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on the Budget
we are here as representatives elected by the people, let us declare
that we will really frame a Budget which will be a people’s Budget,
a common man’s Budget, a Budget that will end the {eudal regime
here and really establish a democratic economy, and to that end
it is necessary that the problem should be tackled in a proper
manner, even though it may require radical steps which may affect
the vested interests here. It is possible that those who enjoyed
great privileges so far are to be affpc:ccd s in their incomes and
positions but we, who stand for millions, should not be guided
by what a few think. A new order, when 1t comes, has its own
implications and those who cannot stand to it cannot also fulfil
the hopes of the people and, therefore, Sir, at the very outset, I
wish to express that I and my party are pledged to try our level
best to put such a Budget to try for such a Budget which will really
aim at solving the problems of the people, and, therefore, Sir,
while making these observations, I shall be looking in general at
the Budget from this point of view.

I call this Budget, Sir, the same as it was in the past, a land-
lord’s Budget, a Budget which is meant to keep up the positions
of the landlords and the Jagirdars, a Budget which doces nut solve
the problems of the people, a Budget which does not aim to give
the land to the tiller, a Budget which does not aim to give employ-
ment to ail, a Budget which does not aim to have the cultural
development of the millions of the people and, added to that,
Sir, this is a police Budget. The Hyderabad Budget has been a
landlord’s Budget for centuries, but since 1946 when the feudal
regime was tottering, when the millions of people -the peasants,
the workers and the middle-classes had raised the banner of revo-
lution, the ruling classes here due to that mighty onslaught have
been trying to suppress it by changing the Hyderabad Budget into
a police Budget. Before 1946, the expenses on the police were
less than a crore of rupees. Later on, the amount increased to a
crore of rupees. Then, the amount increased toa crore, two crores,
three crores, and gradually the Budget took the form of a police
Budget. In the period prior to Police Action, fabulous amounts
without accounts were spent, loans were flouted, debts were in-
curred to suppress the peasantry which had risen in revolt in
Telangana, Marathwada and other places to get land to the tiller,
to end the feudal regime and to have a people’s Government.
I want to know, Sir, whether the present Budget is not following
the same tradition ! I know, Sir, that the Hon'ble the Finance
Minister may say, and he has said, that he and his colleagues did
not get enough time to ponder over the matter and change the
Budget. The plea that is put here is not, to my mind, so tenable.
Four of his important colleagues werc in the former Cabinet, ir
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responsible positions, one of them being the Revenue Member,
and I think, he had enough influence on the Cabinet to change it
in such a way as to make it a people’s Budget. Secondly, Sir, the
present regime cannot altogether say that it is 2 new one. The
former regime was there also as a Congress regime and, therefore,
the present regime which is linked with it by traditions cannot
claim to have in future also a Budget which will be very much
different from that. The vote on account will be coming before
us and I do apprehend I cannot foresee—that it cannot be and may
not be much different from the Budget estimates which are pre-
sented now. If the Finance Minister is really going to give a
people’s Budget, I hope, that will be reflected in the vote on account
which will be coming before us. Probably I may be in a position
to judge it better by whether really any change is going to be made,
whether any new policy is going to be laid down, really whether
the national activities and the national development departments
are going to be increased, whether the machinery of coercion,
which demands from us, Sir, five crores of rupees, is going to be
dispensed with and reduced to the minimum. To that extent,
Sir, I will be saying what I have to say in detail later on, but at
present, as the Budget is,—1I cannot but say that it is a feudal Budget,
a Budget of the landlord, and a police Budget to preserve those
vested interests. I can give certain data from the Budget which
will substantiate how it is a landlord’s Budget.

We find in this Budget that on revenue side it is expected to collect
about five crores of rupees and I also find from the Budget that the
compensation to the Jagirdars is about one crore and sixty eight
lakhs or about that. Out of the five crores of rupees collected
through the land revenue, about a crore and more will be going as
expenses. The balance that is left is 3} crores of rupees or so.
Out of that 509, will be going as compensation to the jagirdars.
So out of the tax which we collect from the peasantry, 50%, goes
to whom ? Not to the people, but to a handful of jagirdars, who
have looted people for generations and against whom my party
and, I hope, the present ruling party too, claim to have waged a
fight. To that class, Sir, 50%, of the revenue will be given. And
what happens to the rest (that goes) to preserve this tottering re-
gime of landlords and jagirdars. The rest of the amount goes
to jails and as expenditure on police and special armed police.
Of course, the land revenue is not enough for that, and so the pockets
of the other classes should be affected and, therefore, the proceeds
from sales tax, the proceeds from excise and other similar items
are utilised for this. Thus, five crores of rupees are spent to
preserve, to keep up, to protect the landlords. It is said, that
peace and order must be maintained and that we must be watchful,
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Yes, the guardians of democracy should be watchful, but watchful
of whom ?— of the enemies of the people, of the landlords, of the
black-marketeers, of those who are trying to perpetuate this land-
lord regime here. But today, when a democratic set up is meeting
here I find hundreds of my colleagues behind the bars ; I find
hundreds detained without any reason ; I find hundreds being
tried ; I find hundreds being hunted and shot dead. Are they
not the sons of the soil who have fought, who have risen against
tyranny and who have sacrificed everything to end the feudal regime
here? Can anybody out of the Government benches say that
their sacrifices are not supreme ? Can they claim that for the
last twelve years against all odds they have not raised their voices
and sacrified everything to establish a democratic set up in Hyder-
abad. Today while we are meeting here as elected represent-
atives, those comrades of ours are behind the bars, they are being
hunted down and shot dead. Are you going to protect the
people like this ? Does the treasury call this preservation of peace
and order ? Does it want that we should vote for this coercive
machinery which does not have any faith in the people ? With
faith in the people, they canultimately do away with the police and
military even. Of course, we do not desire that all the military
and police should be disbanded, but what we say is that why should
a democratically elected regime be afraid of the people. Why
should not they have faith in the people and approach and convince
them ? Why should they go to the people with the threats of jail,
with the threats of torture and with the threats of shooting them ?
I do not understand, how I can call this Budget really a people’s
Budget and, therefore, I submit that the plea that we require about
five crores of rupees for police and armed police is untenable. At
least it does not sound proper in the mouth of an elected Member
of this House and who has the honour of being the Finance Minis-
ter here and who, for the last so many years, has been claimed to
represent the people. Therefore, Sir, my first observation on this
Budget is that it is a landlord’s Budget and a police Budget.

