
THE HYDERABAD LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 

Monday, l&th September, 1953, 

The House met at Two of the Clock. 

[MR. SPEAKEK IS THE CHAIR] 

Questions and Answers 

(SEE PART I) 

Motion for Adjounment re : Epidemic of Cholera in 
the State of Hyderabad 

Mr. Speaker: I have reeieved the notice of a Motion for 
Adjournment which reads thus: 

" I hereby give notice of a motion under Rule No. 99 
of the Hyderabad Legislative Assembly Rules for adjourn* 
ment of the business of the Assembly for the purpose of dis
cussing a definite matter of urgent public importance. 

'Since April 1953, Hyderabad State is completely 
in the grip of cholera. This epidemic appeared in the 
month of April 1953 in the District Nalgonda and spread 
like a wild fire in all the Districts of the State one after another. 
Still it is playing havocs in the rural sides of the State 
specially on either side of the river Maner in Karimnagar 
district. Thousands of attacks and hundreds of deaths 
are taking place daily- The Government conies out with 
the monthly press notes that this epidemic is tinder 
control with false figures either underestimating the danger 
to Whitewash the seriousness of the situation. 

The ordinary measures so £ar taken are not only 
unsatisfactory and unhelpful but they are insufficient to 
meet out the State-wide sitiiation. The figures given by the 
Government are completely gross and under-estimated. 
I can specially challenge the figures of the Karimnagar 
district where more than 1,G80 desihs took plaae within 
one month, More than owoel, we approached tb£ G&v&pm*m.t 
by telegranjS and by persoa, but t h i s - & m m ^ 
appreciating our approach ixmscaoaisly aymded IJ?^" Qi>e 
pretext y aa^he*. So, | ' i i i % 6imm^^Smm 

n 
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State of Hyderabad. 
and urgent nature to be discussed immediately in the 
Assembly, specially the break-up of cholera in Sultanabad 
and Sircilla taluqs, Karimnagar district, which is still 
continuing."' 

In the notice it has been stated that steps have been taken 
by Government, but they are quite unsatisfactory and un
helpful. It is also said that the outbreak of cholera has started 
since April 1953. Under our Rules, this matter could be raised 
by a special resolution. I t has not been done, when, there ' 
was sufficient opportunity to do so. Moreover, the .wording 
of the Motion is rather vague; it says : 'Thousands of attacks 
and hundreds of deaths,' etc. In view of these, I hold that 
the Adjournment Motion is not in order and I, therefore, can
not give my consent to it. 

LA* c i j i^T j ^ tf>±* i ^ j J l - ; - A r ' -J l j ^ j j i ^ j - £J ^ t f j 4 

£-\JL (State wide Cholera) I W j ^ j ** &J? * V *t Js ^ 

^ j !y> uSCit jAlt X J^* *̂ S2' Uk'j&f.jf'*^' ^ ^ V V> ^ ^ ^tJUj^u*^ Orb* 

^ -4-f (Adopt) Ju.-,it f-*5** s - ^ a* £**"V"*^x£ 

~«£.k* j!ji (Out of order) A^ ^ ^ j ' j * - ' .> k- uy - ^J^-j^^Si.i^ 

& £ 6 T - V ^ US**-J*I u-i ^ - Jj J f } ^ ^ j . £ j ^ tf^j 

IjjfcT *S «&. &££/* - fc£j o ^ ca* ,^ iC^ «j i!^L.I - «*_ \JTLily $**JjS Jjii-I 

-4. y^« J ^ •itA-1 if v* - U* ,M- £. irJ1* u*J«r o j i y - jC—1 J L * 

* Sir* F .JD, Deshpande: Mr. Speaker, Sir, It has be® 
stated in the Adjournment Motion that in the Taluks of 
Sultanabad and Sircilla, eholera has broken'out and is sHi 
continuing. I personally know this and had, brought this to 
the notice of the concerned hon. Minister, sWeftodthaj 
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the epidemic is still spreading- So, it is not only of recent 
incurrence, but is also still continuing in many parts of the 
State, especially in the taluks of Sircilla and Sultanabacl. 
Regarding the urgency of the matter, it is obvious that prac
tically major motion of the State is affected by this epidemic. 
Further, the normal administrative methods* have failed to 
curb the spread of cholera. In this connection, we have 
given a report to the concerned Minister, and he has told us 
that the staff available are not in a position to bring under 
control this epidemic that has broken out everywhere. 

Under the circumstances, .it is absolutely necessary that 
the House should discuss, such a matter which is affecting1 the 
life of not only hundreds of persons, but thousands of per
sons all over the State. Earlier when an Adjournment Mo
tion regarding hailstorm was brought before the House, you; 
Sir, had permitted that matter to be discussed, and it* has 
had its own effect in giving relief to the affected people. As 
this matter affects the whole State, and particularly the Dis
trict of Karimnagar, and is of recent occurrence and great 
urgency, I feel that the Motion should be admitted and dis
cussed and the Minister concerned should satisfy the House 
that adequate measures have been already taken and, if neces
sary, special measures will be taken. 

Mr. Speaker: If the hon. Member wants that-this matter 
should be discussed, can he not bring it in the form of a resolu
tion? Of course, adequate relief measures may be taken by the 
Government when an epidemic spreads, but it has been held by 
the various Legislatures in several cases that on such matters 
the Government have no control* . However in this regard 
this matter can be discussed by moving a resolution in this 
regard. Rule No, 101 (9) may however be referred to : 

" the motion must not deal with a matter on which a 
resolution can be moved9'* * 

As ho# I have already given my ruling in this regard, . . • 

Shri V. B. Deshpmide: Am I to understand that you wiff 
be permitting a special resolution on this subject, because 
there is tibe question of ballotmg and so on. If yP&>!$tt^ 
that a resolution, with your kind perans$io&> c^nj>e brought 
Ibrward afrany tii&e, then I h&v<& no objection 
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Mr. Speaker; The hon. Member is aware that no such 
assurance can be given. 

Shri V. B. Deshpande : This is not a question of party poli
tics. This is a problem which is affecting the lives of thousands 
of people and we want that we should seriously think of the 
problem. That is the intention. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Committee 
on Hhe Bhujanga Reddy Case? 

Mr. Speaker : Now we shall go on to the next item on the 
agenda. We shall take up the Bhujanga Reddy Case, because* 
the consideration of that report which was taken up yesterday 
was not concluded. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : c Bhujanga Reddy Case ' stands 
at item No* 3 in the agenda. 

Mr. Speaker: Anyhow we shall take that first. There 
aro two amendments, Who will move the first amendment, 
Shri Muthiah or Shri Ch. Venkatrama Rao 1 

Shri Ch. Venkatrama Rao: I will move my amendment. 
Sir, I beg *o nwve ; 

** In lifte 6of paragraph 3 of page 1 of the Report, delete 
tlie WOT&S beginning from "his statement" and ending with 
**ew«Shexamiiiation." 

iiSSfe** Gopal Rm Midhete: Before the Speaker allows the 
amendment, I hurve & few observations to make in connection 
with fĥ r aSd^rfeg of the amendment itself. 

J$k Sptdher: The hon. Member may refer to Rule 
No* i©6L • • 

Skrt Gbped Mm Ekbote; The second antmdment has 
not bettl moved as yet. I will try to discuss both 
^faee(W**«eiife which is in the nature 
0t ft p^mmiky o**e? n§fei& fe> both types of amendments, 
V l t tMl l^ is i&tik regard to a quskkwL of factt 
llllBitiy givcm fuH opportu
nity for mm-mmmktiMkm of Bhajsaga S ^ d y ? s * ^ t m K * & 
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That is the first amendment and the second amend
ment by is Shri K. Venkatrama Rao that , the Bhujanga 
Roddy case should be recommitted to the Privileges Com
mittee, I wish to invite your attention, Sir, to page 136 of 
May's Parliamentary Practice. 

Mr. Speaker: We shall consider only the first amend
ment. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ehboie : I t refers clearly to a question of 
fact: whether opportunity was sufficiently given to the com
plainant or not. As far as questions of facts are concerned 

* I wish to clearly state before the House that sufficient and 
ample opportunity was given to both of them. The Com
mittee is in possession of two notices which were issued to them. 

Mr. Speaker: This sort of discussion may take place 
only if the amendment is allowred. What is the preliminary 
objection? 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote: My objection is that no amend
ment can be tabled to a motion presenting the report of the 
Privileges Committee, particularly with regard to a ques
tion of fact- I will go a step further and say that even a 
question of law decided by the Privileges Committee cannot 
be discussed by the House because the House does not sit as 
an appelate authority over the Privileges Committee* The 
House has got the right to inflict punishment, but it has 
either to agree with the report of the Committee or reject it 
in toto- There is no question of moving any amendment at 
all and for that purpose I shall invite your attention to page 
138 of May's Parliamentary Praetiee, wherein the procedure 
which is normally followed in the House in cases where the 
Privileges Committee has suggested that no action is called for 
is stated. 

UA motion that the report of a committee on a matter 
of privilege be now taken into consideration; or a ^ubsfewrtake 
motion expressing the agreement ear dlsagteemait ^f 4l*£ 
House with the report will be recorded the priemty assigned 
to a i$mtt^i>H5?Tprivilege uatess there lias mek *mg^^$$£fr* 
in bringing i t forward, A Member will not be held t*» 2*&ve de
layed mtmitf if he waits until tfee *eporfe &% and the minutes 
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of the evidence taken before, the committee have been print
ed and circulated. When a report has been appointed for 
consideration on a future day, it will be given priority as a 
matter of privilege on the day so appointed. 

Procedure on reports where no further action is requir
ed : If the committee reports that no breach of privilege of 
the House has been committed, no further proceedings are 
usually taken in refernce to the report. 

In two instances, however, where the Committee of 
Privileges reported that no breach of privileges of the House" 
had been committed, the House resolved that it agreed with 
the Committee in their report". 

Here two kinds of motions are contemplated, as soon 
£ts the report of the Committee comes before the House : the 
House agreed with it without any substantive motion being 
brought before the House and in the history of the House of 
Commons, there are only two instances where the House 
went into such a question and agreed that the report be tabled 
as a substantive motion. This is absolutely necessary even to 
table a substantive motion. Our rules require that either the 
Chairman of the Commitee of Privileges or any Member in 
his absence could move a motion that the report should be 
taken into consideration. When the report is taken into consider
ation, the report is always admitted, accepted and agreed to and 
If the House is not inclined to agree, it can reject it complete
ly. But no substantive motiom can be brought before the 
House that a question of law or a question of fact mentioned 
in the report be amended. After referring to May's Parlia
mentary Practice I can now say confidently that there is not 
even & single instance in the history of the House of Commons 
where an amendment was allowed with regard to a question of 
taw or fact peifeiniag the report of thePrivileges Committee. The 
only two instances where a substantive motiom to agree with the 
report was brought I have already placed before the House 
md even there the motion was agreed to. I therefore request 
ym*» Sir, to disallow this amendment* 
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- UJA bat U bjj" 

"Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideratxon of the report referred to in rule 2 £ 
m such form as may be considered appropriate by the Speaker » 

iff fJu Jjf<^ <t-:V S s-»W> jS^t vk*tJUjM AJUI- ir1 - «*. fJu AJ OU. 

.4. tew uruv ju-j, u >fc jjjuty A u iuXui r ^ * - j c u j ^ 

> 4.^»U (T T n) <̂ -> J ^ J J «i_> ^ - ^ ^ U t j^U jisly J^r fcj ' 

^t*** E?'j«j»tf* ^ U ~ Jt!>Ti>i> j-l ̂ ^ . ^ u ^ ^ ^ Ĵ B 4j4_ 

( Inquiry )**V3li-u*j» J j ^ J a < > - 2 _ t r j U t r l . ^ 0 J J > 

( Delete )^ijr i rru^.Jf AJ^^i^^^^.^^ 
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J~l--up'4*j ( Statement of Fact ) ^ M j T ^'-V-1 ^ * * ^ 

oy j A V tS-A^j^. J V i ^ ^"j-f ~<-£* -*-*£. c^"5^"^ - ^ *j *&' ^ W* . 

