia Hills. Whetber it is the policy of Government, or whether it is not,
to give facilities for secondary education in all the subdivisions in the Hill
Disuicts in Assam is not a matter for me to know. Supposing it was the
policy of the Government to discoura 8¢ secencary education for the peaple
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in the Jaintia Hills, even then th:_lt would not in the least deter me from
pressing my claim as representative of the people who have been for years
unfail‘ly and h('a"'xly taxcd, .

In no district in Assam do we hear of people being taxed both for land
and houses. It is in the Jaintia Hills alone, a long-oppressed subdivision,
that the system of double taxation has been in vegue. The houses are taxed
at a vnitform rate, whkether they Lelong to the rich or poor, in one and the
samre village, and wet rice ficlds are assessed at a much higher rate than in
ether districts in the whole of the province. 1 say at a higher rate when
all the conditions of cconomic life are taken into consideration, namely, the
abseolute lack of marketing facilitics, lack of communications by land or water
and the fact of initial heavy outaly in converting high land into wet rice fields
and cf raising the watcer Ievel and also the costly artificial manuring rcquircd
in order to get onc crop only from the land. The system of double taxation is
grinding the people into penury. The system of land 1evenue has brought
the engine of oppression and harassment to the agriculturists,

But for the people of such a subdivision Government cannot provide
a Government Middle English school even. The sericusness and gravity of
situation will be realised when the hon. membes of the House are
told that the Christian Missions may not for long bear the financial
strain owing to the war in Europe, and they may at any time this year be
compclled to change their liberal policy of providing grants for ~higher
English cducation for the people in these hills. We are passing through
a transitional stage when the process of devolution is taking place in the
Missions, that is the Missions are transferring their financial responsibility to
the indigenous churches. When I say indigcnous churches, I mean the
tax-payers who are heaving anxious time to find money for education.
Is not this the time for Government to come forward and make amends for
its past neglect to the subdivision ?

I do not want the Housc to think that I appeal to Government to
subsidise the existing Missions or the indigenous churches in Assam. I
deprccate such a thing. On the other hand, I would rather ta e this point
of view, that is, that even if the Christian Missions were prosperous and
able to maintain and develop their educational institutions, it would be
the bounden duty of Government to give to the tax-payers their due share
out of the revenue for their educational needs. It may be said that moncy
has been provided in the Budget for Jowai High School. Just look at
page 91 of the Memorandum on Budget Estimates of the Government for
1940-41.  As much as Rs.1,200 has been budgeted for the purposc. It is
all well and good, Sir. And I say, ttank you to the Government for it.

I must make it quite clear to the House, that on principle 1 take
€xception to this. And I am sure the hon. members of the House will at
le;}St give me the credit for consistency, when I give my reasons for making
this my protest against the pelicy of giving grants-in-aid-to any one body
:::)thrc;- rﬁlzglous or non-religious in the Jaintia Hills. Yes, we have hecard
;oueu‘ésc a(:lf;;l the, policy of deprovincialisation of Government schools Z}nd

o ear L private schools being encouraged by the system - of giving
into practice _grall;lts—m-md. May I ask to what extent it ha_.s been put
Hove i o r (1;1 the most advanced and cultured parts of this province ?
in - all - fiye ;\l’gg}r{;fz_nt High Schools been converted into aided schools
Butdaeid o bt o ﬁVISIOnS ¢ Is it mnot a fact that even in this

" When ‘j‘u thess thi ave been rngdc for Purcly' new _Governmcnt schoqls ?
e 1ngs are taken into consideration, Sir, we feel that the item.

in ths list of naw gof ] e Rl ;
ey 2w sch oélc: for the Jowai suldivision is like an insult added
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I dislike using hackneyed expression if I can help it, but as I anticipate
the Hon’ble Min'ster-in-charge of Education saying “half a loafis better
than no loaf >, for brevity and lack of Proper expression, Iam obliged to
usc a similar expression :“cither give us a full loaf or withhold it altogether™.
We demand, Sir, what we believe to be our share and we refuse to take
what is not curs—a dishonourable course of action or procedure to gain
our ¢nd which my constituency will never stocp to.