Now coming to the amount spent on nation-building, on educa-~
tion, on health, on medicine and other things, I wish to point out
~ to you, Sir, that the amount spent on education has not shown any
increasein this Budget. If thereisanyincrease, itis only on adminis-
tration. A cursory glance at the Budget Estimates on education
has convinced me, that it continues to be top-heavy, as it had been
in the past. I, along with the colleagues—who now happened to
be the ruling party have always protested against the heavy ex-
penditure incurred by the University, the administration and the
staff. I do not find any item in this Budget, to convince me that
any new attempt'is being' made to make the education really a
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people’s education and a democratic education. At this moment,
I remember that a dozen or more years back, when the late Satya-
murthy had come to the Nizam College and there when the ques-
tion came up whether primary education can be made compulsory
and when the Government said that they did not have funds enough,
he declared that a people’s Government does not require big build-
ings and big staff. A people’s Government can introduce com-
pulsory education by setting up schools in temples and mosques
and in stray places, under the trees and on the plains. I do not
find any attempt, Sir, in this Budget to introduce compulsory
education in Hyderabad State. As regards grants to the Colleges
and the future of Osmania University, I should not make any
observations at this moment. But, as the wind blows, one finds
no hope of a system of democratic education being introduced
in Hyderabad State. The detdiled study of the Budget makes one
feel that though a big amount is not ear marked for education, it
is not going to pave the way for democratic education.

Adverting to public health and medicine, I find in this Budget
that about 2% is spent on public health and about 3%, on medi-
cine. On public health, it shows not an increase, but decrease.
I think the last year’s Budget is about 62 lakhs while this year’s
Budget is 60 lakhs, and, on medicine, the increase is by 2 lakhs ;
any way the two together balance the Budget. The expenditure
on these is the same as that of last year. When compared this
with the cxpenses on police and jail we will find whether the
present regime is paying more attention to police and military or
to medical and public health departments.

. Regarding agriculture, I have to make very strong objections
and observations against the amount provided there. It is 87
lakhs only. Right from Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, every man in
India proclaims that the problem of India is in reality the problem
of land, the problem of food. I find, that only 87 lakhs are béing
spent on this item. . The experts are of opinion that the pro-
ductivity of the land has decreased and, unless special efforts are
made and special grants given to improve the fertility of the soil,
it is not possible to solve the food problem. But, I find here,
that only 87 lakhs are deemed adequate for this purpose. If
I am not wrong, the population which lives on land is about a
crore or more and, if this amount is distributed to that population
or to the farmers, I do not know what will be the share of each
farmer or peasant. It is expected that with this amount they
can really be given some help ! Of course, it can be said, as 1t
has always been said, that the Grow More Food: campaign is
there and also the Grow More:Trees campaign. Many a tree

2
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have been planted and when I was in the Hyderabad Central
Jail, I happened to see the'trees grown there by the Director of
Jails. I do not know what has happciied to them, but I have seen
many places where trees have not grown—only cigns if at all one
was planted. So, the amount which is allotted to agriculture
and for helping the peasants is so meagre that, in my opinion,
it cannot solve any problem..

b)

As to © Irrigation and Industries, ’ a detailed discussion will
be held later on and my only observation at this stage is that
irrigation occupies a very important place in our national economy
and unless we are able to give real aid and help to the peasants
and unless we are in a position to save them from frequent
famines, it is not possible to solve the food and other problems.
More attention, therefore, has to be concentrated on Irrigation
and from that point of view, I feel, that the amount allotted for
irrigation is also meagre.

Other points that have been raised by the Hon’ble the Finance

Minister, I will' be taking up in asmuch as they are neccssary
and important.

A point regarding reduction in the police Budget : It has
been stated that formerly the expenditure was about 6 crores
and 74 lakhs and that a saving of about 300 lakhs of rupees will
be effected by sending back the police personnel brought from
the adjoining States. It has. been estimated, therefore, that the
expenditure this time will be 4 crores g8 lakhs, in other words,
about 5 crores. But, I have to observe that this does not really
indicate any change in the policy of Government vis-a-vis the
coercive machinery to suppress the people. It is true that the
battalions which were brought from outside required more
expenses and now to that extent this will be saved. If we had to
pay, say double -or 1} to the outside forces, to that extent
we will be saving. But, that does not show any change in the
coercive policy towards the people. As my report goes to prove tha
on. the one hand, it is being promised that the armed police camp
will be disbanded and on the other hand, number of police stations
are being increased. If I am wrong on this point, I will be too
glad to learn that. But, as my information goes,  in Jangaon
taluq and other talugs, steps are being taken to increase the
number of police stations and I, therefore, can say, that, in
disguise, the same policy is continuing. "

If the forces brought from outside are being repatriated,
we find, as it is given here, that six battalions of armed police
are heing raised. I and my party do not see why the ruling
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party should be apprehensive of the future when order prevails
in Telangana and when the people are looking with hope to the
clected Legislature. 1 know it for certain that the allegations of
the Government, or the ruling party that a certain action of the
political parties is wedded to violence is absolutely baseless. I,
on the basis of my intimate knowledge of the parties can say that
no party is interested in creating chaos or disorder or resorting to
violence. It is my view and the view of the party whom I re-
present that it is the ruling class, the landlords and the capita-
lists who, to suppress the people, to suppress the peasants who
want land, the workers who want employment and living vwage,
resort to violence. It is the millions who have to face these
onslaughts and it is they who are always dubbed as wrong-doers.
But they are the people who always try their level best to get
their problems solved through democratic and peaceful means.
A time comes, and I hope, that the ruling party also cannot deny
that such a time comes, as it did come in their own life, when the
people are not left with any other alternative, but to stand against
the onslaughts and oppression of ruling classes and face them
bravely with whatever means at their disposal. But, to term this
as violence will be disclaiming all revolutions which took place
during the last 1oo years. I know definitely, that there are
instances in the national life of India when the best among us had
supported such rising of the people when there was no other
alternative to solve their problems, and to describe it as violence
will be turning zg.inst democracy and freedom and the right of the
people to defend themselves. I, therefore, wishto make itclear that
when the ruling party here is sworn to democracy, when the
ruling party here 1s prepared to allow all the parties to function, at
least they profess so, there is no need for spending crores of rupees
unnecessarily on police, on bayonets, on gun powder and
similar things. If really we are all'sworn to the interests' of
the people, let us make a resolve that we will have supreme
faith in the people, we will be going to the people, we will be
having confidence in the millions of the sons of the soil and we
will have to convince them what is right and what is wrong gnd
that is why we must have a people’s Budget. If it were possible
to make such a people’s Budget, the first attempt on such a Budget
should be, to give land to the tiller without compensation and to
that extent, it will be the major problem which all the demo-
cratic parties will have to solve; I do not find any glimpse of that
in this Budget, and when that outlook -is absent here, it.is but
natural that the Hon’ble.the Finance Minister should be gloomy
about the whole matter. When the real owners of the land are
starving, it is but_natural that ‘the treasury of the Government