*i <J*- 2 U -^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Y u (Healthy convention) c A V ^ ^ 

S '<Z-jS~ vLu AiJ <JM crjl ^ k^d £1 J*1JJ -*T **- J J * tT* ^JJ-'J v ^ tfc* 

S IA* ^ ^ us* < ^ i l £ b I ii;Ji5 2^ j ' l ^ ( Merits of the Case ) 

( Delete ) ^ J^r**' ^ ^ ^^ , l
 Lrs~*vx* £• ^>'-> ^ - ^-l~ 

( Re-commit) *i**fi$ j ^ V ^ t r ' >~ <As* 4**1 w -£-J* ^ S ^ 
*j& OL £ > yf̂ T' ̂  iul ^ ^Cj _ «*_ b £ J d ^ £ j o ^ ^ j ^ 1 1 ^ - ^ 

r ^ j T ( Repudiate ) ^ S ^ j j ^ a ^ 5 j T ^ ^ J ^ 2 ^ ' ^ 
o^ *l-j^ JC^r^4-***^* *^w'' "̂«£~ *i ^ c '̂-j-^ - t£*U b^ ^ j ^ 

4*Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in Rule 225 
ia such form as may be considered appropriate by the Speak
er*" 

^ ' 4 5 ^ ^ ; K"rJU XLA^*-' 0 ^ ^ !t -1>* <-̂  ( prescribe ) 
*cSl» u e u^jj -̂jW *A* <~& -dir' - 4- J'j-* Kir' -ft- tC-Tjuu JL#I i f ^ 
iluu Jbû  4 ^ d^» ^ A. ^ * c£r ^ oy ^ J J ^_jl^ - ISC-T cAr ^ J4) >" uiA 

W Jf v t . JU«J>^-* A. (May^ Parliamentary practice) <j^y> 
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j ^ <T *<L-J*S*i*y k ( Alter ) ^ ^ j ^ of £JU AJLJ 
£**>* S '£-X{ Lay down ) ^J - A J^J*? ^ - ^ T ukr £-*•&-•' ^ 

>?V *A* - <£- kj V y^utr LA- «si.J^ J" JV^* u^j! « i ^ V y " u ^ Jf̂  
j& ^O - UCU ULjII j^rjX\ £Jj l* j^^SJ SL &JMJ <r' *5"Uj.* b'L ^ 

**£.{ Old Testament ) i** W ^ f *r ̂  l i ^ V ^ ^ j l ^ 
^ L <*_> - ^L t^-T ^*: ( New Testament ) ^ * M * J 
J*' j * JL ut* <£-0̂  £L J^'*~* t>*' c r ^ °^ <A*'*.i~-l g - «*. J j* JT OJJ^ <j*lk 
^S^VljS' L ^ I / ^ - ^ J '-T ?̂' - ^ ^ ^ '«iu^1^p"U U^j *i_ j-f* ~*£L ^w* If jJU 

ATSS^r-u ^* £ >y\ ~ j*U Xy> ( Delete ) ^ ^ r ^ ' ! Ar*£-

( Follow ) ̂ u J^O^^ tsJ^jk >• «** - iLv y"A*ŝ sj J ^ J ' 

- tft-UL^ g^i ejh j ^ ijy ^^S^^**.?^^^^ j5̂ »* AT'û fc ^ V ^ ^^ *" ^ *A5** 

5^n Jfef. 8. Bajalingam: While agreeing with the hon. 
Chief Minister with regard to the deletion he referred I would 
like to draw your attention to Rule 226 of the Assembly Rules, 
particularly, the second part, which runs as follows : 

** Provided* that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee eithea? without 
limitation ol with reference to any particular matter*** * 
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Here, I would emphasize the three words " any particular 
matter " . In the light of this the amendment, which is as 
follows should be studied. 

"I t is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the 
Committee on Privileges on "The Bhujanga Reddy's 
Case " be recommitted to the Committee for further 
investigation and to examine from the point of view 
of * an indignity offered to all members in general." 

My contention is that when we have referred any matter 
to the Committee on Privileges, we cannot dictate to them 
and ask them to view the matter from this or that parti
cular point of view, as such a thing would amount to dictating 
things. That is an improper way and if the matter is 
viewed in this light, the amendment which has been given 
notice of will not come within the purview and meaning of 
the words 'any particular matter' used in the Rule, 

Mr. Speaker: The amendment has not yet been 
moved and so there can be no discussion on it. 

Shri M* S. Rajalingamt I do not want to discuss 
further* I just wanted to bring this point to your notice 
as reference to it had already been made. . . 

Mr. Speaker: The only thing is this : Rule 226 is quite 
clear, particularly the proviso... .... 

u Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
cjnestion be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter." 

^ i - a - l u f * u^ji % ^~ (Recommit to the Committee) i^*^ 
* j£\J jiX^ lj-«3^ ** v ' - ^** ^L->cftt* ° j M & <4—j^ 

Shri E* AwmtJi Rarnarao : I beg to move : 

. " That it h the opinion of the Assembly th&irthe Report of 
the Committee on Privileges on 'The Bhujanga Reddy €$m' 
be reeomMitted to the Committer iw f^rtfeer S&vestijaiioa 
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and to examine from the point of view of "an indignityoffered 
to all members in general." 

,. , . «2LJ>* </*. *hMj ^ ^ <&- ^ y 1 ^ l / * 1 *i i L i * * r ^ T y uv ^** 

Mr. Speaker : Does the hon. Member want to give the 
Committee particular directions that it must examine it from 
this or that point of view ? 

Does the hon. member desire to say : 
4 Recommitted to the committee for further investigation.' 

5feri Ananth Rama Rao : 

" That it is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of 
the Committee on Privileges on c The Bhujanga Reddy Case' 
be recommitted to the Committee for further investigation". 

- ^ -U*J j * ( Move )J>> A^%S v? ̂ ^ j M - ^ 4 JL^ 

*Shri Gopal Rao EJcbote: I have got a preliminary objec
tion for the moving of this amendment. I submit that np 
permissiop. to move this amendment can be granted. I wish 
to invite your attention to rule 226. This Rule does not 
allow every kind of amendment. Rule 226 reads: 

** Any member may give notice of an amendment to 
the motion for consideration of the report referred to in 
Rule 225 in such form as may be considered appropriate by 
the Speaker'*: 

Any amendment that may be moved can therefore he 
to the motion for consideration of the report, which, havfng 
been moved by me, is now before the House for considerationf 
and amendment should be to that motion and cannot ta,tp 
|he report. Any amendment can, if moved, relate #$$y $^ 
that substantive motion and not to tfee r$j>or$. 
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That is the important point which obviously we are missing 
from the outset. There does notarise any question of bringing 
in an amendment to the report submitted by the Committee. 
If the hon. Member wants to move an amendment, obvious
ly it must relate to the motion for consideration of the report 
moved by me. Another objection which I wish to take is 
this: the proviso does not refer to all kinds of cases of breach of 
privilege. As it reads, the proviso says : 

" Provided that an amendment may be moved that 
the question be re-committed to the Committee either 
without limitation or with reference to any particular matter." 

If read cursorily, it reads as if every kind of breach 
of privilege or every report submitted by the Committee on 
Privileges could be recommitted to the Committee either with
out limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 
For argument's sake I may be allowed to treat this particular 
amendment as an amendment to the motion which I have 
moved for consideration of the report submitted by me. If 
we refer to page 148 of May's Parliamentary Practice, we find 
that the question of recommitting the report arises only with 
regard to such kinds of breach of privileges committed in view 
of any other Committee which is not a Privileges Committee 
or either in view of the House itself. I may draw your atten
tion, Sir, to the variety of breaches of privileges which occur 
in the House. A breach of privilege may occur either in 
view of the House when it is transacting a particular busi
ness or in view of a Committee which is constituted by the 
House, 

In such cases, every committee constituted by the 
House or the House itself has the power to punish the offend
ers responsible for committing the breach of privi
lege. If it is committed in the view of this House, when the 
House is sitting, the House can immediately take cognizance 
of it and punish the offender here and now. But if the breach 
of privilege has occurred in the view of the Committee, i*e.$ 
a Select Committee or any other Committee constituted by 
this honourable House, for instance, if a witness who is called 
to give evidence either behaves in a manner which constitutes 
a breach of privilege or refuses to attend the Committe 
and give evidence—there may be several otlier cases which 
may involve breach of privilege-
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such a Committee (the Select Committee) is authorised to 
submit a special report to the House with regard to these 
kinds of breaches of privileges. The question of recom
mittal arises only in such cases when a Select Committee, 
which is not a Committee on Privileges, submits a special re
port to the House for taking the breach of privilege into con
sideration, but not in respect of cases which are referred to the 
Committee oh privileges. I t is natural that a Select 
committee in whose view the breach of privilege has 
occurred, may have no time to go into questions of facts or 
questions of law, because that committee is not constituted for 
the purpose of considering breaches of privilege, though 
breach of privilege can occur before such Committee* So, 
the Committee makes a special report to the House and then 
the House has got two alternatives, (1) either to 
send the case to the Committee on Privileges or 
(2) send it back to the same Committee to try the whole issue 
as a Special Committee on Privileges but only for that parti
cular breach of privilege. In this connection I may be allow
ed to read paragraph 4 on page 146 of May's Parliamentary 
practice: 

" According to present usage in the Commons, however, 
reports from Select Committees"— these particular words 
should be considered very carefully—" when presented are 
ordered as of course to lie upon the table. Thereafter 
procedure upon such reports is the same as that upon 
reports from the Committee of Privileges (see p. 136)".—the 
page which I had read out. 

*' Any member may bring a Report of this description 
before the House, but it is usual to leave this duty to the 
Chairman of the Committee. 

Upon consideration of the report, the parties implicated 
may be Ordered to attend the House, or the report may be 
referred to the consideration of a select Committee, or referred 
back to the committee with an instruction to inquire into the 
circumstances of the case." 

This is not a committee on privileges; it is a Committee 
from where the report has originated and before whom the 
breach of privilege has occurred. The Committee on Privi
leges is constituted for the whole term of the session and It 
is entitled to hear all the facte* etc. and submit a report to 
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the House in respect of all cases of breach of privilege which 
occur either before the House or before the Committee on 
Privileges or any other Committee. The Committee re
ferred to above at page 146 of May's Parliamentary Practice 
is a particular Committee and a particular procedure is laid 
down. Let the hon. Members go through the whole of May's 
Parliamentary Practice or even the journals of House of Lords; 
they will not find a single case where the Committee on 
Privileges had submitted a report and a motion of substan
tive nature was passed by the House that the same be sent 
back to the Committee on Privileges with certain in
structions or directions from the House. A definite distinc
tion has got to be made between a Committee on Privileges 
and Select Committee. We are missing the difference 
between these two Committees; and that is why the whole 
confusion has arisen. 

As I stated just now, the Committee on Privileges is 
specially constituted for the whole term of the session and 
any case which relates to a breach of privilege is chosen to 
be referred by the House to the Committee on Privileges and 
it is for this Committee to enquire into the matter from all 
points of view and not from a particular point of view. This 
Committee considers the pros and cons of a particular allega
tion and then submits a report. When the report is submitted 
by the Committee on Privileges, the procedure laid down at 
page 136 of May's Parliamentary Practice is applied in respect 
of all such cases* There are other cases in which an allegation 
is made that a particular hon. Member or a stranger has com
mitted a breach of Privilege either in the view of a Select 
Committee or without the Select Committee, but which 
amounts to a breach of privilege. It is only in cases 
where such a Committee submits a report for the 
consideration of the House that this particular procedure 
laid down at page 146 of May's Parliamentary Practice h^s to 
be followed and in such cases there are only two or three 
alternatives, because tha t Committee which wants to take 
cognizance and punish the offende* is not a Committee cons
tituted for enquiring into the breach of privilege; there is 
a Standing Committee already for that purpose. The 
House has got only two alternatives (1) either to send 
back the case to that Committee confep-ing on it 
powers which are enjoyed by the Committee oft Privileges 
and ask the particular Seteefc Committee to e&qulre m*e tfee 
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matter-beeause the House is a Supreme Body and can confer 
such powers on a particular Select Committee—and go into 
the circumstances of the case or (2) refer it to the Committee 
on Privileges, I t is only in the former case that the question of 
a re-committal arises and in no other instance does it arise. 

Another point which I like to deal is that a reference was 
made to the May's Parliamentary Practice and 
it was suggested that these were old testaments and that we 

9 should follow new testaments, I fail to grasp the point inasmuch 
as no new testament was brought before the House. Article 
194 (3) of the Constitution lays down very clearly that the 

* powers, privileges and immunities of the hon. Members shall 
be the same as those of the House of Commons until a speci
fic enactment is legislated in this regard by the Legislature; 
and there is no enactment at the moment on the question 
of the privileges either collectively of the House or indivi
dually of an hon. Member, I shall here read out Art. 194 of 
the Constitution :—* 

u (1) Subject to the provisions of this Constitution and 
to the rules and standing orders regulating the procedure of 
the Legislature, there shall be freedom of speech in the Legis
lature of every State. 

(2) No member of the Legislature of a State shall be 
liable to any proceedings in any Court in respect of anything 
said or any vote given by him in the Lagislature or any com
mittee thereof, and no person shall be so liable in respect of 
the publication by or under the authority of a House of such 
a Legislature of any report, paper, votes or proceedings. 

(3) In other respects, the powers, privileges and immuni
ties of a House of the Legislature of a State, and of the Members 
and the Committee of a House of such legislature, shall be 
such'as may from time to time be defined by the Legislature 
by law, and until so defined, shall be those of the House of 
Commons " 

I t has been very clearly mentioned in the above Article 
that as long as that particular law relating to the powers, 
privileges and immunities of the House (or of a Member) 
does not come into existence, we are obliged to foBm? tfe# 
conventions and practices of the House of Commons It is 
jotot anyb«*dy*$ $s$ret|on either to accept it or inject it* W# 
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have to definitely know as to what those practices and con
ventions are. 