Srijut GAURI KANTA TALUKDAR - Sir, while supporting this

motion for discussing the educational policy of the Government, I intend to
criticise the Government policy tow:

ards Sanskrit education and to draw the
pointed attention towards the continued injustice dorc to it.  Sir, the Gov-
ernment have not only been indifferent, but rather unjust in  the matter of
discharge of their duties towards the cause of advancement of Sanskrit
learning in the province. Sir, the following indictment from the Director of
Public Instruction’s Quinquennial Review of the Progress of Education in
Assam during 1932-37 will estal

lish my accusation beyond any question :
“There arc 77 Tols in the Surma V

alley and 85 in the Assam Valley,
and the average number of students in e

: ach was 16.
It is regrettable that thess institutions scattered all over the province,
with so many pupils on the rolls should go without inspection. Almost in

every convocations in the past, resolutions were passed for the appointment
of an Inspector of Tols and

C such a resolution was passed in the Legislative
Council. It is earnestly hoped that funds will now be available for the
appointment of an Inspector of Tols.

At the beginning of the Quinquennium, the grant to the Board was
reduced from Rs.22,500 to Rs.19,750. In 1935-36 this was raised to
Rs.20,250. This sum is inadcquatc to meet the nesds of more than 150 tols,
many of which urgently need grants for buildings and books. ;

Sanskrit education has received less gencrous treatment than Islamic
cducation of recent years.”

Sir, this is the impartial view of the Head of the Education Department
of the Province.

Sir, the number of 7ols and pupils and the ex
krit Board must have, by this time, incr
Sir, has any increase in Government sy

place in the meantime ?  Sir, a cry for help on the part of Sanskrit educa-
tion is still a cry in the wilderness. We see from the Review that as time
passes on and the necessity for further Government grant for Sanskrit education
becomes intense, the grants begin to dwindle. The number of members of
the Board, Sir, has to be decreased from ten to six for the sake of economy ;
but whzn it was again raised to ten,—for the same sake of economy—the
number of meetings had to be curtailed from four to two.

Sir, for want of funds, no convocations were held, as the Review says,
in 1931, 1932, 1933 and 1934, Only two convocations were held—one in
1935 and the other in 1937, and no more,

The much-needed Inspector of Tols has
the otherwise busy programme of the Govern

The office of the Sansk:it Board, Sir
of the Sanskrit College at Sylhet as if to

Sir, the fo/ houses and hostels artt
provided by the Adhyapaks o

aminees under the Sans-
casced to a considerable extent. But,
mpathy for Sanskrit education taken

ceased to cccupy any room in
ment,

» 1s located in a room of the Hostel
put the Board to publi. ridicule.
ached to them, are as we all know,

r the Keepers of the Tols. And we can easily
lmagine in what wretched condition they have been. There are no libraries

worth the name in the.¢ institutions ar.d our Government are making no

provision for improevement of the buildings or for supplying necessary books
for these ever neglected o5,
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Sir, Jet r:e¢ come toa concrete instance of the Government attitude
towards Sanskrit education. .

Sir, the ¢ Drilta-Manjari > of the late Mahamohopadhva Pandit :
Dhircswar Acharya a unique and morumental work on Sanskrrt Prosody
probably sceond only to “* Srutabodiia >~ of Moha'avi Kalidas, still remains
in its manuscript form. The beauty of the work 1s that while giving a defi-
nition of a Chhanda, the author gives an illustration of the very Chianda in the
body of the definition itself. The rcnowned author has died more than
twelve years ago. The Government once thought of publi king the book and
1ook it from Rai Bahadur Kalicharan Sea of Gauhatr, but afier some vears of
corrcspondence with the Kamarupa Anusandhan Samity, zbandoned the
idea of publishing t. mot because it was not worth publishing but only
because there was no fund, and the manuseript was returned. This is an
instance, Sir, of how the Government discharge their duties towards Sans-
krit education which is practically in the plight of a heclpless orphan. Now,
may I know, Sir, when the Government will discharge their duties towards
Sanskrit education apon which depends the cultural advancement of the
majority of the inhabitants of the province ? I say © mrajovity of the inha-
bitants of the province ” because the Hindu culture depends uporz Sanskrit
culture.