should be empty. You give succour to them ; you give land to
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them ; you give help to them ; then you will find that a pros-
perous peasant will fill up the ‘treasury of the Government, will
give fillip to the industries, will increase the factories, will give
employment to all, and will create a democratic atmosphere and
an atmosphere of progress and. prosperity for all. So, while
making this observation on this” Budget, if I could have had my
own, I would have proposed, some way by which we could have .
given land to the tiller, employment to the worker and fillip to
the industries. Here I wish to make one point clear that I and
my party stand for a real democratic industrialisation of India.
It is very often said that we are against the capitalists and that
we want to wipe them out. It is true that we stand for living
wages for the workers and employment for all, but, at the same
time, in this particular period, the stage through which India is
passing, I and my party stand for real democratic industrialisation of
India, of Hyderabad State and I earnestly desire that real help
should be given to all patriotic industrialists to develop the
industries. I would not mind if an amount is provided for to
give fillip to the mulki industries because I feel that the poverty
of India is due mainly to two factors, firstly, because the peasant
has no land and secondly because there cannot be real industri-
alisation of India unless we cut the strings that bind us with the
foreign imperialists and capitalists. I find, the amount which
is provided here for industrialisation, to be very meagre.

Coming to the capital expenditure, there are many schemes,
It is said that along with the Five-Year Plan of the Government
of India, the Hyderabad Plan will be going ahead. I and my
party have serious objection to that plan. ~When a detailed dis-
cussion will take place some time later in this House, I will be
expressing my views, but at this juncture, let me make an obser-
vation, that our greatest objection to the Five-Year Plan is that
it really does not aim at the industrialisation of India ; it does
© not really aim at creating the basic industries ; it. does not
really aim at cutting the foreigh bonds of our economy, and
bound to that plan as Hyderabad economic plan is, I am very
sceptic about the success of it. But, I and my party will always
try to have a real Five-Year Plan which will increase the national
income of every son of the soil in Hyderabad State. If you look
at the Budget from that point of view it will reveal as. a friend of
mine was remarking this morning that the amount spent on police
and the development schemes, -nearly, equate each other. On
police, we are spending § crores and -odd and on' the schemes
about 6 crores and odd. I may not be much wrong in quoting
the figures but I find that what is proposed to be spent on con-
struction is neutralised by what is proposed to be spent on
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destruction. Police and military only aimdestroying Government
money but also the hearts and homes of thousands and lakhs and
make their every day life unbearable. So, while standing for
industrialisation of Hyderabad, I would suggest that a real Five-
Year Plan be inaugurated not only involving 6 crores, but many
crores. With gloomy picture in his mind, the Hon’ble Finance
Minister may say here where am I 10 find money-for all these?
But I can point out to some ready money which is not very far
from here the Public Gardens. For centuries, the wealth has
been accumulated in the form of jewels, gold, ashrafis and rupees and
I do not know whether the Hon’ble Minister will be in a position to
tap that, but if I could have my own, way I would have really tapped
it, because after all it is the people’s wealth collected suppressing
them for centuries. Why should not money voluntar.ly
flow from the coffers of these own landlords, jagirdars, and
princes, as they are bound to be patriotic in democratic regime
to which they owe their existence. The second thing will be
curtailing 1,65,00,000 which is being spent on landlords and
jagirdars as also payments towards the privy purse and the
Sarf-e-Khas. All this put together will be a huge amount and with
that sum what is there that we cannot have 7 1 think we can
achieve many more things, many tremondous things, provided we
have the guts, courage, and faith in the people and we go ahead with
that faith. I would like to observe “why should Hyderabad
look to the Ccntral Government for food subsidy? Was not
Hyderabad once a surplus state ? If I remember right, when
I was working in the Maharashtra Parishad I happened to see the
food situation in Hyderabad as not only self-sufficient but
also surplus, and grain was sent outside, we used to say that grain
should not be sent out because our people required the entire
quantity. But in the last four years we find that it has become a
deficit State. Why ? We should enquire into that and boldly-
try to find a solution for that. ‘When we find fallow lands to the
extent of thousands of acres in Telangana, and when we find that
the peasants there are.not in a position to till the land and when we
find that lakhs of Koyas are taken away from jungle under’ the
so-called rehabilitation scheme and are put in ditty cottages, starv-
ing, dying and with nobody to'look after them, we will really
understand why Hyderabad has become a deficit State in regard
to foodgrains. 'To my.rhind, the answer is very clear and it is
_ this that the peasant of Hyderabad is not allowed to take interest
in the land.” If he starts taking interest, he is removed from
there under the pretext that he is committing violence, that he
is going against the sacred laws, against the sacred laws of
property and therefore. should not be allowed to and must be
cut off from the land like a child from the bosom of his mother.
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The peasant considers the land his mother. He is cut off from his
land “because the so-called privileges of a few landlords should be
preserved. The police and the army of the democractic Govern-
ment were to be employed to protect and give relief to the land-
lords—who during the pre-police action regime aligned with the
ruling class here to evict the peasant from the land ! This
act is responsible for the food scarcity ; which make us bow
down ignominously before the Central Government and beseech
them to grant us subsidy, Hyderabad need not ask for any sub-
sidy provided proper means are adopted to solve the problem.
1 would request the ruling party to find out the root cause. Fortun-
ately, the Hon’ble the Finance Minister happensto be a Doctor.
A Doctor should go to the root cause of the disease and find a proper
prescription. He knows what the palliative is and if the disease
has been properly diagnised why this deficit and this food pro-
blem? I do not really believe that the solution of the problem
is beyond his capacity. Whether he will be in a position to do
this and whether the Hon’ble the Home Minister will oblige him
in that,—I am referring to this because the Hon’ble the Finance
Minister expressed the hope that with the help of the Hon’ble
the Home Minister he will be in a position to decrease the police
and jail expenditure—is yet to be seen. If the Hon’ble Home
Mermber responds to him, I do not see any reason, to approach
the Centre for food subsidy. Of course, for one thing I should
like to approach the Centre. It is to increase the portion of the
income-tax, the portion out of the surplus left at the time of the
integration of the N.S. Rly. with the Centre. In view of the
fact that incomes derived from the Customs and other sources
are being taken by the Centre ; if we are paid disproportionately
of course, we can claim more as offright. It is not an obligation.
We ask because it is necessary but in respect of food subsidy
I think there are adequate resources in Hyderabad with the help of
which we can solve the problem, without approaching the Centre.