As I have presently pointed out to you, Sir, the procedure 
mentioned at page 146 of the May*s Parliameniary Practice 
is only with regard to the report of a Committee, which is 
not the Committee on Privileges, and under that procedure 
there can be a recommittal to the same Committee with 
certain definite instructions. As far as the report of the Com
mittee of Privileges is concerned, it is taken as final and 
the only thing which can be considered is with regard to the 
punishment to be given to the offender, because the Legislature, 
as a SupremeBody can determine thenature of the punishment. . 
As far as the nature of the breach of privilege is concerned, 
the report of the Committee on Privileges is usually taken 
andthe procedure mentioned at page 136 of May's Parliamentary 
Practice is followed. I would ask the hon. Members whether 
they can show one instance in the whole history of the exis
tence for hundreds of years of the House* of Commons where 
while under discussion of the House the matter was recom
mitted to the Committee on Privileges. In the light of these 
arguments I respectfully submit to you, Sir, that this amend
ment should not be allowed because it amounts to laying 
down a very unhealthy convention in India, 

Shri M. S. Bajalingam: Mr. Speaker, Sir, I want to know 
whether the mover of the amendment is bringing it into to or is 
he deleting the last two lines "and to examine from the point 
of view of 'an indignity offered to all members in general' " ? 

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member may read out the amend
ment afterwards, 

* * 

Shri M. S. Bajalingam: Shall we take it for granted that 
this amendment ismoved with the omitting of the last two lines ? 

Shri K. Venkatararna Rao: The amendment has not been 
moved, 

Shri M. S. Rajdingam: If the mover proposes^to move the 
amendment deleting the last two lines* that wouM not be in 
Cnfor with the rule 226 of the Hyderabad Assembly Rules, 
which read; r 
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"Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 

If the last two lines are taken away, naturally there will be 
no specific matter to be reconsidered, and the motion after 
deleting these last two lines will read as: " I t is the opinion of 
the Assembly that the report of the Committee on Privileges 
on the "Bhujang Reddy's Case55 be recommitted to the Commit
tee for further investigation", while the proviso above-men
tioned stipulates that there should be a particular matter for 
tecommittal. Even if he specifies that point, it would amount 
to asking the Committee to reconsider the matter from a parti
cular point of view. So in both the cases, whether he deletes 
the last two lines or moves it with those lines, it cannot be 
allowed. 

( With reference to any particular matter )-**• j&£ji 

" Provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter." 

Skri F . B. Raju: Mr. Speaker, Sir, on a point of order, 
can an hon. Member speak for a second time on the same 
point ? 

Shri V. 2>. Beshpande : On the second point, I am speak
ing for the first time, 

~Oj* Ujt ji £ 2J2* ̂ o&*f'jil <L->f\^A>jf*M~ tkbfi*&* ** ****u 

P-II—3 -
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"Any member may give notice of an amendment to the 
motion for consideration of the report referred to in rule 225 
in such form as may be considered appropriate by the Spea
ker • • • •" 

"As soon as may be, after the report has been presented, 
the Chairman or any member of the Committee shall move 
that the report be taken into consideration/' 

"Provided that an amendm t maybe moved that the 
question be recommitted to the >mmittee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter/* 

uy-«*. Ŵ  J ' j - ^ g^U1- *r** gV>* ^lxf^^ (^ ^ -£. i~>* <-*U rr^ 

( Specific ) ̂ - a ^ 1 *fkk& J ^ ^ l jy- J^sT ^ j - y 

A * >^y^ ^ ' y i^>-J **J jjl <*-j£"V ( For reconsideration ) 
- <£-cs£* V- <̂& ( With reference to any particular matter ) 

^&^*\a-'- A'i*^*U ( Dignity )ur^ i J ^ « ^ j J ^ 
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Mr* Speaker : Is it necessary to discuss further ? 

^ uu^ ol* - JLU** > - -&J ^ - Jj J f , j iS3» j - jCtf^S * 

( Procedural law ) ^ ^J?**JJ U ' ( Substantive Law ) 

^ K r , n r ) J^>T--ft.LT( Enact ) ^ 1 1 i_^£~~l j£~-

*In other respects, the powers, privileges and immunities 
of a House of the Legislature of a State, and of the members 
and the committees of a House of such Legislature, shall be 
such as may from time to time be defined by the Legislature 
by law, and, until so defined, shall be those of the House of 
Commons of the Parliament of the United Kingdom • • • •* 

^ J»U) XL (r - 11^ } JQ;T X < y ^ J ^ IT #•**' ->>> V * J J U j ^ ^ y * * 

4 Subject to the provisions of this Constitution and to*the rules 
and standing orders regulating the procedure of the Legisla
ture • • • •* 
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Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote, Chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges to move motions for consideration of the Reports 
of the committee on privileges on the following cases•*•• 

o*L* * l ***»' ~~~«£- <JVr ^ J " * u ^ <£-J ̂  JC*^ ^ ^ J J ^ T C S A L A p* * T U^ r ^ 

*S^L ** ay r i r JJJ - ^ . j j L * 

Subject to the provisions of these rules, a member may, 
with the consent of the Speaker, raise a question involving a 
breach of privilege either of a member, or of the Assembly or 
of a Committee thereof. 

provided that an amendment may be moved that the 
question be recommitted to the Committee either without 
limitation or with reference to any particular matter. 

*£ «*. tej* fji*~* <£L o*\ oy> k*j* 4?L jT jtji^ji JL r » r <Jr> <±J 

So, the question may be recommitted to the Committee 
either without limitation or with reference to any particular 
matter, 

- <*>j$ cs^ cJj i ^ j f ( Move ) J>* ***f* tfLr^T i - o^ l ^ a-' -<£-kb~ 

Mr. Speaker: Shri A&anth Rama Rao will now tead tike 
Wejidment as proposed by him. 
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Shri K. Ananth Rama Rao : " It is the ODinion rrff u~ * 
thatthe Report of the comrnitteTT ^ i t ^ T ^ l 7 

Bhujanga Reddy Case be recommitted to the eomrait?L f* 
further investigation." s committee for 

^ r ^ ^ f' • ̂  **« O.;'J ̂ . r ^ W : ^ £ U j« 

c^. oy H ^wu - if ur -̂ ^ o y r - _ w " * * £ - **•*» 

^ <̂ - <Ar ^ M ̂  -1«; ^u u.r^ ,*/ " i -<f ^ 
jiu. ^ & ± ^ ^ ^ .fZ-'Z??** ^***-J* 
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Â tĵ I C*£*& *£2-Jj <S ^^if+S OjjU 

u^j Uf^O ^C^. tUJl 4.̂  ^*ilj £ \ iaU o^» ^ - <£. J&f ^4 ^JjiJ *£HJ^ 

k* jlj* U^ g ^ ^ ^ *-*? g*^ ^ J J ^ cr^ l̂ s?, ^ j ^ j u y ^ ^ ^ ^<S \j**\J 

JtUII jp. *J%* £LJ&** &&J\ ASTU>fc k§**-* cjy ^t^UJ ^ 1 ^ U ^ ^ j i ^ U5*^ 
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jln - «*.b£- <y jvf o ^ •*•• ^ 0 & y -£.L5^I *T-U A-S'JS ~u&k<±.\GF 

l̂ b ^U &-I ̂ ^ «_*». - JT <jy J** Jl*j i£-l *̂i £Lo-> j * - ^ l ^ j , b1* A ' JJ* 
1 .̂ ̂  k_dj^t-y*»'jj i»k JCJI ^ l . jr, <j -a*-' - ^ uy -̂.jV-J k_ py ^r 
t^fjt^ ^ <js» ^ î » J^-l - Lf*;ljj 2^&A^J& ' u-l; HJKi~»l ^ 

S zjtf d€S c>~1 >*%^ 
i$J>l£**£L tir*-"' *<£~c& - ^^* 4»A* Ij^j k_ U> t̂ - blj.b Olfc £ SL *^»Ui!j c-ibj.* 

L ^ k-j* ^ cT*̂  uy J r w l ^ 1 *j ̂  ^ ^ k^ uy d'^ jf- *5"l&50 j i ^ ^ i ^ 

gt- ur^ ^ J 3 i ufurji^ ur^rjfyk £*LI JLIjfj$^\ ^ *rbb 

^ ^ - r 1 V ^ J f ; ^ k- J a ^ ^ J e ^ U ' . ~J&*jfjVJjfts^o&k&* y 451 

v^y. i l ^ ^ ^ l - O j ^ u y Uiljjl O j T o y ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ f ^ t f j T ' ^ o r *^ 
^J ;W-^ '^" '^ oy r̂?* j ^ l t* ^s-4* - ^ ^ l ;;' u y ^ ^ j j f ^sTuy 
uy J? jf~c^*^):* c*"^*^» tf^. 4? - ^^>f'ci*,',i o"̂  jkv^̂  k_ uy- tp K̂U l̂ j 0^ 

uy *^ ^ j cr J t f u g^ olo isTJ *TV V^k^ Oĵ l tj<u ^j^L,rj JU* 

£~j*j$ ^ A- ^i ^ ^ J1^ <Ĵ  <̂W i>^ l^y ^^-J&s" ^^^A^S^IJ^ 
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y o y i f ?i£ k j A * * JJJ LTJ* - w ^ i - j . ^ ^ j j j J~J\ j^<jj,*\jSj> JJ\ i?^{$j£ 

^^ i$>e.+* a.) ( jy -**£* ^rtw* W-* <^Lr̂ J*rsjy' J j ' p y ^ ^ s f " ^ - f y - * « ( ^ " ^ ^ ^ ^ j j 

ASpls ov* JiU. O y _>?**£. ( J ^ ^S^* !>» J*' O y c r j ' i l - ? * ^ ^ ^ J ^ ^ i ^ ^ O > ^ ^ i * 

- O y i f ^w-*.^^-^•****! t-*« I A V X ^ ' ^ - ^ ^ J ^ y &" ^~* c£>* JJ^ o"^^*^ v^ 

**»j* i l o~ ^ ^ k * J ^ l : <1~** - Aj?^-3 (Ample opportunity ) 
jj\\jf\j oy t^ ^̂ k K:\^ <-£** - oj^if^fu^y^ "̂̂ î s y^J Vc/* j-^f^ 
>̂LS ijii îiA.>coftJT o y x <5^j <-£'•?*! - y y oy if o^jf^^ tsj^j* 

fcfk-V ^ ^ A U I < I ^ J ^ - i j i j i ^ ^ j?>* If i_>f ^ j t u J j i V y ^ ' j j l ^ T p w 

<*&l-4*-Jpi$>0***!4Sjj^^jS"0y t ^ j ^ £ 6 l L y ^ > ^ ^ T ^ y y " 

o*'̂ J ^ .1^ . ( Allegation ) Cr^11 ^ U* J1- <J=^ - C&&-T ^ L 

4r-J^U^) J[&y* ^l\*&<tS fS~*.l C£* <iL.J^ 0^£+< ^ " ^ Ufa '{J* tj& V 1 

«i4^Jl i j j j ^ ^ . t ) j ^ i ? i^utf~'- jfSi+*»S\ t^+4 tjyk j ^ j ^ y ^ * c5Lr* cjy ^«*"i*»X 

*f<*. Q*M Up &JMJ~£- Olf*l & eL.jilL Cr&*iJ 

l / " Molestation of any member while attending the 
Assembly or ^hen coming to or going from it, 

2, Molestation of any member of the Assembly on account 
of his conduct in the House. 

.if 

3. Reflections made on the members on account of their 
conduct B& Members, 

j^jw t?'s«-fT^v^#V(^3^T ̂ ^ t ^ i L - t ^ * ^ ^ y ^ uij^« *5 "O y*6w* A^ *£^j&^4jj\ {**** 
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m ju&btU UU« <MJ cXil * JU J.J jy>£. J ^ j T l V&2 ^ r- ^ j - * ^ trj-**! >-*? 

3f r. Speaker: How is this matter relevant here ? 