Sir, even int this year of deficit budget, the Government have found
mor.cy to provide Rs.10,000 as rccurring grant for the expansion of Madrasa
educat:_on. Bat, Sir, why could neot they provide, say a few Fundreds, for
the maintenance of the 7o/ cducation which has been crying hoarse for ard ~

} for its very existence. For these reasons, Sir, 1 beg to support the mation
and in doing so I earnestly hope that this hon. House will have sympatlry

for th.c cause I have espoused, and I believe that my Pleadings will not go
in vain.

‘Maul:vi MUEAMMAD MAQBUL HUSSAIN CHAUDHURY: :
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I rise to. cppose the motion. T am playing the role which
my lan. friends were playing last year, so they meed not grudge it. I
atientively listened to Mr. Aditya as he was csiticising very Jucidly the
policy of education followed by the present Government. Sir, if the pre-
sent Government have committed any sin, the sin is that they have dropped
the Wardha scheme, which aimed at turning all the schools into factories §
and all the students into labourers. Otherwise, Sir, I find that the Govern-
ment has ecrmmitted no sin for which. they deserve such a scathing criticism.
They have provided Rs.50,000 for taking over venture schools inte the aided
list, and this will go a long way towards providing compulsory primary

;:ducation ; of course, not all at onee but fcllowing gradual process. My
1on. friend has said about much-talked-of mass education. What we need,

=IT, 1S provision for edueating our sons and daughters, but my friend was

trying to impress upon the House that Govermment ought te have made
533‘21;(1);1 for cducatfng our grand parents (Laughter). ¥o me the need pf
s g S0}1.1“ Isons and daughtcrs_ is move meeded tham educating our grand
for mas-s edn’ sound a note.of'dxs?p'pjrma){ for-t’he provision of Rs.12,000
friend My X‘éﬁ“on, but my viewpoint is quite different from t.ha.t of my hon. o
Honse 155 itya, As far as I remember, Mr. Bardoloi informed the
Sinea 'y ax"nea? that some 1,000 venture schools were elamouring for grants-
aquu’ate prCSi course speaking subject to correction. Sir, without making
SdTBaton 1 orscllon for these schools, to px:owc}e money fo.r so-called mass
sheer Siastetsr 1?}5]50 capture public imagination is, I thlqk, nothing .but
nember of g r-pL‘- ‘¢ money. Iam at one with Mr. Bhimbor Deori, a
1€ Lprer House, whe said the same thing while discussing the
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Budget the ofher day. Sir, I am iilustrating by one examplc how this much-
talked of mass education was successful. Perhaps at Nalbari, wherefrom
my friend Mr. Talukdar comes, there was started a night school. 'This
school was s*arted with 70 or 72 studants including some fathers of stud snts,
The number of students i-n that school now has been reduced to 7 or 8. This
is the way in which public are receiving this scheme. My point is, Sir, that
first of'all adequate money should be provided for bringing all the venture
schools in the aided list and they

ten, if funds permit, Government should make
all possible attempts to provide funds for introducing the schem= of com-

pulsory primgry cdgcatlon (4 woice: TIs the provision sufficient Lol |
do not say it is sufficient, but thig provision for mass education is useless. It

is no use teaching some letters to pzople of 70 or 80 vears of age. They will
learn them only to fO!'gCt aft 3, and many of them are

€ two or_three month
waiting to retire from this world (Laughter) and 1 don’t tike to disturb their
pecaceful retirement, So, T most earnestly request the Hon’ble Premier to
withdraw the grant, of our children’s cducation, to open

and for the sake
schools in every village ard to give grants-in-aid to all those schools.  That
will carry more we uable result, 1 know, Sir, that there

ight and more val
are areas where the number of schools is very small. If my hon. friend
sdition of his own constituency, he would not

Mr. Aditya remembered the co
in this way for the provision of Rs.12,000 for

have criticised the Government
mass ~ducation. In tribal areas, in the rural areas of the district of Sy'het
eople

as well as in other districts, p are crving for more schools and more
provision for schools. But for wan

L t of money Government are not able to
provide the necessary funds.

| essar So, T would urge upon the Government to
move in that direction and not to was

: r te their energy and money for the so-
called mass education with doubtful results.

