THE HYDERABAD LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Monday, 14th September, 1958.
The House met at Two of the Clock.
{Mr. SPEAKER IN THE CBAIR]
Questions and Answers
(SEE Part I)

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

Mr. Speaker : 1 have recieved the notice of a Motion for
Adjournment which reads thus:

“1 herebv 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 1958, Hyderabad State is completely
in the grip of cholera. This epidemic appeared in the
month of April 1958 in the District Nalgonda and spread
like a wild fire in all the Districts of the State oneafter another.
Still it is playing havoes 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 comes out with
the monthly press notes that this epidemic is wunder
control with false figures either under-estimating the danger
to whitewash the seriomsness of the situation. )

The ordinary measures so far taken are not only
unsatisfactory and unhelpful but they are ‘insufficient to
meet out the State-wide situation. The figures given by the
%m ernmentaﬂm'e glzlnpletely gross and under-estimated.

can specially challenge the figu resoftheKammﬁ
district where more than 1,080 deaths took plaoce wi
one month. mreg{hanm I:;.t ; MGwmxmt
. by telegrangs persan, EEUMIOE .
appreciating our approach consciously . qide&
pretext qr another, So, it mam uimm
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and urgent nature to be discussed immediately in the
Assembly, specially the break-up of chelera in Sultanabad
and Sircilla talugs, - Karimnagar district, which is still
continuing.” . -

In the notice it has been stated that stepshavebeen taken
by Government, but they are quite unsatisfactory and un-
helpful. Itis also said that the outbreak of cholera has started
since April 1958. Under our Rules, this matter could be raised
by a special resolution. It has not been done, when there -
was sufficient opportunity to do so. Moreover, the wordin
of the Motion is rather vague; it says : ‘“Thousands of attacks
and hundreds of deaths,’ etc. In view of these, I hold that
the Adjournmernt Motion is not in order and I, therefore, can-
not give my consent to it.
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* Shri V .D. Deshpande: Mr. Speaker, Sir, Tt has been

stated in the Adjournment Motion that in the Taluks of

- Sultanabad and Sircilla, cholera has broken ‘out and is still

eontinuing. I personally know this and had brought this to
‘the notice of the -concerned hon. Minister, <We find that
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the epidemic is still spreading. So, it is not only of recent
securrence, but is also still continuing in many parts of the
State, especially inthe taluksof Sircilla and Sultanabad.
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 faile:d 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 evervwhere.-

-p

Qe

Under the circumstances, .it is absolutely necessary that
the House should discuss.such a matter which is affecting” 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 particulariy the Dis-
trict of Karimnagar, and is of recent occurrence and great
urgency, 1 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 : 1f 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 he taken by the
Government when an epidemic spreads, butit 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 ean be moved”. - - \

As how I have alreedy given my ruling in this regard....

Shri V. D. Deshpande : Am I to understand that you will
be permitting & special resolution on this subject, beeause
there is the question of balloting and so on. If -

that a resolution, with your kind permission, can,b
forward atany time, then I have no objection.

3
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Mr. Speaker : 'The hon. Member is aware that no such
assurance can be given.

Shri V. D. 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 Commitiee
on ‘the Bhujanga Reddy Case.’

Myr. 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 : ‘ Bhujanga Reddy Case ’ stands
at item No. 8 in the agenda.

My. Speaker : Anyhow we shall take that first. There
are two amendments, Who will move the first amendment,
- 8bri Muthiah or Shri Ch. Venkatrama Rao?

Shri Ch. Venkairama Rao : 1 will move myy amendment.
Sir, I beg %o mave :

. “In line 6 of paragraph 3 of page 1 of the Report, delete
the words beginning from “his statement” and ending with
“erosg-examination .”

Shri Gopal Ravo Ekboic: Before the Speaker allows the
amendment, I have a few observations to make in connection
with the allowimyg of the amendment itself.

My. Spedfoer: The hon. Member may refer to Rule
No. 226, . . ,

.- Sk Copel Bao EMotc: The second amendmént has
not been moved as yet. Y will try to discuss both
the susetylinerits beesuse my objection, which is in the nature
onmie, wfers 0 both types of amendments:
Ths el wmendosent is with regard to.'s guestiom: of fact:
TR vt heth B wom plainamits were givemdall opporin-
nity for cross-exninstion of Bhujengn Roddy's cstabencemd
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That is the first amendment and the second amend-
ment by is Shri K. Venkatrama Rao that the Bhujanga
Reddy 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 Ekbote : It 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 allowed. What is the preliminary
ohjection?