_oy> l au Ubcy <4 u^ i , jT ( Maintain 

£J!w^ ^ - J - wr ̂  ^ -J* ̂ J LM «-IU J 1 ? - - ^ u ^ V 1 - ^ ^ ' 

J* ye**t^<£_>S~-& J l& ^KJ±*£J!& t - * * - ^ j S ^ ^^rz^p^fi u X l A*. ̂ 5 * * A*$L 4 j 

M5" l$C* ̂ j i ~uy - k\ tr^i <£ 7tr* o 4 * ^ y ^ J ̂  JC^^f-* 4*- - ^ ^ j j - f c j j ^ 
J^yT <̂*5" jro. ±i 45 ;̂.Ui ̂ i ̂ < 2_ ^ ^ U J&S" ̂ CJ _ ̂ _U L5" «ui*J jd^ 

>>• *> ^ > f - ^ J ' * y y «-&&£ >T* J^ j j i^u-^ ^ J > * xr=i *Zr v V i5~?y~* 

j y 1 je^jO *-£* ̂  *-^ -*£-^V ^ ' ^ P̂ * <~ft&4 jC*f ^ L l ^ ( j T j j - ay- t i^-"* 

k.w^.V J l jL«- l.ojr^J C*JJ^J.> ^ l ^ f *3<j# OUj y ^ J Ul*j c^ffcojljC. 

oy ^ j*I <*_ J;r uJ5 j-wi ^ ^ „ ^ ifS* k- OJ^I jjiflyj.) ,^ *-^WKif 

f^jS?-^ rjjlfcAT^ C^.!>.J^ |(&^* - vXpjJil ĵ =»T '( Prestige ) 

iS" Ŵ* <5r^ U J> f c( Insult ) ̂ ^ ' ^̂ r* j5 I _ iî U Six^jf £j*fj 
Ĵ *T ATUJ*^^J-J1 J^ *-&! ̂  uy ^1 u*1 - JL^j* ^;ji^ O^UJJ ^trf 
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•^caeos^a •£5x»2io-2 3<£"^^ &£$^d7F ZSr-hogEFSs V<£o. £c.3£oc-3 a£ceT*£ isisp 

s^tocla iSbajO Ŝ; g£oeo £Pbo a-£K3 osHtfo eT* ^co^c /p &£ ££Tc£co £o£c r&ZctZPS, 

ttaT—o^"*^ 8> * J ^ ^ a)05cr>g~ ecô ^SisjcSo A"0. XSeScoeo i<tj ^o&o^^u^o^aTj/rol 

^•gb, iftr* s ^ o s S7°Sfir°25 |S5^©<sibl5 «3a5T°«&SM asSofcc§c£53, 77^2 e$S eoST**^ 

4s5\o5-ifc\i3i>. e3eo ss cT^w ss 3l>—sf*>)\£& sSrSes^ ecoo£ <TV»£ ibc&o dstfjioo 

|£C\©3 iirfi «9a5T°̂ oSoa q"^ ^rS»cS!r«AO-iSos*Sd^4jgs—s,<bo£o£j «=>a:d ̂  uTdoo, 

jjTO5oa^I ^Sj-»&a-3tf&3C&—" 3̂x:<5Soc sSa ĵ ^©"^a-rfca, <y .Stefcfco esad^o e ^ S * 

t ^ » o ^ ^ I j j - $ O A •SSâ dod " €5.3 ^a^o&r'o"5!} <S^Sboo° o"°<33 SS^aSver'Si 

~3a3 « « A 3 b^o -x5or«l)o-t5A*€)?5o ? -^s <&£!}o_£ ^ ^ ^ j (j3̂ de> b̂ £><So ^^e> ? o#o 

«T*̂ I" t^S'Stfo bo^oo^T'cto ? €5a^^ os^t^oo, eŝ goSo dcr'eo) daSr0^ S^oo^'a*? 

« 3 ec&A^^PbQ. q^Sr6 ĉn* ^ S i &* odd* -̂ 3 aSa- 0 ^^^ 0 P̂»C5D fcscS^o-iSD&ifck. 

sf!t>^ \^ tso ^ro^i^o Ss ' ^ I T q ^ ^ g ^ d o 5S-3̂ «s«agd3 ^O^SDO ^odTT 0 ^ ^CKSO^TT ( C l e a r ) 

^To oDdD̂  B3 0AO£3do, SjCSolT0 -J5J^^ oi©^ <^^do"^> ^ S ^ ^ -J5CP»̂ 0"S 7r«S^ 

woi^^tojX19 ^^j<^. ^ 0 * ^ 1 ^ frio*6 T$r>cZo$o3 3̂̂ 5cg©iS30o<f5e5 ^ d e tioiio e$;3j5 

^ o ^ ^ s S i ^ ^ fcs ?3»£i ^oSi 'cg)^8g?rc5w ^o^oS^o^, efSs^^oT8 ^cdoai&Sk^ 

^^®a ^aSaS^^S a^S^^t^w ^S^iSo^ a*&j §**ofco^ac» ^ ^ ^ L * w A^o/T jp^oa 

.*** ̂ J^ t^V*^-*- '^ - Au^"^? ( ..IVaditions l^XiJ iff 
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*J** ( Pre-judiciary )<S^M**y* £j~. <_ ^j^ ^ jr - £~j-*~ <̂  
- q * op C - l ^ i j i j ~ ^ ^ c ^ : ^ y ^ ^ ^ 

" I t is a gross breach of privilege of an lion. Member of 
this House in particular ; and an indignity offered to all Mem
bers in general ". 

" On the basis of the findings given above the committee 
is of the unanimous opinion that there is no case for any 
breach of privilege either of the House in general or any mem-

• ber in particular." 

*i >"*fi-iî f- S ^J *^*"!jij-> i lyurU X \£!f*> iy**thyA Vf* +J£~**L**** j * \ *± 

^ JJ1 ^ ^ ^ - l ^ ^ ^ J\ ( M e r i t ) ^ ^ J^J ^£-&JJJ* Ua&.> 

IJBJU J^O^I j-Jb i5" *-*•&• i^jlAf.j.1 J" J - S j *>-&! £*~~** *s - <L-^ ^^f* e -̂J*^ 

UJU <-£.^> ^ " J*I ^ - ^-If- ^ " ^ j - ^ j l cjy ^-otr1' f̂ s**** «-£"* *-^y*- ^ <! U> 

.4-* .̂Ui.- j-l -«*.<**. ( Dignity ){J^i S JJ^ J^ fc'ir1 ^ k - V 

•W X. i->* t̂ ftj ^--!>Lji ^ ^ - ^ * * lL>**V^ X, 4 /^^ ji^trl *^«*-
I o " L ***<>*f u~>* v ^ ( Written Statement ) ̂ * *±-aM w 
( MX.A's ) J*1 J* I fJ y *f<t-Ky* {&» -SS^J^J tH - J W oalf-s 0x4 

&kfr ^Jsto Ji of- ^4t* JC ^r" * ^ ^ c ^ ' «̂ * <-&* *•*' u ^ - « £ - ^ < ^ t / ^ W' *£-

^ J J o a ^ * y*»i\ p* {S*A.f Jj.^ b&U. U&» ĵ ^J o y - y ^ ckp yfit j*y* & 

-rt i > -El ( Revenge ) s?X) ^ <iĵ  ^*j £ . ^ J ^v>w *foj> 
**&& J l > J " J ^ i J 0 » 

Afr» Speaker: No such criticism is allowed* 4The r^Kat 
is a unanimous report and no question of 6 party * arises^ 
Suck criticism should not be madb» 
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l&2*£"£j\ £V^?> C£*-' ' «£_ <J^P V*lr* ^JJiJ <d &ljb &*- {f~$ - 1*5^ 

*~ iH- * . J^J^jfS£p%jl ^^ ^ f J J ! ^ - ^ > ^ ( A r g u m e n t a t i o n ) 
^ ^ j ^ «-^j' ^ H i £ > * ^ ' <•&* oJI*u ^ k « ^ <u l j ^ 43 j |^oU«| j j j ^ MA 

J^"^>*J iH uifc J1-* *-»* ^ k i je- *<Z- Cf-A? <£**\ JJ* Jp^if^ - . ^ . L ^ U ^ ^ 

u$j iTj cju <c*»Ij < jT j j l j ^ 1 U oy> £ . J ^ if 1 i r j > * J ^ T <£-^ < up 

^JjiJ 4~J* ^ f rT j ^ t - j ^ J k - t p f j j t k - j ^ 2 - ^ " J U - K l Q ^ v l u ^ ^ i i 

J r f > T £ i « u cH U la-'OUT^url -a.JK^ jS"( Bureaucracy ) 

tew i^-u ^ 2 ^ r ^ jiite j j js £i UXJ ̂ t ^jtrij, C^LAJJ^ >^ ^ 

***** ji ^ £*$-& k - J T - ^ ^ O ^ o i r f £ ,^ ^ ' - J*! - j f .^ Kj» 
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a. kf J C J ~+?•£ & ^ ? ***** £UfJ ci 4 i " J j fc C^J&v- j J M - l ^ L M J • 2 _ J > ~ 1 J f * U T c ^ ^ 

tfU Ip ,«*>-» £" i^r^^r i j - " ! ^ ^ . JJ.:J^»- J T - ^ j j l JT- ̂  --=5LU>^ ^U^lf-4 

JU j^pi - if'^ufrr 1—21 Cr^ - ^-J* ^ ^ £-*** -**• t k ^ *^«i- C« ^f-jn 

r^at-bTl t H ^ - ( I am sorry ) - ^ J b ' U b tf ^ . tfj c ^ 
2 - - J l i - j * i je- ^f- ** -<£-Ij* wV £Ar-»bTl tf"l^«^i; ^js^ic-l?- ^ £*>* 

LL , fc"2*i? ^ * * JJJ*£^( Investigation ) c r ^ ^ l J5" 

tiS o i j - f c»UU j j l tt-jff* coU Jl*l c^l « J^J^ ^ J ^ ^^ Cx* isto 

^ U l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' u ^ ^ ^ J - C And for r-nvest igat ion) a«>^^l 
^iSs&J^tji&i Sij^^ ^J£»1&HJ&S<<JS~<$I) Jj'ufcr ^ 0 ^ g ^ » ^ ^ [ 5 A5-* 

i l J b ^ j S W j * ^ 1 * W- i 1 - ^ - J L ^ U - V U ^ I J i^jT( Uphold > 

trJ ̂  - *^-<J1J*- ^ ^ ^ & ir&u%A j^^j^fe& !>* ^ *Jbf J i t - ̂ "^^r* 
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J j i . ^» I te ^f, U ^ 0 j j j ^ <5" i**-*&-*l LH ^ } >"«£- ?$** ^ ^ P &" A ) j 4 j ^ 

j^Jl j O*?JJ * j *5^t. 6 ^ S* w^*- ^ »-£* I ^«. ck* Q\ - £? Jz ^ V ' ^ °^*W v^f^ 

>» y*±$ o\y *-5ol ^ <jy» 0» ̂ ^ to j - * * r j * ^ j * * ^ - ^ ^5^2 •* LJ^**-* X l ° ^ y XLo>fe Ij5 

« 1A^ *•» t ^ j ^ iJ>^ ^i—'j^1 y _̂ y* *$ uk* J^c^ ^y>- *j - ^— Â̂  u^^ >̂> ^ j f^ j^ iX ° ( j ^ 

^Ir* f J ' J ^ . J ^ d 3 ^ ^f*-' "* ^ ^ J ^ i J- :^^ ° ^ ^ ^ 1 OJ.*»IJ5^UJJ3^ 61 A*\ 

j *U* CZLMJ* S".&J*]JL^I - > r ^ ^ f y^^ • u ' ' <o <-5CT u-*?* Uj,ft. ( j ^ Uj j <-5o L^ij 

j l l -u ^ . >>L* A ^ * ^ j . " ^«> L£.~ ^ ^ f y J ^ ' ^ . o U U JT 0>^ ijS^**5^. l l j ^ 

j^i* jL«\ «.<*. gjpfi^ ^*J^JJ *sS ^ U j ^ \z&**»*cfr> d^^^tJ^S^J^s^ ^J0^ 

^ ^ (Mover) j ^ J ^ X j i ^ ^ ' ^ * ^ ' ^IX&JJJ* S^M^J JJ1 ^ / O J ^ ^ - * 1 

r -o^^j*jtj(>«>* m aj ^5"o>* u^u^i j i^ 

Tke House thea adjourned for recess till Five; Minutes past 
Five of tihe Clock* 



Business of the House. Uth Sept, 1953. 1U3 

The House reassembled after recess at Five Minutes past 
Five of the Clock. 

[MR. SPEAKER IN THE CHAIR] 

Business of the House 

Mr. Speaker: As hon. Members are aware, nomination 
papers for the election of one member to the Osmania Univer
sity Senate had been called for, and today had been fixed as 
the last date for filing nomination papers/ So far, I have re
ceived three nominations, viz :— 

(i) Shri Jagannath Rao Chanderkhi. 
(ii) Shri Shamrao Bikaji Jadhav and 
(iii) Shri Ankush Rao Chare, 

If any of the three hon. Members desires to withdraw 
his Candidature he may do so by 12 noon tomorrow. I shall 
announce the withdrawals of Candidature tomorrow before the 
election takes place. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges 
Committee on the Rhujanga Reddy Case-

3|H <ft frajjr # fisPMA' P̂T W3? W 5fR I *£# *nj *gF&<. t ^ W^ fa ^ * * * f l % 

_ _ _ _ _ *v. ,, *^o i . J. _ f* _ j5»" *N f* I . I . • _*\ r\ ^ f* • ^* "v JJ* 2u ^> — . . *v 

Q ^ CT 3jj^ 4M4KUI £lRld | , ^ ^ f r ^ r ^ T ^ T ^ ! ^ i < i d TwftT3fff 3TW 
*ffftr& t*fesfT^r ~f3r*P3cf fafctoitf ferr^pr,3Tr f ^ r ^ r ^qnwt Tmte>Q 

*«wi4$ £i<$ti<sft fepHdl 11 ^raj^rift ftP^ fa^n tft?*ffTO#§t^RT^fife*5 
% r<*KU4) % ̂ srnr PH*3*HW ft, ark ̂  3T# fwr *JH ft» ̂ rap *Pt ̂ t 4fiM4KkK #ftiw 

^ T WK frftt 3?f ̂ T ^RT eft ̂  ^*TT t ^ ^ t faft£ ?̂F gafr f ~ f *$*\ Pf *W $ I *?# * W \ 

TO! **«*i {#^Party question ) ^t f * faftt *? fe#fij*r f̂te i r f&»%*̂ *% 
*f|f 11 5rff ?r̂  ^i4m^ ^r ÊRW f ^i v< %<i\fom ^ f ^ p r ( Uaanimous 
conclusion} «r? 9^: f̂ ar feftt % ^ # # ^ wlw fafer wi%*iwte f « ^ r ^ r . 
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Case. 