While making these observations on this Budget and reser-
ving my right to detailed observations when the Budget will be
discussed item by item, I cannot buf express that this is a land-
lord’s Budget and a police Budget. But I have very little hope,
though I will not be disappointed in that hope, that this is going
to be turned into a people’s Budget by the present Ministry. In
the coming few months, if it does, really it will be a great thing,
a historic thing for Hyderabad, because a State in India, a con-
stituent of India, for the first time will be making bold attempts
to have a people’s Budget, Of course, the Hon’ble the Chief
Minister promises that he will adopt radical measures to give
relief to the peasant. We are with great hope, and expectation,
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looking forward to him, for those measures. We will be having a
chance to give our indications on them. I hope that will be for
appreciation on account of finding a correct solution to the food
problem, the land problem and the problem of unemployment.

Let me make the observation, that I and my party stand for
a real, genuine people’s democracy in Hyderabad which will
serve its basic problems and pave the way for the disintegration
of the State leading to the formation of legitimate units based
on linguistic basis, which will really make the people’s Govern-
ment possible. Allow me, Sir, to explain the point. When I
press for breaking this prison of nationalities—that Hyderabad
is at present, many a friend of mine might be feeling that it is
something like pravincialism. When I and my party say that
Hyderabad or the future constituents of India should be founded
on linguistic basis, it i3 not provincialism and it is not a feeling of
provincialism that makes me and my party feel like that but I
really feel that a pecple’s Government is impossible unless the
people can administer themselves in- their mother-tongue. I
rogret that I am addressing in English. Before me are the All
India Press, the All India situation and also the particular com-
position of this House. How I wish to speak in my mother-
tongue and what a great joy it would have been for me and for
all the Hon’ble Members of this House !

The Hon’ble Dr. Chenna Reddy (Supply Minister) : How
does the Hon’ble Member justify his election from Ippaguda
Constituency? :

Svi V. D. Deshpande : The Hon’ble Member’s point is
worthy of consideration. Let me be given time to explainit. For
real people’s Government, people should be able to rule themselves
through their own language. @~ When I make this observa-
tion, it should be understood in all its implications that a panchayat
Government, a Government of the people right from the villages,
can really carry on in their own tongue and not in an artificial
language or in a language foreign te them. While saying this,
I would explain, that it is not a pessimistic approach. Persons
frem one part of India can have the confidence of persons of
other parts of India. The Hon’ble Member’s reference is really
gladdening to me inasmuch as initself, answersthe charge of chau-
vinism, The reference he made to my having the honour of being
returned from Ippaguda belies that charge. I draw the attention
of the Hon’ble Member’s point framed against me that 1 and my
party stand for a real democratic set up of India in which the
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States will be on the linguistic basis not because we are provin-
cialists, not because we are chauvinists but because we feel that
real people’s Government is not possible in any other way.
Making people take part in the day to day administration is not
possible i any oth:r way. We, therefore, stand for breaking all
this prison of nationalities that Hyderabad is and I bave the
honour to place the point before the House inits proper perspective.
We are above provincialism, above national Chauvinism. Lastly,
I and my party stand for people’s Budget; I and my party
stand for land to thetiller; I and my party stand for employ-
ment to all; I and my party stand for real industrialisation .of
Hyderabad ; I and my party stand for the break up of this artificial
unit with a view to evolvinga great real democratic people’s India.

With this, Sir, I take my seat.

(Cheers from the Opposition Benches).
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Shri G. Rajaram (Armoor) : Mr.Spea ker, Sir, before giving my

" party’s comments, item by item, on the Budget presented by the

Hon’ble Dr. G.S. Melkote, the Finance Minister, I would be
failing in my duty, at the very outset, if I do not describe it as a
“ capitalist ° Budget, because the motive working behind the pre-
paration of this Budget definitely seems to encourage capitalists.
Nowhere I find in this Budget any relief provided to the down-
trodden, to the man in the street, to.the peasant or to the labourer.
Schemes, such as Labour Insurance, Security Insurance and Pro-
vident Fund Schemes, have been contemplated with a view to
give relief to the labourers.

The first thing I would like to draw the attention of the Hon’ble
Dr. G. 5. Melkote is that when the revenues realised are 24 crores
and above, the expenditure on the administration is around 4
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crores. 'That works up to 16 per cent, of the total revenue. It
is a well-known fact that even the Government of India has allowed
only 12 per cent. on administration ; but here, the percentage is
16 which is very high, rather very disheartening.

While some of the Public Utility Services have been given a
sort of encouragement and incentive, most of the Public Utility
Services closely connected with the downtrodden, rather the man
in the street, were completely neglected.

I come to the item, ‘ General Administration. * Perhaps,
the Government of Hyderabad are aware thatso far 2 committees—
the Gorwala Committee and the Departmental Enquiry Committee
had been appointed and investigations and inquiries were made to
suggest and recommend economy measures, but their recommenda-
tions have been completely shelved. The scales of salaries, espe-
cially at the secretariat level are too heavy, compared to the rev-
enues. The State, with its meagre income, cannot afford to pay
such high salaries to the Secretaries. Even considering the scales
of the Government -of India, where the I. C. S. Officers are paid
Rs. 3,000 the Government of Hyderabad are paying Rs. 2,250 to

. the Secretaries of various departments, which, in my opinion, and
even in the opinion of the people of the entire State on whose
behalf 1 dare to speak, is too high and it requires immediate reduc~
tion. Under General Administration—I cannot say exactly what
the position is—whether the Financial Adviser who is to be ap-

ointed in future and the State Counsellor who is already in the -

tate, are going to be paid or not by the State, because; in the
budget, I have not come across these items. But, if the Govern-
ment of Hyderabad are to.pay thesetwo officers, it is not only a
burden on the exchequer but is also an insult to the Hyderabad
State and the Intelligentsia of Hyderabad, because, when States
like Mysore can get rid of these Counsellors and when the Govern-

“ment of Mysore can work free of Advisers, I cannot understand

why the Government of Hyderabad, why the party in power in

Hyderabad, needs Counsellors from outside, especially when it is

a drain on the exchequer.