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
188 of May’s Parliamentary Practice, wherein the procedure
which is normally followed in the House in cases where the

Privileges Committee has suggested that no action is ealled for
- is stated. ' .

“A motion that the report of a committee on a matter
of privilege be now taken mto consideration or a substantive
motion expressing the agreement or disaggreement of the
House with the report will be accorded the priozity W :
to a satter-of ‘privilege unless there has been ahdue deday-
in bringing it forward. A Member will not be held to bave de-
layed “unduty if he waits mntil the report of, and the huinutes
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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
as 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 cgzestian of law or a question of fact mentioned
in the report amended. After referring to May’s Parlia-
mentary Practice I can now say confidently that there is not
evena single instancein the history of the House of Commons
where an amendment was allowed with regard to a question of
law or fact pertaining the report of thePrivileges Committee. The
‘only two instances where a substantive motiom to agree with the
report was brou%ht I have already placed before the House
and even there the motion was agreed to. I therefore request
you, Sir, to disallow this amendment.
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Shri M. S. Ragjalingam : 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 either withoirt
limitation oF 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.

«It 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.

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

Shri M. S. Ragjalingam: 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.......
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“Provided that an amendment may be moved that the
question be recommitted to the Committee either without
hmitation or with reference to any particular matter.”
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Shkri K. Ananth Ramarao : 1 beg to move :

. “Thatit is the opinion of the Assembly that'the Report of
the Coromittee on Privileges on ‘The Bhujanga Reddy Case’
be récommiited to the Committee for further invesiigation

-
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and to examine from the point of view of “an indignityoffered
to all members in general.”

Y/ .
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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 fo say :
‘ Recommitted to the committee for further investigation.’
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Shri Ananth Rama Rao :

“ That it is the opinion of the Assembly that the Report of
the Committee on Privileges on ‘ The Bhujanga Reddy Case’
be recommitted to the Committee for further investigation™.

A (0 Move iy e ladwliadula. £ ot

¥Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote: I have got a preliminary objec-
tion for the moving of this amendment. Isubmit that np
permission 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, having
been moved by me, is now before the House for consideration,
and amendment should be to that motion and cannot he tp
the report. Anhy amendment can, if moved, relate ogly to
that substantive motion and not to the report. o
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That is the important point which obviously we are missing
from the outset. Theredoes 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 bemoved 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 breack
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 inthe view of the Committee, i.e.,
8 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 other 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 on privileges. It 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 Commiliees’— these particular words
should be considered very carefully— when presented are
ordered as of course to lie wupon the table. Thereafter
procedure upon such reports is the same as that wupon
reports from the Committee of Privileges (see p. 186)”.---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 instMiction 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 facts, ete. and submit a report to



86 14tk Sept., 1958. Consideration of the Report
of the Privileges Commitiee
on the Bhujanga Reddy

Case.

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 distine-
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 T 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 186 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
1sid down at page 146 of May’s Parliamentary Practice has to
be followed and in such cases there are only two or three
alternatives, because tha® Committee which wants to take
cognizance and punish the offendex 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 conferring on it
powers which are enjoyed by the Committee ofi Privileges
and ask the particular Seleet Committee to enquire inte the

-
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matter-because the House is a Supreme Bodyv 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. It 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 Parliameniary  Practice and
it was suggested that these were old testaments and that we

» should follow new testaments. I fail to grasp the point inasmuch
as no new testament was brought before the House. Article
194 (8) 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 speei-
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 :(—* :

(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
8 Legislature of any report, paper, votes or proceedings.

(8) 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 Fegislature, shall be
such as may from time to timne be defined by the Legislature
gy law, and until so defined, shall be those of the House of

OMMONS ****** 29 '

It 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 coihe into existence, we are obliged to follow ihe
conventions and practices of the House of Commons. Ti is
not anybedy’s discretion either to accept it or reject it. We
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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 Parliamentary 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 Supreme Body can determine the nature 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
and.the 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 vears of the Houserof 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. Rajalingam : Mr. Speaker, Sir, I want to know
whether the mover of the amendment is bringing it into to oris
he deleting the last two lines “and to examine from the point
of view of ‘an indignity offered to all members in general’ ” ?

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

»

Shri M. 8. Rajalingam : Shall we take it for granted that
thisamendment ismoved with the omitting of the last twolines ?

Shri K. Venkatarama Bao : The amendment has not been
moved. -

- -

Shri M. S. Rajalingam : If the mover proposes.to move the
amendment deleting the last two lines, that would not be in.