(Cross-examination ) ^ wt *fter *rff ferr w i ^i^ift frftf sft ̂ r §sfr | 
ĵŴHf {*MSII Wi t%#^3wi-{ft<ri sfM Pi«^ H»K^RT3iBhiif̂ ^H(Ample op-

portunity was given for cross-examination) #* ̂ sHdif f% ̂ f̂ r̂ fTTte 

f 3̂ R»> #i> ax̂R ̂ Rwrr wtrn 1afa; |*rcr TOP ̂ f f TO> %• <T3rf # sfr fcftt ^r # 
13rsr# srfr * F̂T̂TTT OT^ ̂ rff f i ftR ^HI^STI €t fsftw fsnr *rre% if 

aj§ Mtf STJR ajs% ST^^T SFrsftt | at 3f #^ 3«KMH*M ( Explanation ) 

# ap% #*n: wt t^r^r 3r fw^ ^^ m ?fm *$ ferr #ST w^mii^f^m 
t^it^z^wm-tit ^TNr ferr \ m$ arffNr ^ f <rc ifr ^ ^ ^ 
f̂V ̂ r̂ ?t f^r^ ̂ r̂ - ̂ TF Tft̂ rr ferr ̂rrzr 4^r f^^fsrr ^Cf# ̂ ^V ̂ f ^t $ ̂ ?R?t fsR̂ ŝT 
sr mt ^ t <TC*E % #sff W ^ ^ *fa aEFCft *fr ̂ w f^rr sfte m ^#3rr fosps 
feOT | <ft spr ̂ r # ̂ ^ f r r ft? irot 3f ̂ Wr *p$f fo&r, *rr wcr ̂ fr TOT | , 3 
^msnrg 3f g|t ^ 11 fsr*r frap* ¥t f%f̂ €t i^Rft t* t fe^^T^^f^#RT^^ 
sffc^n:^ i fEPcf % f w fararo ̂  ^w fe* ̂ s r ^t fkf^it ^r f t mm T W 
« r f ^ # ^ # f M ^ ^ f T s f o ^ f ^ 

Shri K. I** Narasimha Rao rose— 

Mr. Speaker; Is it necessary to have any more speeches ? 

I think we have discussed the problem sufficiently, 

. & ^^jf f*1-** 4&* ̂ ^-^ ©^! 4-s^1 -is îsLS^ (gi-igz (sA 
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6>Sgdb 'tpZ2&ctio&t& <3ĵ d | S 5 ^ 0 ^ ^ i 5 ^ I b ^ ^ S S^&^&T^ &Z\Z a^CCk 

H ^ a o o o^S&r* 5H"odo; T ^ r o * &>3& & ^ o^T'tfsSxKa;*) daSgSc^T'Aafc) ob& 

gp&dS &SQ&9* es>3 <yc£oo3^5o, ^ S P ^ O ^ db8g3dar»A* sStfoXSĵ , Q 3 3 3&frfc-Co 

•aciocd «$3 e>£c&Si»&D. "oSoo^io dbg;^ £r^>eo'oT,i>do; 3"*o£b-»d i o * 3a5o3"°,3S 

eso s8c&ooo£o s^dS esoi3>;r^ea. «tesS3r,d a o 1 ^SafcS^i «&?£*&&> S { ^ & ? 

<$$£ 8 Q A ^Sod i S o i j o ^ o S s**bo&3^«&. ""•&«$» ^ ^ ^ ^C&oTT, S*^dD7T?ft 

e^^S^^iSM^o^dcJS^^SlgaSbo tfod&oao^d "s^dS " aug'Ss^ co>5r^tfc>. tftt^aScg, 

©#do &s ScJfSoaboe"*, 2.1s S o ^ e ^ &3 o t f ^ ^ & i . ^ ^ -sSojcScxScg &*<g&>o &5D^3T*3S 

AooodS ^oS^&TJ^tSo. sjs^jdo ~£a *^s$g~ oS^AnS^oo; •£* e l S o ^ «&o-3 &£ 

1!>OQ&& lbc*D«Soo":fc) &&&&rc$ ST'd S&^to es;&§^o<S; esefrj&a "feo Ibis &£& 

tkoeS; f&> a44o?SbSgd3 ^ 4 suS" 0^0. P5O*. fa. &o" fo w^jds &&(±r° P5O, S^IT. fa. IS, ^ 5 

Jte. «a6\fa. *& *&>£ <£^ &zrocH5a*3l7ro3 &&4arB3i7r»3 SeoSdS ^Sif, *s 6&y& 

Jtadodo* fiS'-q'^lb^tfo e ^ ^ P ^ O D fa X3o$c«5»&r»d ^ d o S , S J ^ o A r - d ^AcxS, 

tie, oil", fa. e> &r"d ^.SocS, fa3a ^ ^ t3<5^d«5 ^ ^ d o ©OAOO. ^3 «)o. o5ô . fa, Ar»d 

^ - ^ • ^ j l b ^ d a fes^p'AoS^ So"©) -e ipdo^ IboadfisSd^Sbo 5^0* -do^o»Sw «ooo«S(S« 

a*<5«S ^Sedi o^> fa&r*jefofco 5s)^ SfeoAdo ^ 3 3 -8P3 Sd7T oboj sje^gd^Sw, ^ § ^oajooxtfS^ 

S^*^oSa, 536̂  ^S5^ ^S^» A*d^iJdsSxJX}^ "s*cS)- '5'8>*§3 ^W;:S;;3^sSei» *fe*W 
tir»^o -t ipd^oe?* fau£*<fo ^ L ^ %^o«T* a5^dgbo£S* ^ <^£3*£cSaS| r T*&$ 
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Cam 

cr\ ^ 
^ A col^ ^Ci <*. l / u v &t ^ O ^ I l ( Decision ) 
J U L ^ I A. */LT( Deal ) &* J£*J d* tr^ Ĵ1 -*- ^ W 
j j i oUU XIOJTJJ j U 0 3 ^ JT col^A $>. ̂  ^ ^ V ̂  j ^» v j ^ -«2L l>5"' 

OULJXL p,**'-** ^ J j ' ^W ^ ^J*** ' ^ j ' t^*- ^ v \ ^ - ^ ^ * *3W IT <_**.U Lu 

JtfwJl Ĵ T*̂ * - hC-U l^oyr *-jj& j$ 0*1 «2L <j>* Jj¥»j j -o^ i J - ^ ^ I J O -

(Jĵ u.1 ̂ U 4_^» 03 ^ 4 . *4& k- <J> '̂ <£2. d ^ i l tlail-A-^ ŜCJ 04? J f̂e 

c_*̂ U Uu j j i L̂ J *j*y JUJ g" ujTji 61 *5*<*Sf-y> *^* J*** ̂  - </? jfufr 
*£.cjtf ^ ,-s-, 6W ^ f . - ^ ^ l 4^* >f- ^ - £& sjy 4^f- ° V S J ^ r ^ ^ v * J j ^ 

- So«> ^ Oy J J J 5 ^ J ^ lT.,a^>CrJlu-^' ^S^>*Ji J<0 ? * ^ 4 - ^ ^ ^ . ( ^ i ^ -CA^^I 

CJV-» cJl^& J L C ^ t U iff J} X I k- j tS^i^ jfy$* tjf\ JJ\ - tj& 2?-* ^ I j f " 

4* ^ C » ^ r ^ j j U ^ >T*^X1 i£f***jp* Olsi Bojt l̂ J bx*-j.u j j j i U5c-̂ * >̂ £ 

^*U> £ t-^^U^ t^» j^v^ J . ^ / ! «ipC»^) >V oi,^ c*>tfI5 r ^ , o > t ^ U ̂ ^ ̂ L J XI 

^ ^ j? i i>* 4- ' j * ^ T A^X, 4 - / ^ V * ' / t U*l/!rt ^ ' J i 1 S-J <** Js*5" 
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Case 

^ u L^:!ij 2 j ^ - » * J - ^ £is*^igh&ji i£* J^*^, y-i *r ^ JT ^ > 

( Liberally ) J W «*• ̂  <&> JJA ^ - W f «^s»* -̂ft- 1\>V W^*J^ *a 

o>*b**— ce > ^ ^ ^ '> ' V A. J'>- tfghri i l ^ 1 - J-J - fJ *&jf 

Justice should not only be done, but it must appear to 
have been done. 

ŝC-̂ Tlo-i î ftl ^ uy P P J * J»J' ̂ j£- ^̂ -̂  f¥' p* u^'-^^14J* "<Z-^&*y«*> 

oiA ^ ^ A . ^ *j -£. ^^ w £* JI >? or* (&-*f* ^ ^***?d^) 
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Case 

w^T ^^T ^ j& *lo»X. <s^ J j l ; i - J**5" ge^jo* ^ o ^ fc£- <4J"^u j r 

x^>-» ̂  - <£. ^v ^"jy- ^,u* xmr*' JK"^ ****** ̂  - y^ut/ jy- ̂  ^ ^ 

( View )-#J ^ G ^ ° " ! ^ ^ ^ ^ J ^ ^--^ *- ^ < ^ J ' X L ^ O - I j j l bw 

- JL S^dSL <5^ X I WO- 'JO <£•?•' *J *$*£- ^ f - ^ ^ j * y >5 o * ^ 1 *-£•*' - U>& <jv^ 

oyr ^ a*'*64* < i > ^ ^ . {•* <>Q - u i * ^ j\ Oy*xf£\ * » j i i ^ o t y ^ J ^ j ^ 

p* .. 1&U l i ^ r ^ O j . f c l j T ^ j J W ^ ' J ^ «-^' <-£* ^J^*^ XL gr-^J 4i""bC K^ 

jî BjXi 7aj^B^ <<* *^ j^ * - ^ ' - *£ - (J>fe •** ^ i £ j b * * i ^ Oj« jX i^ j ^ c^» *Oui« j - 1 ^j 

( Complainant ) ̂ ~ ^ ^ ~ V - ^ 1 - ' u&* Jy* ̂ k>u ^3 J* ̂ y T̂ 

- u« & J}j <£> •> JJ1 u^ ^ 2*J ^ - ^ ^ ^ <i** - S ^ 4-J-J* j j l 6 

j J ^Xijf JaL& ~J%Z>jJji A^kjb *J^ J^*^«t D ( j j 5 ^ ^ 1 *5 -<*_ ^ ^ 5 j ^ P t J . ^ 

^{ Notions ) j*'~>» i l f l ^ ^ ^ ^ c ^ j e ^ -̂  uy £1 ^ ^ 

i/* ?* JJ1 ui^ i ^ j ^ r ^ * r ^ ^ 2 * ^ ^ ^ ** -^^ 6^*5^ ̂ ' J ^ V ^ I t^J t 

(Approach )&^ JT ^ ^-J f tt °J>^ o f ^ s ^ * bW ̂  <̂ f - u^ , 2 ! * ^ *'> 

* 
6 M > ** ** «5 
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Case 

(Preliminery point) ̂ l . sj**kjt ^ ^ ^ fc> *> y *X \ _ ̂  ^ u ^^ 

Contempt ) ^jj^^i" i - ^ T u ^ - «SL u^ JM Jji"* ̂  oyj> £<*\ ~ «*_ 

^tfoyj* Jl - 4- i ^ j l * U J ^ t J T i ^ T ^ Uij «*. ( o f e o u r t 
l>dL ^ - J ^ ; 3 f J ^ «£ ^-> * l> J} 0*1 " -ft- O^ J y O>0) J ^ i S ^ $JM 
Ctztl/^fj Ulc j ^ - ̂ c * j < r̂*j) tA^L-i j^^l*I °j 4 - J t j k_ uy *?j 3f* 
2 - j * jj.^1 3 ^ 4 i ^ i e!L-y*5$ Jjl <£_ J3* u^s} j* *3iJ* JaU ^ i j J j ^ v f ~ 4 -

tP-?* u£* u--̂ f* J"* *- L£^* S*^ ^ ^ J* *•&£ F^**L-£ )3^" ^ ^ c j \ 6 I o ^ 

*5 y. \\\ ij* 1 ,jo^ ( > ^ - 4 - ^ V ^s&i ^ <£. otjLS* J - ^ o ©jkj-* ^U l̂* j \ *UJ 

t«ol -4.r) *U ^ ^J j^ ^J^* Y • 0v* <-fr* ^w**^w U"̂  - <J>fe Uit* ^ ^ ^ c W ^ djk^^ 