I come to the Police Expenditure. Though from 6 crores, it
has been reduced to some 4 crores go-lakhs—a reduction of about’
160 lakhs—this, in my opinion, and in the opinion of my party,
is too meagre and too inconsiderable because, formerly in 1941,
when the State Revenue was about 10 crores, the expenditure on
the police was only 50 lakhs. That worked up-to 5 per cent only ;
- but now, in this Budget, it works up to 16 per cent. This is too
heavy and too extravagent, - If it is-really for the maintenance of

3
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law and order, still, this heavy expenditure is unnecessary and not
required even for that purpose. Especially, there is no need for
the Police from the outside States to be retained in Hyderabad
today. Normal conditions are prevailing in a greater part of the
State. Therefore, I am of opinion that the Hon’ble Dr. G. 8.
Melkote will consider, reconsider rather, this item, this expendi-
ture on the Police Department, especially when, during his Budget
speech yesterday, he has mentioned that, with the co-operation
of the Hon’ble the Home Member, he would try to reduce it, I
do really understand the difficulty of the Government. But we
have to make a move in that direction and unless we make a move
and unless we make an earnest start now and on the spot, I am
afraid the administration of the State will rather get into confu-
sion because I know—as I come from that part where the Special
Police from outside the State are serving—that instead of rendering
service to the villagers, great harm and innumerable troubles are
being caused to them ; and, in this context, I would like to request
you, Sir, that the outside police battalions should be repatriated
immediately so that reduction in the expenditure on the Police
Department may be conveniently effected.

Education—The expenditure on education amounting to
about 16 per cent. of the total revenues is rcally encouraging.
I am confident that this amount will be properly utilised, I
know the present administration of the Education Department
. in the State. In the name of education, in the name of making

the country or the State literate, so much is being spent ; that is
very encouraging but we are mot getting proper returns for the
expenditure, because the administration of the Education Depart-
ment is so bad, I can say, that nowhere in the villages schools
function regularly. If three teachers are appointed, they are
there only by rotation to represent the entire school. This is
because the teachers are not interested and the interest of the
teachers is not there because they are not properly paid. The
salaries they are paid are very meagre and the teachers are forced
to undertake some side-jobs. I am, therefore, of opinion and I
request you, Sir, and through you the Hon’ble the Finance Minis-
ter, that this amount should be properly utilised. Besides, to
eradicate illiteracy we have to move immediately in the direction
-of compulsory education which means more expenditure. If
some amount can beincreased on this item—education—it would
be very encouraging. There are about 22,000 villages in the
State end the villagcs havea population ranging from 500 to 8,000
or 10,000. If Rs. 1,000 per year is spent on every school, that
comes to only 1,80,00,000 for introducing compulsory education
and.if we can have this scheme immediately, this 1,80,00,000 is
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nothing when compared to the returns and the benefit that will
accrue to the people of the State. :

Medical and Health.—An amount of Rs. 1,80,00,000 is rather
very meagre, not even 1} rupee per capita, When the population
of the State is 175 lakhs, the expenditure on medical and public
health, a vital issue, is only Rs. 1,80,00,000. That is too meagre
and is too small. This amount, therefore, cannot provide any
relief to the people of the State. Neither maternity houses nor
public clinics exist today in the villages. The State consists of
villages and the residents of these villages who cannot afford to go
to taluqas and district headquaiters are deprived of the medical
aid given by Government. I think it is a great injustice.

Agricultural Department.—Agriculture is the mainstay of the
State. Seventy five per cent of the population live on agriculture.
Today, in the country when there is scarcity of food, when hun-
dreds are starving, the amount allotted to thisDepartment will not
permit the introduction of any radical change or scheme. Some help
should be given to the tiller of the soil who cultivatés the land, and
the peasant who produces grain should be given some incentive,
but no such effort is forthcoming. No reduction in the wet land
revenue 1s being contemplated. The scale of wet land revenue
in the State is very high compared to other States. But the people
of the entire State are dependent for food on these wet lands only.
The disparity in the scale of assessment between the jagir areas
and the khalsa areas still exists. I would like Sir, to draw
the attention of the Government to this particular issue. Live-
stock is the wealth of the State. The amount allotted to the
Veterinary Department is so small that, if worked out, no benefit
will accrue from it, because, whatever amount has been allotted
is only for the departmental administration. No'scheme can be
contemplated or no scheme can be thought of within the provision
made.

Industries and Supplies—The major part of allotment is. for
the administration. Only Rs. 60,000! When especially the
Government are interested in developing cottage industries and
providing employment for the unemployed in the State—which
requires great attention of the country today—that amount is
rather ridiculous. Development of cottage industries in the
State today is rather nil and we must see that they are encouraged
in every manner.

" Forests.—The expenditure on this item amounting to 33 per
cent. of the total revenue, I mean revenue from the forest depart-
ment, is rather high. When the income is so small and so meagre,-
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the expenditure is rather very high and 1 would like to draw the
attention through you, Sir, of the Hon’ble the Finance Minister,
that the reductionin the expenditure of the Forest Department is
quite necessary.

Coming to Civil Works, although no major schemes are put
into operation, still I feel that they are not so much neglected.
Only one point which requires reconsideration is the Road Trans-
port Department. When an amount—I cannot cxactly quote—of
6 crores has been inveeted in the R. T. D., a net profit ot 56 lakhs
has been shown. This is too much. The Government of India
have fixed 4 per cent. of the capital outlay but here it is about 8
per cent. and odd. This is directly a taxation on the poor.who
travel by the bus. So this income which is high should be re-
duced by giving additional facilities either in the shape of reduc-
“tion of the bus farcs or providing comforts to travellers or increas-
ing partly the salarics of the staff which are considered too low today.