Cofor with the rule 226 of the Hyderabad Assembly Rules,
which read: ] "

-
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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:“It is the opinion of
the Assembly that the report of the Committee on Privileges
on the “Bhujang Reddy’s Case” berecommitted 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 pomt, 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.
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(- With reference to any particular matter ) A= S5
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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.”
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Shri V. 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. D, Deshpande : On the second point, I am speak-
ing for the first time, ‘
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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! . .,’
- A4 \'YGJ‘\_.:'IJJJ

“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.”

- & Sl gL gy

“Provided that an amendm t may be moved that the
question be recommitted to the >mmittee either without
limitation or with reference to any particular matter.”
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Mr. Speaker : Is it necessary to discuss further ?
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‘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:-:-’
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¢ Subject to the provisionsof this Constitution and tothe rules

and standing orders regulating the procedure of the Legisla-
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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-:-.
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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.
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Provided that an amendment may be moved that the
uestion be recommitted to the Committee either without
limitation or with reference to any particular matter.
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So, ‘the question may be recommitted to the Committee
either without limitation or with reference to any particular
matter.
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Mr. Speaker : Shri Ananth Rama Rao will now read - the
smendment as proposed by him., -
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Shri K. Ananth Rama Rao : * Ttis the opinion of the 4. r
that- the Report of the committee on priw'legeg Sf;?‘m?}ll}
Bhujanga Reddy Case be recommitted to the committee f .
further investigation.” or
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“Molestatmn of any member while attending the
Assembly or when coming to or going from it.

2. Molestatmn of any member of the Assembly on account
of his conduct in the House.
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) 3 Reflections made on the members on account of their
conduct as Members.
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“ It is a gross breach of privilege of an hon. Member of
this House in particular ; and an indignity offered to all Mem-
bers in general .

- 2 S & U e GATE S o

*“ 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.”
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Mr. Speaker: No such criticism is allowed. The report

is & unanirhous report and no question of ‘party’ ariges,
Such criticism should not be made.
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The House then adjourned for recess till Five Minutes past
Five of the Clock. i
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The House reassembled after recess at Five Minutes past
Five of the Clock.

[MR. SPEAKER IN THE CHATR]
Business of the House

Mr. Speaker: As hon. Members are aware, nomination
papers for the election of one member to the Osmania Chniver-
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.
(i1} Shri Shamrao Bikaji Jadhav and
(ii1) Shri Ankush Rao Ghare.
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 Bhujanga Reddy Case.
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Shri K. L. Narasimha Rao rose—

A 7. Speaker : Is it necessary to have any rmore ;;ﬁeec}_xes ?
‘I think we have discussed the problem sufficiently.
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Justice should not only be done, but it must appear to -
have been done.
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Shri V. D. Deshpande : 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 ?
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“On the basis of the ﬁndmgs given: above the Commlt-
tee is of the unanimous opinion that there is no case for any

breach of pnvﬁege either of the house in general or any member
in particular.”
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discussion at the Committee meetings, the committee deemed it
desirable to include this point also 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 ?
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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.
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My, Speaker : Does Shri K. Ananth Rama Rao want his
amendment to be put to vote ?

Shri Ananth Rama Rao @ Yes.
My, Speaker : The question is :

“Yt is the-opinion of the Assembly that the Report of the
Committee on Privileges on ‘The Bhujang Reddy’s case be
recommitted to the Committee for further investigation.”

The .Motion was negatived.

- 8hri Gopal 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.

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

Myr. 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....

T Kl § U8 Sl sk £ dl g-;i;rb&»@;-&&,}. . }
- 23 ol e Lo e 2L B 2 0 Te ) s
S - A U Sy (S el Kl 35 g
Ol do 4 o S & A ) ey S
' ' LT oe S b e U8 S Qadly B LT A
: _ 8hri Gopal Bao Ekboie : 1 am afraid, nobody approached
me. It 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.
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‘Prove the allegation or withdraw them, impoliteness of

Konda Laxman and the Speaker’s ruling.’
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“‘She has expressed her regret for this defamatory publica- ﬁ
tion. She made a statement to the same effect before the
Committee also. In view of the statement and the regret ex-
pressed by her, the Committee unanimously holds the opinion
that the said apology should be secepted and no further action,
therefore, is called for in this case. The Committee, therefore,
recommends the House to close the case against her also
accordingly.”
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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 agreed to.”