J} <£L ̂ ,«y^ J s * ^ ^ o*\ i j - ' J^r °3 ̂ ' & rjf* J>- ^J> \j^^jf- ^ ^ j * c t̂* 

cT*' ^ ^r,̂  ^\>* '̂ " jyf- 3̂ l ^ ^ J - j * A* **2ji l^-j^ Jj^'J& £L gS^Jt *&?* 

,-yU u*^ £ , c^r^g^j-.1^ - W >̂̂  ĉ rr ( Notion ) Cr^ zf** ** 
<Sjijf- *»>y V / ^ " ' oy ^ ST vJT jjU u^ k-jA ( Semi-powers ) 
&)J$J S o\ j \ OULJ {$J)J£ 6 1 - 4 - tjA ^UAJ JJ o Î 4311£* *L-3*" J^t^ *=*tey 

«d^ 1̂ 50 .^J c5i I yT w*̂ l̂ > -?^s?«i v^f- J ^ ^J^ <^ t-?y L̂ r* ^-k* f>*l *»U^ 

^ u*' - *̂ -6>l*l ^cii^-F J S" o5>* u '̂ tf*s. ̂ e-j4j*' - 3** ̂ ^ " ay <J4SJ t S ^ 

gî -W^ Jj1 - <i-*f c? «***̂  u»^ K»-̂ f ^SlnA*^ <i WJ^ J J ' U ^ J ^'sr i*y& 

( Uniform procedure ) J?^JL>» f J ^ J « ^ ' i ^ a 1 ^ ^ < J * ^ 1 

j> *̂ uy î***̂  ir' - û ^ 2$**£"cjjbt* <-*?*$ c??5" u^^*v^ *8& rf^!i* $** og?*e 
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^ O . . L j 1 *^;S £ . ^ . ^ U ^"ow^f ^ l > ^ JUL *b l J ^ - <-*A» ^SCĵ l 

U * U I'^f-^ ^ U <T o>T dj ^ * ^js;3i j . * * , <£^& ^ y - lj.fc a^^ Jj^ j j " ^ j ^ J <^j 

j l ^ * . c^2 £ (j <jrr-) J Q J 1 . ^ A^L * I ^ J ^ JJ5 " * I J ^ i l u - I ^ L <2_j^ .. o>* 

- C t i ^ ' s ^ ^ l ^ ~ ̂ ^ ^ u * ^ ^ u S' «-»T j j U j.& a ^ j c J ^ ^ t ^ ^ T 

J^f* a**; - oi* ^f^j^i Follow )> t l i ^ j -^V UM oLaa, 
t j i ^ <£*. a"ji ^ y A L U * ^ ^ ^ ckf fj*}^ *> ±J£- -^f^-p ^ - ^ ' ^ ^ * u ^ > -

*^** J L {) <\v) J V J 1 r** i->y ( Major issues )JJ***' jfv* o5^ - OJA 

<jy AL*»L» j * l (jv* - us* y^^J J ^ * * « ^ L ^ * *-**' Jf*,J'<^- ^*J V" ^r ^L * - * ^ j j " 

^ ' ^ ^y*-T <jy j j l 4 - ( / U J JITlTgr-^ <£, d t ^s ^ ^ - ^ K j j T ^ ^ . AJ lot 

*. t j \ . ^ O l i v«***l - d—\?* ^ i j j 5 o * u * l j . k j . > y f c J 6 f c^, ^ 2 J"*9 ( 4 * * ^ ^ i * ' * * * J v^i ^ ( 

uy i ^ ^ ^ j J 1 ^ t^gr-v* ^ • * j j -A j ^ * - d>* ^ j ITdljal j > « trt ^ CJ>* 

<U J* AJ t ^ l k * &**», ^£_ AJJ£* (^j- i^j^l <-& I - U& ^^ *J *^L%t* *± i - J k i 

- ^ i j 4 ^ ^ A T 

«-Ŝ  I ^ U j ^ ^„P jjA-i o y AJ£».^* ^ d|>it j ^ * * u^3^^ J* *£- V ^ I *^^V <Jk* - < -̂

l ^ > A AJ o ĵb ^ ^ U ( Evidence ) i ^ ; ^ ' I T « i ^ ^ ^ I t - J ^ 

*Ju»* j-#l 4\i - u ^ ^ t* £_j£kUu»'«j iJf^X"iJ^1% >~*l** X - d ^ » l vLxJ^ST^y. AJ^^ 

^ ^ Oi^ ^i^J1? jrj ( ^ -^ o * * ^ ^r j l ^ u y Oj^ '-U <jl>p U 4 5 j ^ y ^ JL 

r $££ jj*-* - i->* tA^ ° 1 ' ^ £. dy^'i^jV d^ (̂ ft*5"- y umf u&t J^J^y 
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^3\ . <*.L- ijj* ^i k_ o&\ <& u& -.( Eye-witness ) ̂ j JT •**-

< j ^ ja^a^> A j - «sl_U- U OL* j C - l § o j f 5 " o L j& j a * ( jw (Jjfe 

( Scrut iny ) Jfjjf-* £ && ^ U J ^ y ^ ' ^ ^ < j?^g^JOi >-?• *? 

kjfdkir (Discr iminat ion ) LT^L J^M $ <-£-* u*I oy l* - ^ - M J ^ ^~**j j ^ o * - : 
• l^y>JJ1 - ^J f -^ •><3jjj-^oU ^Cif ^tU I ^ ^*J j s i r j * C j ^ ijLuL*T,jb AT* 

^oUSlj ilf**-'*r' *&* u ^ S ' ^ - i i g£v£ ^ 0 ^ 5 tf^ k-^jL^I ^ *~& tr ' 

j&rdfc. rf^r' ( Equality Jbefore law and equal protection of law ) 
^ j J L t w J & 45"\u*£f» - ^ _ k * L S * J l * a J » tfj^^i A J a J U ^ - j ^ t w ' J J * i j i l t * . ! j j t t^tPj 

jfc iJtSJj.S^j^ JJuT j l . ^^&Uj j * t ^ l ^ j ^ lU^JU^^I jS u5ll j& 45"^<JU uy 

^-1 < Jy^S^J tj^t - K i j / j ^ ^ o->i^J; JC-I j j <jy « ̂ j j y j i <j>X*Tt$*̂  ̂ J 

iT ' ̂  J"*' ^^ *S*"^J4^P *i o y - €l3jff% i«J j ^ j l Hjfg J O^ g$ 

y UJ^^JS <!_** ^J 6>^*'"g' ^ ' - L&^ î t ) j * bSl«p ^ ^ 1 j \ o^l^f; ̂ Jl.1 »̂ ̂ IjT 

(Judicious) o^-«>r g5j«' bl* ^ > iS" t>*^o' 4Toj>*b*Uijfr* ACJ^TBSJI 

i ^ u r ^ ^ ^ £T ACIJ^^J^ ( Sentimental ) J W ^ * > 

>r ^ *-»j^r>Jj^ j> ^ ' ^ J ^ ^ ' J i - j ^ jiyfij* us-* ^ }> jj1o>* u ^ 
i^jy - ^ U u-^ -as-(Clean hands )tf**v o ^ £j^;« b^ ^ ^ V ^ ^ 
jTt J J U tjTc^ , ( Misinterpret ) ^ J * ^ ' tr* ̂ ' c^5"^- u ! - ^ ^ 
Ai Ai 1̂ 0 i i _ ^W# j j x * u C l « tfjt' ° ^ î -w*^* ^Jj^Ai J J &**j3 « J M ^ trf**t' ft* 
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~ Jst* &J3J* W** kS" ̂ - ^ <-£* ^^r i^ 

fifon F. 2). Deskpande: Mr. Speaker, Sir, is it the conven
tion that members are not allowed to see the proceedings of the 
privileges Committee ? The member concerned wanted to see 
the proceedings and he was informed that the proceedings 
cannot be shown without the permission of the Chairman. I 
want to know what is the position ? 

.. Oj&tefeU* -̂S-NP eft** 

J J ' V I jTU^ ^4 } Ui-̂ 1 ^ ^ tftr ^ ( ^ ^ s * ITk_j5^3|£s >^j>J*j j>-* jf 

<£•<£ * ̂ *^ *-*<** ^ ' *^W Ai cA4 ' - A.U-5 k* Oĵ l v ije- -̂  -, a ^ 
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d»e ***j; j y* ̂ > y- - J^- uy ̂  L5. ^*r£i y ̂  ^.jj u i j * i_v.> - ^ ̂  #^u ^ 
- w <?0* * * °!-?^*J A ^ - f ^&* ^ " j J-5** ̂  -A '̂ *•**-* - ^ ^ ^ "£ J *0 * ^ « j ^ < £ -

-vTL^^ a* ^£J - o^ i^T( Agree ) efcf' ^ ^ j tr' ^ ^ 

_ ; a i " ^ ^ ^ AJ uju o ^ j ^ 1 i . ^Cj j j ^ , wXl j ^ . cS^ji 

"On the basis of the findings given- above the Commit
tee is of the unanimous opinion that there is no case for any 
breach of privilege either of the house in generator any member 
in particular." . 

JU*** J^i,S3i *5~*L. tiy> ̂ ib^itu ^ u*>* l^^y* (J^^T^^ ^ ^ t j SL ***** 

"a-' ***£.£} <=*V~ ILj^^jf^t^lr* dYj ^ - £-<* J#*S iTjjU 
J^+fy £>* Uol j5'I ^ ^ c o l ^ - ^->* ^ Ctilt ttiH <j*i>*1 d*^ X. <*«* 

^ otiLi ^2 O^jT^iSjrj* ^ <5*̂ i j <-Xj£B£i 2_ rt.«» -r b^C«yb qv£ Ual ^ 3 ^ JLSAI 

£1 Appreciation of evidence) t^ -W ^ t u ^ ^ 63 ^ L ^ ^ ' A ^ ^ 
AJ A ^ U T ^ U J -u X I j T J ^ U ^ T o u c h stone)0j^ ! g t ^ ! 0^4^ ' ^ 

"Having arrived at this 'conclusion with regard to the 
gmt point it> becomes unnecessary to take Into acom^t^tjie 
second point. But as the second point also attracted alengthy 
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Case. 
discussion at the Committee meetings, the committee deemed it 
desirable to include this point ako in its report although it 
may be said to be purely academic on the acceptance of the 
report on the first point* The second point which the commit
tee considered was whether the language alleged to have been 
used by the Sub-Inspector against Shri Muthayya amounts to 
a breach of privilege ? In order to arrive at a correct conclu
sion on this question it is imperative in this connection to exa
mine the privileges of the House or its members . " 

<£-j^ U*' ^ r •& i~0*-/;*~» d-^j^3* ^*' t-fc* ̂ J - ^ J ^ ^ ^ ^4^J J^*" ? j » k 

AJ i U ' <>.. ^Jj* U:4 ^^s iaii- $*$**$'Oy* llgftw <jy j j l <£_ L S ^ J l - i ^ . 