The amount of Rs. 1,35,00,000 given as grant-in-aid by the
Government of India, is very meagre. When the Income-tax
Department has been taken away by the Government of India,
when the integration of the Railway Administration has taken
place, and when a gradual reduction in the excise duties is being
contemplated or being worked out, this amount in the shape of
grant-in-aid to Hyderabad by the Government of India is very
trivial. The Rs. 50 lakhs being paid to the Rajpramukh from
this. amount is against the wishes of the people and unnecessary.
When so much ot wealth amounting to hundreds of crores is lying
with the present Rajpramukh, this 50 lakhs of rupees from the
Gov.rnment of India 1s unwarranted. So I suggest that we should
demand of the Government of India that a larger share should be
allotted from income-tax and railways and the amount of Rs. 50
lakhs being paid to the Rsjpramukh should be left entirely at the
discretion of the people of Hyderabad as to whether or not to give
to the Rajpramukh. I know this is the wish and will of the people
thatno man in the State will readily agree to pay such a huge amount
to a person who already owns hundreds of crores of rupees and
who has been appointed as the Rajpramukh of the State much
against the wishes and will of the people. So, before concluding

I would be failing in my duty if I would not draw the attention
of the Government to one aspect, that is, the amount being paid
to the jagirdars. One crore and sixteen lakhs of rupees are being
paid to the jagirdars and a sum running into some lakhs is being
spent for protection of the jagirdars. Specially when so many

new schemes are to be inaugurated in the State of Hyderabad and
" s0 many amenities are to be provided for the man in the street
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and for the poor, such an cxpenditure on very few people is rather -

unnecessary and unwanted. I do admit that our Constitution
has accepted the principle of compensation. But it is the duty
of the Government not to view this compensation as reward for
their services but as rehabilitation allowance just sufficient to them.

Lastly, as I said, this Budget is full of capitalistic features, and
when in the next session this Budget will be discussed in detail
item by item, I will express my opinion on every item. Now, I
only state that this Budget definitely requircs reconsideration,
especially in the interests of the peoplc and in the interests of the
common man. ’ ' o
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Shri Papi Reddy (Ibrahimpatnam—General) : Mr. Speaker,
Sir, the Hon’ble Opposition Leaders and my other colleagues
have placed before the House the defects of the Budget. Elected
by the people—I do not mean to say the other Hon’ble Members
are not elected—and commanding the confidence of the voters,
I feel it my duty to disclose what is being done against the people.
The Hon’ble Finance Minister has himself admitted that the
present Cabinet had no time to prepare the budget and the former
Ministry prepared it. I would remind you, Sir, of one thing
that is, the Central Government has presented to this State a
beautiful Adviser. Of course, | am not mocking at him. An
Adviser has been appointed to see that things are properly
done here. One of the Opposition I.eaders has already com-
mented on the appointment of the Adviser and I do not want
to repeat it. But, it is a mockery of the intelligentsia of the Hy-
derabad State.

Hon’ble the Finance Minister said that the Budget was gloomy,
but I say it is as dark as the Asaf Jahi Budget, the notorious Laik
Ali Budget and the Military Governor’s Budget. I find no
difference between the so-called Congress popular Budget and
the Budgets presented before. It is the experience of the past
three years after the Police Action a term legally coined and
interpreted to the masses that it is for the cause of freeing the
people of Hyderabad—that an infiltration of forces with serious
weapons of war under the pretext of Police Action, started sup-
pressing the kisans. Thousands have been sent to the jails and
hundreds laid down their lives being inspired by the zeal for
freedom in their hearts. A sum which cannot be imagined has
been spent and the resources of the country are drained. In
this Budget about 4 crores of rupees are being. allotted to the
police. Now, it 1s said and the Hon’ble the Finance Minister
has himself stated in his Budget speech that with the co-operation
of the Hon’ble the Home Minister, the Union Forces would be
sent back. What about the other Forces ? If we look at the
Budget and the way adopted in which the police and the Forces
inside the State behaved we are not convinced—neither I nor
my colleagues nor the people in the State-—that the Union forces
would be sent back or the expenditure will be' brought down.
Now, there is a reduction in the Budget of 1 croreand a few lakhs.
I can present the picture in a practical shape ; the Union Constable
draws double the pay of a Hyderabad Constable. So, if you
see on that calculation, there is no reduction in the forces as I call
it. The other point in the Budget is that out of Rs. 20 crores
realised as revenue from land, excise and other sources about
Rs. 15 crores are spent on police and jails, including our secular
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Magistrates and repressive forces | Two thirds of the revenus
levied on the common man is thus wasted and he doss not enjoy
even one third of the privileges. 1 do not see in the Budgé‘c
the least indication of the improvement of the common man ani
his standard of life. 'There is no plan or provision shown
in it. '

I point out to the House Mr. Speaker, Sir, that in the Civil
Budget estimates on page 102 there appears a peculier item, wiz.,
¢ Anti-Communist Schemes.” 1 want to retrace a step back to tell
what happened in the past three years, as to how things were
carried on. Every democartic element has been dubbed as
. condas, dacoits, people who believed in arson and all that.
But, Sir, there has been complete peace since the election and
before the election also. I do not want to discuss the reasons
for it. The Hon’ble Members on the other benches must realise
whether it was the Special Commissioner or the then Hon’ble
Home Minister or the people themselves that achieved it. Now,
after the elcections, we—who could be proud of being elected
representatives of the people—daily receive information from
the public and through the press that police loot houses. If
you want an instance, in my own constituency of Ibrahimpatnam,
three days ago on 21st March, the tolice surrounded the village
and beat six persons. I hope to produce the pictures also before
the House. The police patel’s house has been looted about
three months back and collective fines are being imposed now
and collected with the force of the police. If I may give the
details regarding the collective fines, aboyt six months back,
in Ibrahimpatnam talug, a red flag was hoisted in the night
and the villagers were termed culprits the next day. After two
days, a red flag was hoisted just behind the house of the Circle
Inspector of Police in proper Ibrahimpatnam but no collective
fine was imposed. There was the Tahsildar, Munsiff, Doctor,
Health Inspector, Ration Inspector, but the poor villagers had
to pay Rs. 6,000 and the revenue was collected. If the resources
of the country are being wasted on the inefficient police officers
who cannot control the masses, I think, it is a very big drain and
should be stopped immediately. I would request the Hon’ble
the Finance Minister to consider his police Budget in 2 democratic
way and stop the anti-communist schemes. No secular State
and no democratic country could have such schemes. It is
not an anti-communist scheme, but it is an anti-people’s scheme.
‘You want to suppress the kisans who want land ; you want to
help the black-marketeers ; you want to reward jagirdars every
three months. We do not need the police, Sir. We are not
_ afraid of our lives. . We are peaceful and India by herself is a
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peaceful country. We_have got our philosophy at our back.
We do not want .303 rifles. We do not want these constables—30
constables and a Police Inspector at a point. Thirty constables
and an Inspector yearly cost us Rs. 13,000, A village cannot
-afford to spend this sum and the majority of the villagers do not
want them. It is only the landlords or the jagirdars that want
the police force and if they are apprehensive of their life and
security, they can go to the cities, but not drain the resources
of the country in this manner. '