Mr. C. GOLDSMITH Mr. Speaker, Sir,
the general policy of mass cducation in Ass
talk on such matters. Sir, all policies
something great and vast. Such a co
the full sympathy of all the people in
cra‘ion and whole-hearted support fro

But at the present moment the politi

we are considering
am, and I am glad that we should
and undertakings of this nature aim at
mpaign to be of any suceess must get
the country. It must also get full co-op-
m the various communities in the land.

cal and social atmosphere is not so suit-
able, not so fit to undertake such a luge eampaign as this. At this time

the political atmosphere is very acute, and therc is  a great party feel.ng in
this land, and all these measures, and all mass movements or any mass liter-
acy campaign, or prohibition, require a calm and quict atmosphere, and
this is not prevalent at the present morment....,. A

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOKERJEE: Then let us sit tight.

Mr. C. GCLDSMITH : If the Hon’ble

the Hor Sir Muhammad Saadulla were
to begin to launch ascheme of this kind there would be o

. pposition  from
somewhere—the Congress will come forward and withyhold co-operation—
they will throw cold water on 1t, there will Le suspicion. In like manner
if the Congress launches a scheme, the non-Congress elements will like
to thro.w cold water on it and will withhold Co-oferation.

Mz, BAIDYANATH MOOKER]EE :  Certainly not.

Mr. C. GOLDSMITH : 1I(isa fact, anad
the country.

We want that all take P and sit together and decide
things for the good of the countrs as a whole. ~ I say that without the Con-
gress, non-Congress elements in the country canrot advance, and without
non-Congress elements, the Congress cannot

advance in any scheme or any
proj:c:. Therefore I say that we nrust all get together and try to solve our

-

we have seen it threughout

art in this campaign
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domestic problcms first. But what has the Congress done ? It has st:lgcd a
walk out, and if we ask “why are you walking out” ? They reply—“Itis the
High Command’s order”......

Mr. BAIDYANATH MOOXERJEE: No.

Mr. C. GOLDSMiTH :—But when asked “Did not the High Command
make any special considcration for Assam ? They said ““We have tried, but
they would not yield”. (Zlear hear)

A voice: Ishe supporting or opposing the motion ?

M-. C. GOLDSMITH : I am Jaying a charge, I was sta‘ing the rea-
sons for the Congress bringing about a deadlock in Assam. (laughter.)

The Hon'ble the SPEAKER: The hon. member shculd not
digress from the point. He should ccnfine himself to the motion.

Myr. C. GOLDSMITH : If wc ask them whether they are really walk-
ing out and will not co-operate, they will say ““yes, we are walking out and
will not co-operate.” But in their absence when they found Sir Saadulla on
the gadi, they come by the back door and try to break the Cabinet.

The Hon’ble the SPEAKER: The hon. member is digressing
too much ; he should resume his scat.

. Mr. JOBANG D. MARAK: Mr. Speaker, Sir, this cut motion
1s to discuss the educational policy of the Government, and also the inade-
quacy of the provision. These two things are to be discussed.

A voice: Is he supporting or opposing the motion ?

Mr. JOBANG D. MARAXK : Supporting or oppositg is no question
(laughter.) This motion is only for discussion.

Now so far as the policy is concerned, how to procced with the sprcad
of education among thc masscs......

Voices :— Mass educarion ?

Mr. JOBANG D. MARAK :— Educaticn of the masses, not mass
cduca.txon. You do not note the words. (Laughter.)