-*e-j ir' o ^ A*' **- *il*J ^ <**' ^ ^ ^ ^gf J > r ^ ' £, J / j ^*5^ ^o>* 
*iS} ̂ >* y^*&j$?jZi\ ^c**.*^'A*' Oy> ̂  <̂ J - J t̂ - fj <-&! uy ^ A 

*•**; V *J <$ vfc ~*'~* £ ^ ^ j ^ j f <3Kj' j * ^ '^ u j - <4>* ^ v 5 ^ * * " ^ 
" ^ ^ J V i l / ' ( P e r p e t r a t e ) ^ ^ ^ < r c * i - ^ { ^ V , ** (Notoriety)^ LtfS 
" ^ ^ £. i-WA y **V l / V r ^ JU' V t iV~ uy <̂ &* ^31 i ^ J u l Ai 

^JM^^JL (Perpetration of crimes )trc* !/^Lr*A>) **o* &U^ 

i i £k^»/i, J ^ tĵ i *rv^ iL^rgj^ ,̂1 if^u x j^r 

^ ^ V . £ V r ^ ^ J j j J f y ^ J B C ^ V ^ ( S e n s i t i v e ) i ^ 3 - u^i 

l^^r j t^ l jr*)U &J&X *j y ^ U* ( Defamation ) Cr^1 &**" 
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4j"V l ^ i . ^Tj j j ~ vXjt - L$J I J ^ T L X t ^ L 

The voice of a particular member will not be heard by any 
ordinary man if it is going to be bawled out on the streets, 

p*JT j - l ^ l^i** 4 ^ ^ j UST̂V (J^jj Oj5~j~* J> ^b&J*^A U X I 

"AC^/I - lj* U/"( With draw) b* *5J J*CH ^ ~tj*ufrgk&A ^ w ^ 
&K* ** is*^* <S^ u5^ ^ b* <J*L£* } -̂  a - >̂*J-« XI u-jtiTA^sb** *» 

<^ J \* A T C ^ U A J J < J S . U ^ i j T i x . J JJJ 1 ^ * ~ . ^ tH - *a.i-*J u&i J* j - l 

<t j !^ ATJ* ( Scandalous ) o ^ * ^ " ' ^ ^ J * ^ J J * o i ^U* <jy jbjjlT 

^jfcJste* t? 3j** j»bf ^ j ^ «m 45lk_U \4S~j JJ-^J AJ jTt ^ j U S XL<Jc*5^ 

t j ^ LJ5 O ^ I ^ J ^ <*X*I <X ftlijiji c^»xxi XL iSj**^ j*» ij*}\ J* ay ti.^.^.tj^ uiT 

**kj t^» - c£* 1 / ^ ) - ^ j ^ t j * * y ^ ^ duFfj«*jf*sl - ot* ^ ^ j ^ 

j ^ u * ' ^Si^f^ -** a^* <£L{jj^ XI 4*^s* t r ' - < Ĵ* ^ ^ " J j ^ ay 4-Jb*1 ***^, 

ay - q ^ " a ^ 4J a i ^ V ^ u ^ <^^^ - ^ J^T'±-£m£*&'iSi M Jjfc JJ& 

> 4 ^ ^ v ^ ^ -wfî  <-̂  X.^^ dj^cp «s^ay ^ V ^ ^ j** *£~J}J&
 ii^L 

f ^ U A ^ ^ I ^ L ^ ^ j l A ^ ^ ^ i i l v t Strength)4^^*' 
<£( Wideroutlook ) ^ ^ ' J ^ ^ ! « * * tr'o5^ -A.gpS»j*^« bl^ -^-^ 
t ^ U ^ u - ^ ^ ^ X f i e ^ l t i y conventions ^ J ^ ^ ^ ' *&^JJ> 
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Mr. Speaker : Does Shri K. Ananth Rama Rao want his 
amendment to be put to vote ? 

Shri Ananth Rama Rao : Yes. 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 

"It is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the 
Committee on Privileges on "Hie Bhujang Reddy's case be 
recommitted to the Committee for further investigation/* 

The-Motion was negatived. 

Shri Gopd Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move : 
"That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on 'The 

Bhujanga Reddy's case, be agreed to." 

Mr. Speaker : The question is : 
'"That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on /The 

Bhujanga Reddys' case be agreed to." 

The Motion was adopted. 

Mr. Speaker : We shall now take up the next" item. 

Shri V. D. Deshpande : Sir, I had asked for information 
whether the Members of this House could see the proceedings 
of the Privileges Committee, 

Mr. Speaker : Some rules have been laid down by 
the Privileges Committee. However, now that the Report 
has been accepted by the House, there is no need.. . . 

J$hri €hpa& Mm Ekfoate ; I am afraid, tiobody approached 
me. I t is open to all members* 
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Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Commi
ttee on €The Sadat Jahan Begum' case* 

Mr. Speaker : Let us now proceed to the next item on 
the Agenda : Consideration of the Report of the Committee 
on Privileges on 'The Sadat Jahan Begum case. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move : 

"That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on 'The 
Sadat Jahan Begum's case be taken into consideration.*' 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved-

'Prove the allegation or withdraw them, impoliteness of 
Konda Laxman and the Speaker's ruling.' 

Oj^l- yrir*j- > -̂k5^ ̂ * t " £1 J^ufrl jJ* - tJ^Cxh«£~\ uy<*-}k il^jte* 

- ^ V i S ^ / ^ JUw^ ^OT tr*!*^ JJ' - y^ j l^ f ^ t r j - i l ^ <Jk* LTI^J j j t 

i5" i_kj* £j Jbjjfc" u^ <sJj t£ J**5"-*5' - k-U y " J ^ j^«f A. *=H^j*& 

•tf*«8- J f ^ Ute»? yjj. gs* J^4H 
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"She has expressed her regret for this defamatory publica
tion. She made a statement to the same effect before the 
Committee also. In view of the statement and the regret ex-
p*&«ed by her, the Committee unanimously holds the opinion 
that the said apology should be accepted and no further action, 
therefore, is called for in this case. The Committee, therefore, 
recommends the House to close the case against her also 
at&ordingly." 
(Unanimously)J^u-H o^ ATÔ A bU b ^ / ^ t j ^ 3^ e£l 

- <*_ô  *LL*JU! Jj5^ (^l-jC^lJL* 

$&n (SropoZ JBOO Ekbote : Sir, I beg to move ; 
"That the Report of the Committee on Privilege* oa'Tfag 

Sadat Jahan Begum's case be agreed to / ' 

Mf. Speaker : The question is : 
"That the Report of the Committee on Privileges on 'The 

Sadat Jahan Begum's case be agreed to." 

The Motion was adopted. 

Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Commi
tter on "The Sreeramulu and others ' cade. 

Mr. Speaker ? t*et us now proceed to the next item on 
$h& Agends ; Considemtion of the Report of the Cbmsnrttee 
<S& pritrilegffc on "The Sreeramulu and others' case. 

$hri Gopd Mao MM&te : Sir, I beg to mQve : 
"That the Report of the Commiltee on Privileges in the 

jUStae*- of &emn*ul*t and others be taken into consideration." 
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Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

^ju jf iijJLs i_ d&jt j3** u^i j^b j j i j j j ! jr ^ ju c j j - i ^ ^ u J ^ i j 

tfj^ is*v J*-*-5 J j ! " ̂  LT^-*5" VJ ̂  J ^ ^ kJj J" U-L*-* J ^Tu*s JT 
r j u , OJA i-Ta^ ^ ^ £ gei*u «JT g.^ ^f jf6x^ tuil ^ l jUu ^ 

J^% J$ *&** cH O ~ ui* db* oAs* L£* ^LU. ^1 j * . y j y - ^ U^^- i ui *& 

J^ k_ o^l *Tt$J 1*-*% c** ****̂  il($&* ĉ *?o J£>* *£-- «-^^ ^ ^ J ^ I J L 

****H ( Private Solicitation ) Csr4ij*d** «WU «J «£-^^ * îJ 

5*n Gopai JBOO Ekbote : I beg to move : 
4*Tfaat the report of the Committee of Privileges in the 

matter of "The Sreeramulu and others*1 ease be agreed to by 
the House. 

Mr, Speaker : The question is ; 

"Tliat the report of the Coj&mitfcee of Privileges m %e 
matter of ** The Sreeramulu and others " case b$ agreed 
to by the House.** 

, Tim motion was *yiopte& 
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Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Committee 
on The contempt of the House case. 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I beg to move : 
"That the Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 

matter of "The Contempt of House" case be taken into con
sideration," 

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved. 

\$ UjS ( Slogans ) &££-£- r* c^ J*1 ^ \*jjf w^j* £ p** ^ 

uir' - ^Ctf** O^ j? *<LM ^B-Xl USL^I ^ J J gJlj i _ <J>̂ I - A. qy < i j^ j 

oliU ^ j L Ul ^ ~</f«£? u * oU1* ^ ' J*' » A * V & ^ j £ l &-J* f jU. 

UM ^=* £ . ^Ow5iyk.i *S^tf 4* J>A?- V ^ j 3* ji crtjJft d^} &h t^jl 

* H fjk)M - V ** •>>*" UjTyfc. j 5 ^ l j J3I /!» ^ .U b^ ^ ^ ^U £ . ujut-i* 
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Jyd~j»3* k j ^ " \ ^M *^£ <.rj~*£ ^ i - J^z*5~^j <-&' - 1J$ U T̂̂ jdU ^T 

^O 1 ^ * j * fĵ ** f ** «?Of* - V ^J ^°->y J" £* tr' J?" J^i t& S* o**^ 

(It** >**a' J"^ 

£An IrOjpaZ Mao Ekbote : I beg to move : 

That the Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of the "Contempt of House" case be agreed to by the 
House." 

Mr. Speaker : The Question is : 

"That the* Report of the Committee of Privileges in the 
matter of the "Contempt of House" case be agreed to by the 
House." 

The motion was adopted. 

Consideration of the Raport of the Committee on 
Privileges on < The D. G. Bindu c a s e . ' 

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I beg to move : 

That the Report of the Committee on Privileges in the 
matter of "The D. G. Bindu's" case be taken into considers 
tion* 

Mr. Speaker: Motion moved. 

K t t - 7 , r 
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0« jj! i/l*Tj £&* -L Ja^C*5^^' ^ ' i l JO21 S CT~ ^ <*>* ^ Jh2 S 
j>Lj uy * u i - ,/•' us* - L*f I* «*-b* 2^y v <-*T go* cM J-24 ^Stf ^ j y - ^ 

oUj tUH £ ( Must feel ashamed of ) « JT •***! J J i~* " 

^.r>?r i! 21 ̂ J jjt UT^jr^! ^ IsUSI o! 2^ J^ >-* - ^ £Jf$&*\ 

u* /V ^ <*• kUJi -*&»• - i*V ^ b * V J ÛJI <* *SV( Contest ) 

(Must feel ashamed of) " ^ > ^ cW i— " * ^ &JJ 2- ^ j ^ i 
- ctf> u* ( Locus Standi >" ^ ^ f ^ " t U j l £ 

( Quote > V ^ - ^ <ĵ  ̂ ! &* ^J-> ^ ^ ' ^ v ^ J ^ - 1 cWTy 
- ct^ ^ «J - «*. y " 

" I do not think there is anything like that in his expres
sion* This is a matter of which I also feel ashamed".. . 

^r* &" ^ * ^ ^ ^ T - <t JT jWjTJjf i_b 4̂  ̂ JU. 21 ̂ )tj*. iL. {»* - IJA. .û f 
^ i T L r j ^ l AUS. 4,3 yu o'blU ^ 4X"̂ * J5CA AUOJ AI oy Uj^i tSr*»U IT. 

SAW %ed Hassan : I beg to move: 

"That the matter be recommitted to the Privilege Com
mittee „ior the, reconsideration and report on „the specific 
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point whether the words " ashamed of" used by the hon. 
Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of the dignity 
and status of the Hon'ble Members of this House'5. 

- Oj* ^ U Up AJ^ ^ I J A * ^ j ^ j £ J <&-3y*» £" 

Shri Syed Hassan: " The refusal by the Hon'ble Member 
concerned to withdraw it at the time constituted a Breach 
of Privilege and contempt of House". 

- %*Skri Gopal Rao Ekbote: I want to say something before 
permission is granted to move this amendment. If his appli
cation which was submitted before the House is looked into, 
it will be found that he also alleges that the expression was 
used against an individual member of the House and the 
question which was referred to the committee of privileges was a 
question pertaining to an individual Hon'ble Member of this 
House. I am at a loss to understand how a word or an ex
pression or an observation made against an individual mem
ber can at the same time simultaneously affect the dignity of 
the whole House. I can understand certain examples of 
that kind, but in this particular instance the hon. Member 
made a speech and in reply to that speech, the hon. %Minister 
said that the hon. Member who charged that " women were 
denuded of their clothes " should not have made such a state
ment and ought to f^el ashamed. I t was an expression 
which was definitely used against a particular individual 
Member. That question was referred to the Committee of 
Privileges and after considering the matters the Committee came 
to the conclusion that there was no case of breach of privilege 
of an individual Member. If there is no case for an individual 
Member, the m same thing cannot affect the wohle House. He 
wants that tfie matters should be re-committed only to find 
but whether it affects the dignity of the whole House, 
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Skri F- D. Deshpande: We are going on the merits of the 
amendment. The point is whether the amendment can be 
moved or not technically. I am afraid the hon. Member has 
not dealt with it, 

"That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com
mittee for the reconsideration and report on the specific 
point whether the words 4 ashamed of' used by 
the hon. Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of 
the dignity and status of the hon. Members of this House". 

Sv^if** *•* ** l / ^ ( Refer ).&)&>( Question ) u f - V 

"I t constitutes a clear breach of privilege and contempt 
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members. The 
matter may, therefore, be referred to the Committee on Pri
vileges for investigation and report". 