The second point I would like to place -before the House
is the bureaucratic set up of the administration. You will see
that the Budget Estimates are contained in-a big volume. A
student of the primary school cannot carry this. There are so
many pages ; so.many items ; so many demands for every depart-
ment. Take, for instance, the District Administration—Collector,
and Additional Collector. Where is the necessity for the Addi-
tional Collector? What for is the Collector there? Why so
many Deputies and why so many P. As? Why this pomp and
show? When I was in jail as a detenue, I got some experience
how the so-called jail jawans are used by the staff for themselves.
They are not for the security of the prisons or to serve the prisoners,
but 2 for a Daroga ; 4 for Deputy Superintendent ; about half-
a-dozen for a Superintendent and a dozen for the Director of
jails. This is a drain. But, I do not want to call them traitors.
But, even if I put it in that way it is justifiable. When toiling
masses are having hand to mouth existence and are starving,
this is not the way how the Administration should be run. In
every department, you see petrol expenses, transport expenses,
but I have some experience. I have seen various officers using
petrol and transport for their private use which the country cannot
tolerate. 'The starving kisan of Telangana and Marathwada
cannot tolerate this when he has no roof to live under;, when
he has no food to eat. And I do not think the Departmental
Heads, especially the gazetted officers,. can use Government
cars for their private use and, if I may say so, for picnic purposes
also. If it is a people’s Budget, every item should be scrutinized
in this light and the least scale of pay should be prescribed to
the gazetted ranks. Today I go round offices and everybody
complains about the retrenchment of the chaprasis, No Tahsil-
dar is retrenched and no Collector goes out. One Collector
is equal to hundred chaprasis in the matter of salaries.
Every thing falls on the middle classes. So I will call it not
only, as the Opposition Leader calls it, a feudal Budget but also
a feudal and feudal defensive Budget because it gives security to
feudalists and protection to vested interests.
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Food Subsidy : 'The Hon’ble Finance Minister has mentioned
that we are dependent on the Central Government for some 58
or 6o lakhs of rupees. But around the city, not far, about 10 to 12
miles away, I see about 6000 acres of fertile pastural land. Any
Member can smell food in it. It is the patta of the Rajpramukh,
Can we not utilise this fallow land? Can we not actually imple-
ment the Grow More Food campaign here ? Another mockery,
Sir! At the road crosses, we see sign boards ' Paddy Pays More ”
in English. One Hon’ble Member raised an objection for addres-
sing the House in the mother-tongue. I hope he is the Hon’ble
Minister for Agriculture and Food. I do not think any kisan
would understand “ Paddy Pays Move”. It is'written in English.
I hear from the press and the public also that the Hon’ble the
Chief Minister is distributing ‘ poramboke ’ lands. If this was
done long ago we would have built up our resources much earlier.
The only difference is that when the Hon'’ble the Chief Minister
distributes land everybody agrees, but if any kisan of Telangana
fights for his land, he is dubbed a Communist. -

So, when all these ins and outs of the budget have been brought
to light, I would réquest the Hon’ble Minister for Finance and
other Ministers that they should, as suggested in the Hon’ble
Finance Minister’s speeh reconsider the Budget in the in terests and
welfare of the people and reduce such items as they and the people
think useless and convert it into a people’s Budget, so that we
can make the State democratic and secular-and raise the standard
of life of the people and see that law and order is maintained.
Instead of doing some concrete things like the improvement
of agriculture, development of industries and giving facilities
to kisans, I do not think that these huge police trucks roaming
about at 12 o’clock in the night, distrubing the peace of the
villagers, creating panic causing hindrance to the labourers
would anymore serve the purpose.
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The Hon’ble Shri V. B. Raju (Labour and Rehabilitation Miﬁster) :

Mr. Speaker, Sir, it is a very good day that the Members on
this side had the opportunity to hear from the Hon’ble Members
" of Opposition a consistent demand for peace, progress and eco-
nomy., I wish they carry this message even outside the atmos-
phere of this House. The concrete propositions that the Hon’ble
Members of Opposition have placed are :

({) The heavy expenditure on ‘police ;
(i) The payment to jagirdars as compensation ; and

(i) The compensation to the Nizam towards Sarf-e-Khas.
No doubt these are items which need very deep consideration and
I do not know whether the criticism is levelled against the Congress
Party as such or the new Government that has taken charge or the
predecessor Government or the Government of India. It is not
quite clear, but as’ my Hon'ble friend suggests, it may be against
all. It may be so, but 1 view that the Hon’ble Members of Op-
position also have a share in the building up of the political life
that we see today, and also in the building up of democracy for
tomorrow. There are many details which should be taken into
consideration before we come to right conclusions. So, I would
not like to go into the merits or demerits of the decisions taken’
in regard particularly to the two items, namely, the compensation
to the jagirdars and also the compensation to the Nizam towards
Sarf-e-Khas, but I would like to say something about the police
expenditure because more than one Hon’ble- Member has said
that the representatives of the Congress were present in the pre-
decessor Government and the party has a responsibility to answer
this question. We do take the responsibility, but I would like
to remind the Hon’ble Members of Opposition that one among -
them had rightly said that though the Congress Party may not be
able to implement all its policies and programme, at least a direc-
tion could have been given, an approach could have been made
towards fulfilment. If this Budget is examined and compared
with the actuals or the revised estimates of previous years, they
will definitely find that there is a very determined approach in that
direction. But, the point at dispute is the quantum. I do agree
that in the atmosphere we are placed in or with the limitations
that we have, we could not do much. We had admitted that.
So, some sort of sympathy and some sort of co-operation is neces-
sary from the political parties in the country. I am sure of the
co-operation of the Hon’ble Members in this House, but the
Government needs the co-operation and sympathy of the political
parties in the field, Some Hon’ble Members have tried to criticise
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this Budget as though medning it to be a blue-print for the econo-
mic development of the country. It is after all a financial state-
riterit for the year. Everybody raises the question of land problem
of unemploymerit of industrialisation. ‘These are covered by a
definite plan. Hon’ble Members will have an opportunity to
criticise the plan at the appropriate moment and their suggestions
will definitely be taken into consideration. The Budget in its
limited scope gives an idea about the expenditure contemplated
by different departments and if the Hon’ble Members will examine
the different heads in detail, when the time comes, they will defi-
nitely find that the Budget has an agriculturist bias. It is not
only a few lakhs on Agriculture Department, but provision has
been thade for minor itrigation, as one Hon’ble Member has
alteady pointed out, we have also to examine the capital Budget,
In the capital Budget, one will find that more than 5 crores of
fupees aré going to be spent on irrigation and water resources
which benefit the Agticulturists. Thus, an amount t6 the tine
of nieatly 8 &tores of ripees is going to bé expended on the better-
ent and itiproveineht of the. conditions of Agricultutists. .