Sir, I have been to Laiilyngkot once during the s.ssion time, and I have
been fortunate to peep into the Government Primary School there— ( of
course, one question will arise here whether Government has provided schooi-
bun!dm.gs or not for the vear 1939-40.) I found thrce teachers in the school
—one is a male matriculate, and another a matriculate Khasi lady and the
third is a non-matriculate. The number on the roll is about 80.  But the
school house is more worse than a chicken coop and one can count the
stars through the roof (laughter) and it is in a mcst prominent placc—on
the Shillong-Sylhet Road. This is the policy of the Government to
proceed on with the spread of education with teachers and studcnts only

b}lt}rvuhout any material and without any apparatus, and if this is the policy
ol the Goyernmcnt how can we expect any radical improvement,

?4 voice—In the Garo Hills ?
discuss:(:l %S?AI\G D. MARAK : Certainly not. So these things are to be
providcd 1.11 ; about the. moncy we do not care much, but .thc' moncy
although tk, ust _b_e }Jt{hscd to the Lest advantage. My" point s that

money-_h(;:; plrovmon Is indequatc we must see 1o the wutilization of the

Mintorer ¢ tht-le money is being utilised. May I know. from the Hon’ble

over by the Gele \ivas any non-recurring grant given to- ’iimary Schools taken

the money Waqulnme.xt from the Khasi Hills Mission ? I understand that

received durin g:;,xenfi’ but }he Head Master complam(_:d_ that no moncy was

Mhtislar: ve lg € nancial year 1939-40. I am waiting for the Hon’ble
Py, and as the time is now up I resume my seat.

Adjournment

Th
CASSCmblY was then adjourned till 11 a.m on Tuesday, the 12th

March, 1940,
SHILLONG ; A. K. BARUA,

The 27th April, 1940, J Secretary, Legislative Assembly, Assam,

f7
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APPENDIX F
EXCESS GRANTS FOR 1937-38
Expenditure actually incur-ed in excess of voted grants

(To be discussed on the 11th March 1 940)

The Hon’ble Maulavi Saiyid Sir MUHAMMAD SAADULLA to

move . —

“ That an excess grant Rs.2,370 be voted by the Assembly to regularise
the expeuditure actually

incurred in excess of voted grants in the year
1937-38 >,

Explanatory Noies

Details of the items which make up the total of Rs.2,870 which the
Assembly is now asked to vote is given in 1he note below. The Committee
on Public Accounts have recommended to the Assembly that all the excesses
should be voted. An extract from their proccedings is given below :(—

“ 3. As required by rule 103 of the Assam Legislative Assembly Rules
the Committee scrutinised the accounts and were satisfied that the money
voted by the Assemblyv was spent within the scope of the demands voted by
the Assembly. No rea piopriation was made from one grant to another.
In three cases voted grants were exceeded and the circumstances were
explained to the Committee by the controlling authorities. In two cases
the excesses were petty while under the third it was due to the lack of co-
opcration from the Department of the Central Governme_nt owing to smaller
outlay on works executed on their behalf. The Committee recommended
that the excesses referred to in paragraphs 9 and 10 of the audit report
should be regularised in the case of charged items by the Finance Depart-
ment and in the case of voted ones by the Assembly .

Note on the excesses over certain voted grants noticed in the Appro-
Priation Report for the year 1937-38 .

. . The total voted expenditure for the province during the year 1937-28 as
originally provided in the budget amounted to Trs.2,20,68 and supplemen-

tary grants to the extent of Trs.6,51 were subsequently voted by tne Assem-
bly, t..us raising the total to Trs.2,27,59. The total actual expenditure
amounted to Trs.2,20,96 and there was thus no exces over the grantas a
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whole.

APPENDIX

Excesses, hcwever, occurred under

reasons stated against each :(—

[117Ti1 Mar 1940]
the following voted heads for the

Amount
Head of Account of Reasons for the excess over the sanctioned
CXCCss grants
1 2 3
Rs.
€€ 9. —Stamps » e 194 The cxcess was small. It was due to
: an increase in the sale of non-judicial
! stamps which could not be antici-
{ pated.
€ 11.—Registration > ... .. 110 | The excess under this head was also
i small. ‘T'his was due to an officer
! drawing his arrcar leave salary of the
| previous year late in the year.
¢« 50.—Civil Works (Tools | 2,566 | The excess is due to lesser recoveries
and Plant and Esta- | from the departments of the Central
blishment Charges)”’. § Government owing to smaller outlay
i on works cxecuted on their behalf.
Total e 4 2,870
A."YV. JONES,
Secretary to the Government of Assam,
Iinance Department.
s :
A.G.P. (L, A - <L
(L As) No. 1—126—30-4-1940,
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