SjJfAj^( Reconsider ) J 4 ^ C S J JU J ^ V *£~a* J* i*- *& yT kf 

^SJ*) J^~{ Privileges Committee ) J ^ < j r ? ^ * U Jfy-^JtiJ** 

/ " 4 * 1 ' Or* Oj11* d ^ -tf* O' JL*' - k* *J|>. &" (n-r ) J j j < J ^ ^ <*£*! J j l 

c**<r$ZF{ Raise } ^ j j i j T u i T ^ ^ ^ u ^ J I J C ^ ^ J T A U ^ ^ 

tf ĴSU Jci j j 4fLsS ^ c J £ (no)djj£. J~J j j l ^ J j f o s ^ U JcJjj 
^ #0 ^ j ^ l -??• WJAUSU cJj trjf ^ U tr^S 4 ^ j T ^ . | J-j^Tjif k.U. 
j j l iyg*jpS'£m j * l * jSU - <&_ «JB*Ij^ J j*J ^ j l * . U L ^ ^ ILEJJU Jp 
•A, B jT j^U <£^j *~ u*f JJ* <£. k$£» ^ J ^ D J ^ > £1 ^JWj^ jjI'OjJLiJ 

«Sfo £J -\£ Iffji <T ^ ^ b j j l * I A A J U tfL&«*>jl* o \ j i t . ! 
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"I do not think there is anything like that in his ex
pression, this is a matter of which I also feel ashamed". 
Jw-V-JL^ J * ' *£- eft* J * V J-*' OS* <t_U/ bliit j?. 2_ ^ b v V fc£* -Pj* j j l 

* t^JJL* !£.! <L. Lf~<J^*i *L>. jf- 2_ j£cs-*l J ^ ^ r « i ^ <*£*'*£- y^V^*' i^a*>**^ 

- <*. J>& i l i - X u ^ )J^ * ^ *i ^ J - **- 1jA ^ r ^ J L ^ ' g j i 8T 

olU Jfc>a* <>££~ - A . ^ y " ^ * l2« / V j ^ ^ J 5 " ( n-r ) JJ>J o y J c * ^ 

Rule 43 (1) The matter of every speech must be 
relevant to the motion on which it is made. 

(2) A member while speaking shall not : (i).... 
(ii) make a personal charge against another member; (iii)vm 
offensive or defamatory expressions about the conduct of pro
ceedings. » , . . . 

"The c<5ndtiet of liie Govemmetit meistfeer fei usifeg gtti*h 
imfwlk^f^^tB^ and undigified laaguage with reference to 
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the statement made by a member of the House is a grave 
matter and has necessarily to be seriously noticed." 

«*.l$S3 i_c** £\±*> £<+\ 
uThe use of such undignified expressions is also not 

consistent with the standard which the House expects from 
hon, Members/* 

iffrk^ji &* ^ O*J** J ^ T ^ S T ^ J ** J& j-z>t jS~JJ-*I 6i tcz. ijiy ^ i 

V ^ u-' - <£*^ ^ ^ o j l ^ -* * ^ cr' ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^- r̂* ̂  a"1 

JiJiW c& - ^ ^ ^J-* ^ ^ - i ^ g ^ ^ S?^ -'^^JL^<^S 

It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and' contempt 
pf the House as a whole and of all the hon.. Members" 

~A**( Portion )o^J* «>' fc**=*4MJ ̂ v T - ^ l ^ l j L * 

"I t constitutes a clear breach of privilege and^ contempt 
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members". 

Jsui! ̂  *SV if LT ( R ^ ) ^ j j T ( • Matter ) ^ W * ; 

,4&j»tet*»» oM ^a- 1 - c&£ **'ce* ( Parliamentary *)t£jfc*J*k 
,«#• ( Privileges Committee }is^cr&^-ti vk J* j& v ' JbjjIsT 4* 
;-*. b* ( Breach of Privilege ) gek*w «-*T go* f\ J & ^ . ^ j w u s * 

t ^ 4i *jtA* «£- *P jJ> ( Unparliamentary ) tfJ^jk 01 k <£. 
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Rule 213: "Subject to the provisions of these rules, 
a member may, with the consent of the Speaker, raise a 
question involving a breach of privilege either of a member, 
or of the Assembly or of a Committee thereof". 

j j l VT v ' - V t ^ t ^ ^ ~ r 4^* t>J c** H ( Rule ) <JJJ o*f 

•iSftn F.D. Deshpande: I have to say something about it. 

Rule 34 : (1) An amendment must be relevant 
to and within the scope of the subject matter of the motion 
to which it relates. 

(2) An amendment shall not be moved which has 
merely the effect of a negative vote, 

(3) (a) An amendment to an amendment may be 
moved with the permission of the Speaker* 

(b) When an amendment to an amendment is 
moved, the amendment sought to be amended shall, so long as 
the amendment by which it is bought to be amended is under 
discussion , to be deemed to be the substantive proposition 
before the ^Assembly -. 

'(£) An amendment on a question shall not be incon
sistent with a previous decision on the same question. 

t (5) ^An amendment in the alternative sha*Il not be 
naoved. *" - * ' 

(6) Aii amendment to an amendment to an amendment 
shall not he moved. 

, i _ (*?)< The Speaker may disallow any amendment which 
lis" in his opinion* frivolous, 

(8) (a) Notice of every amendment shall be sent to 
the Seeretaory three clear days before the date on which the 
l&otion is made. 
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(b) No notice of an amendment to an amendment 
is required.94 

^1 4Mib*. - >£*j* ^ i j 4 < ^ c $ j ->? cr*J ^^ ^ V - y ^ i " t £ j j 5 C J 4 S ^ i 

- -**"<£- J ^ J u ^ ' j * &* 

"That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com
mittee for its reconsideration and report". 

j ^ f ' j w ' J~>/f- B^J5"J^J u £/"( Reject ) ̂ e-J jf&fj? *£-*? ***** 

X 2Û *A*tf î** tf^T i*. v^ ̂  tft o*1 -tf%~ ivuH .. «£. b£. <*_.> ^L-IJ 

I am not here to give any advice.- V W i-ut* -jS^«.| JL*« 

* V *" ( Proceeding ) ^4 -JW ^ iJ_ yT - j w j JL* ; 

la the meantime, the Chief Minister wap.ts to make 
a statement regarding the cholera epidemic, He'will now do 
it, 
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Statement by Shri B. Bamakrishna Boo re: the epidemic of 
Cholera in the State. 

^>V ^V ^ J ^ 1 ^ £ <£** -^(cholera ) V S ^ t o # A *J> 

,>£**j*l JT jkU* iS" oU>U*-jjl 2-jfjj* ij&jZS J3I ^ L l - c & £ ^ j d> JU* ".*).> 

(under control )Jjufcfjin *OU *j JJ* <̂ * «a_jjf̂  £VL <rjj# J £* 
Mti-cholera ) o ^ L ^ < > J JJ» <£- t k ^ A l « t̂ -«>u r JLj^ - «*. 
A-/*-TT JO f^*a« - <*_ Uj u t^U4JU £LJj& ( Campaign 
ti ( Attacks Xr^*1 A 5 ^ i 1 1 «*- ^ T i^UjufcHw ^ ^C 
- JL ibufcTj-bl t̂o 4iW *ltlt>»**- k j * u^ ( Deaths Ju*^* 

*&&{ Attach )£B ,OM j i f o ^ ^ ^ ^ v ^ *^ -<# (Satisfactory) 

u«0,»** 4?UtfU ^ l - c ^ * L j ^ jf£& (Preventivemeasures) 

, ^ J ^ ^ (̂  choiera vacdj^s > 4 r ^ b } X i l i * 1* v? *&*&* 
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£W*S oGc* f̂  ** *J&S^& *&*& - ( Methylated Spirit ) 
L?w& Q\*J ^ jTj~ft o^J* £~ JiCi - t ^ J> J" { Despatch ) 

--ft-

JLJU j£Jl* - USD A*5 uy ^.jU £1 oU^U* *jÔ  H MJjltL, j T i a ^ i 

( Available Train ) ijJ Ja ' ^ u M ! & jf<J**& ^ u»b* <~ ^ 
JM^JT - a* £ £*& d& xTJ^r^ £-J**I* - -ft- v ^ ^ j-O-sff ^ U ^ 

,Ak»l JU jfihj J ^ J&\ u # i - u i ^ J " ^ j ^ ^ 4 ^ 2 ^ J j l ^ ^ ii&5~&jA 

( Disinfection ) Or*-81 <̂ J £ «A* OjJjU JJ! ( Inoculation work ) 

^ i /u^ i oWj «jf£J ĉt-**̂ Lj y^'cM «£i ^-J* tr^ <>̂ * i^Of-il <jy 

Jjw« ^ dbj - c^1 JTC*J&£ ̂  ^ J ; to* ̂ > a*1 ~uk*ukt a? j'*&* *>Vi 

- **. u:-* JJL&T ( Epidemic ) ^ - W oUj -IT^L fc> fjU« -O ^ -̂1 

feanitarylnspeetor J ^ 5 ^ 1 i&Av* - -ft- oM>f J*i» j * c^if. «* ^ uT^ 

i3M*I J«« 2ft * ( Sanitary Condition) 'tftSftsJ-r £ cii'tf u-« 
JH; °kJ «sŝ J ̂ 4 JJ^ i l r̂f* -£( Emergency Xr^f**1 tr' ^ »̂ 

. ^ f e n d e r cd&tool ) JjufeJj^ ( Epidemic ) ^ ^ ' v« ^ 
JGA^ S £+ ̂ 5 fJf~Ji~ ^ ^ ( Up-to-date ) £***** V1 tfjl** ̂  
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- JL ax- &k dj^"S <LX^ uy tr ' - ^ ^ * ^ ^ u ^ J J J ^ J ^ I jS i _ j * «̂ Uj 

u-i1* ( Statistics ) j ^ * * ^ ' -^_J>Uto ~(£$~i£j t£j* 
J^ta d^Lj c~^ ^U*T ^ U ^\p A T ^ ^ J J ^ ^ -UJ ^1 ^ / " ^ ^ X 

o^ ( Weekly ) J S b - ^ U ^ ^ U - j | j ^ ^ . ^ < ^ S 
oj* ( Available ) J*1 tk*' i^-t-jt* ^ ( Daily * ) Ja* k 
I^JUb^^ ^ ( Wireless message ) g*~^ a* '̂-* - ^OJM u^ 

^s. ^ <5 ( Floods ) ̂ ^ ^ W <jy «-&* •-£** ^*l - up 2 ^ V 
4*ET" ^ J U^J Jtj* *Ui >̂ A 4?o <j^jt £.}&! ^ j j l ^_JA > ^* oU^l j^ ^ r 

uTlL*! t^«^=J jSjL <-&**k j j i (rh^LS J * £ ^ l ^ Jf* £&>) - £ L J * t ^ ^ l 

A^U>! c£** «±i **^ji JAi*T tji*^* fiSirU*' ^ - u!y &JpA£y** dfeSuy 

otf . k j ^ ( t>aily deaths ) u ^ S ^ «J2 • . V . o&j AT^L J* 

u ^ ^ J ^ J «i" ^ T J - Jj9- ^ J - ^ ^ ^2^ pp&' ^»j-5 SLJbjf'cfiy- ^i** - * ^ 

^ JVj 4P' o^ <L-T^ ^Jj?* J j i ^ ib 4 ^ ^ * c ĵ-5 J** tk*j)<-&l ^ - JT 

l ^ - ^ U J u u r r K V ( Disinfection ) ( ^ * » ^ ^ 
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- ^ V S ( Dispatch ) x.W-s ( Fresh Supply ) &r* Js 

^i yir- isyui j ^ ^ r ^ ^ r^o ^ - o ^ -sii ̂  *f±.^ ^* 
j^JSyul^J ^ o ^ i - ^ ( Sudden ) ^ - ^ ( cholera deaths) 
^^Oj ut^ JJ* t£* JV .5* £lJ OJJ-»! *^j c-t: ( Within 24 hours )̂ j-»j 

JjufcTrt 01 oc» 2^* ( Initial deaths ) J*** cW JT ̂  A. oV-

UM - A. l«A u&* JJL^JTO o u o ^ ^ ^ V I j * 1 ^ ^ u^ <*ltf rU£ 

uy urU o*hs[ J ^ ^ V*^ jjf i-£J U-IJJU < i-iJ ^ < <W~f ^Dv* <*=. 
^ ~ ,*. jtTo*1* <w^ ( Comparatively )JWoW^u^ - A - ^ ^ 

u£ uy ^ -u^VA* tf*Lt*i-** - ko* c#* •>'•*« i^c^ d->*J,:> tf"#* J^ 

AT. tr*r , ^f, 
rA« An! ( ^ " ^ r - A - I ^ ) ^ ! ; - ^ 

*5&ri FJD* Deshpande; Mr. Speaker, Sir5 We we glad that 
the Chief Minister has made a statement before the House 
regarding the cholera epidemic* I request you, Sir, that the 
House be given a chaoee to express its o&enio&on the statement, 
I believe that it is also a e&)&mtiGri that when a statement p 
made before the House, when it considers necessary, the House 
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can discuss such a statement, I would, therefore, request 
that sometime—an hour or two, whatever time may be 
convenient may be fixed for tomorrow to discuss the 
statement of the Chief Minister* In the meanwhile, the 
Chief Minister may be able to get the necessary figures. 
The Government may thus be made aware of the feelings of 
the Members of the House, whether adequate relief has 
been sent to the concerned areas, etc. 

Mr, Speaker; I shall consider the suggestion after I 
receive the figures from the Chief Minister. 

The House then adjourned till Two of the Clock on 
Tuesday, the 15th September, 1953. 

P-II—9 