Secondly, some Hon’ble Members have criticised ¢ customs ',
It is no use asking the Goverhment to spend imore on public health,
education and social services, when it is demanded to dbblish all
taxation. :

1 am very glad that the Hoti’'ble Members have taken to the
Gatithian way apd otitlook. The Leader of the Oppositiod lias
beeri good enough to suggest that the primary schools should be
hield uridet a tree.

© Let ug be redlistic in balancing expenditure and ificome. I
hope the Hon'ble Meribérs know the taxation structure and ouf
filantes here. You will fitid that taxation miainily on excise—eleveti
ctores and odd—cories to ohe-thifd of the Budget ; then custoiis
and then-land tevenue. The Hor’ble Mémbers would not like
enfiaricing the lahd reveriue and they piit a positive démand for
abolition of customs witliout agreeirig to an alternativée tevenud
like Sales Tax. There is opposition for Sales Tax and I would
have been glad if thére had been 4 concrete suggestion abotit taxd-
tion policies. The Government dre also anxious thdt the taxation
should be indiréct and not direct. Had there been iy othét
résotittes of gl\:ttiﬂg sothe profits from State-rhanaged industries bf
effterprises, theére would not have beert dny necessity fo resort to
tdtatioh. These details cai Hbt be covered in the few itiifiutes at
my disposal, but I wotld ke to emiphasise that there must Be
corictete proposals for taxatlon and for getting revenye to thg
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State for being expended on development programmes. The
Congress Party and its representatives in the Government dgq
believe that it cannot be a welfare State unless the police expendi-
ture has been brought to the minimum. An approach has a ready
been made and I do not like any further mud slinging on that
matter. It is a matter that has been thrashed out or discussed
from various angles and the Government are aware of its implica-
tions and I would be very glad and obliged to the Hon’ble Members
if they could suggest concrete proposals in taxation policy.

In the matter of education, T could say that the Government
had aln;ady comm_ltted to primary education, i.e., opening a
school in every village.

In the implementation of the Five-Year Plan, a sum of I. G.

Rs. 40 or 50 crores is going to be spent, mostly on development
and social services.

Another item on which I wantto throw light is the man-power.
Where is the public co-operation in this ? Political parties, instead
of vilifying the Government, could have organised the man-
power through their functions and those functional units could
have been taken advantage of. Mere political approach for the
organization of the people under political slogans is not going to
bring about anything. Today the Congress Party is in Govern-
ment ; tomorrow some other party may be here. If a precedent
is to be established that merely a political approach should be
made and Government vilified from a political angle matters
will not improve. There should be a definite approach, a construc-
tive approach in not arousing the people to become politically
antagonistic to the Government, but in creating a desire and an
urge for a better standard of life and new methods in production.
The Government has its plan. It is laid on the table. It can
improve if better sources of revenue can be found out and this
could be done very easily. But, the problem today is the psy-
chology of the people or the desire of the people to co-operate
with the Government in the implementation of the Plan. So,
in a general manner, these are the broad outlines, I am trying to

lace without going much into the details. Today, the probelm
For the Government, whichever, party may be in office, is to ensure
freedom to the individual, by protecting democracy. If better
standards of living are to be achieved, it is the organization of the
people not merely on political lines, but on functiopal lines, that
is needed. In this regard, I hope the political parties today who
stand opposed to the party-in-Government would consider this
aspect and would give suggestions to the Government. All the
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po'nts that have been raised by the Hon’ble Members of Opposi-
tion are quite relevant and need consideration _and the Hon’ble
the Finance Minister has already s_aid that th1§ Government, i.c,
the present Government, had not time to consider the proposals
that were made by the predecessor Government and the Hon’ble
Members will appreciate that the predecessor Government did
not like to commit itself to any new approach and it kept the doors
open for the new Government to do all. I wanted to make this
clear because 1 happened to be a Member of the predecessor
- Government and in clearing this point, I assure that the Govern-
ment are quite alive to the points raised by the Hon’ble Members
of Opposition. ’
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The How'ble Shri B. Ramakrishna Rao (Chief® Minister) :
Mr. Speaker, Sir, I just wanted to get an indication as to whether
the motion for vote-on-account is to be moved now or after the
debate is wound up. I find that some of the Hon’ble Members
on both sides of the House are still eager to express their opinions
and the general debate on the Budget is not yet over. If you
declare, Sir, that the gerieral discussion on the Budget is over,
it will have to be decided by you whether the vote-on-account
motion will be placed before the House just now without giving
an opportunity either to the Hon’ble tgl Finance Minister or
to me to wind up the debate or this will be postponed for day-
after tomorrow.

I would like to know from you, S1r, the exact procedure.
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The Hon'ble Dr. G. S. Melkote (Finance Minister) :—

Mr. Speaker, Sir, in accordance with Article 206 of the
constitution, I move that a sum not exceeding Rs. 16,51,30,000
be granted to the Rajpramukh in advance in respect of the
estimated expenditure for a part of the Financial year, 1952-53,
as per heads and demands shown in the Annexure. The
Annexure has been circulated to the Hon’ble Members already.

Motion moved - Nl th'
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Assembly then adjourned till Three of the clock on Thurs-

day, the 27th March, 1952.
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