Mr. Speaker : 'The question is :

*“That the Report of the Committee on Pﬁvileges on ‘The
Sadat Jahan Begum’s case be agreed to.” '

The Motion was adopted.

Consideration of the Report of the Pﬁvﬂeges Commi~
ttee on ‘The Steeramulu and others’® case. )

Mr. Speaker : et us now proceed to the next item ot
the Agends ; Consideration of tﬁe Report of the Committee
on privileges on “The Sreeramulu and others’ case.

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

“That the Report of the Committee on Priﬂ;ileg&s in the
matter of Sreeramulu and others be taken into consideration.”
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My, Speaker : Motion moved.
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Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : I beg to move :

‘““That the report of the Committee of Privileges in the
matter of “The Sreeramulu and others” 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 Sreeramuly and others > case _
to by the House.” -

The motion was agioptgg. ‘
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Consideration of the Report of the Privileges Committee
on The contempt of the House case.

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : 1 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.”

Mpr. Speaker : Motion moved.
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 Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : 1 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 ?f 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 case.’

Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : 1 beg to move :
That the Report of the Committee on Privileges in the

matter of “The D. G. Bindu’s” case be taken into considera~
tion. .

Mr. Speaker : Motion moved.
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“1 do not think there is anything like that in his expres-
sion. This is a matter of which I also feel ashamed”.. .
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Shri Syed Hassan: 1 beg to move:

e

“That the matter be recommitted to the :bﬂﬁlege Com-
mittee for 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’. )

Seatiatey 2 LS o JS AL so 2 W ey o 5257 a1 iy S
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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”.
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*Shri Gopal Rao Ekbote : T 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 wasa
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 feel ashamed. It was an expression
which was definitely used against a particular individual
Member. That question was referred to the Commitiee - of
Privileges and after considering the matters the Committee came
'to the conclusion that there was no case of breach of privilege
of anindividual Member. If there isno ecase for an-individual
Mermber, the_same thing cannot affect the wohle House. He
‘wants that the matters should be re-commitfed only to . find
out whether it affects the dignity of the whole House,
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Shri V. 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.
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“That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com-
mittee for the reconsideration and report on the specific
point whether the words ¢ ashamed of’ used by
the hon. Minister were undignified, highly derogatory of
the dignity and status of the hon. Members of this House”.
Selm o @SS ( Refer ) se ( Question ) omedss

) A58 4 den @A TK culsays

“Tt 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™.
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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”.
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Rule 43 (1) The matter of every speech must be
relevant to the motion on which it is made.
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(2) A member while speaking shall not: (i)....

(#3) make a personal charge against another member; (43)use
offensive or defamatory expressions about the conduct of pro-

ceedings...... )
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“The conduct of the Government member in using stch
waparliamentary . and undigified language with reference to
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the statement made bv a member of the House is a grave
matter and has necessarily to be seriously noticed.”

a.’neﬂz_q»:s.wéq
“The use of such undignified expressions is also not

consistent with the standard which the House expects from
hon . Members.”
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It constitutes a clear breach of privilege and contempt
of the House as a whole and of all the hon.. Members”
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‘ “Tt constitutes a clear breach of privilege and contemﬁt
of the House as a whole and of all the hon. Members”.
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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.

ot T - 6 U ksl § e ol o2 5 ( Ryle ) dy o
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*Shri V.D. Deshpande : T have to say something about it.
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Rule 84: (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.

(8) (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 sought to be amended is under
discussion , to be deemed to be the substantive proposition
before the . Assembly -.

(4 An amendment on a questlon shall not be incon-
smtent Wlth a prevmus dec1smn on the same questmn

ol

‘moved.

(6) An amendment to an amendment to an amendment
shaﬂ not be moved.

Ty The _Speaker may dlsallow any amendment which
js'in his opinion” frivolous.

-

{8) (a) Notice of every amendment shall be sent fo
_the Secretary three clear days before the date on which the
‘motion is made.
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() No notice of an amendment to an amendment
is required.’*
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“That the matter be recommitted to the Privileges Com-
mittee for its reconsideration and report”.
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In the meantime, the Chief Minister wapts to make

% statement regarding the cholera epidemic, He will now do
it, ‘ ‘
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Statement by Shri B. Ramakrishna Rao re: the epidemic of
Cholera in the State.
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*Shri V.D, Deshpande : Mr. Speaker, Sir, We are 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 achanee toexpress its ionon the statement.
I believe that it is also a conwention that when a Statement is
made before the House, when it congiders necessary, the House

L



Statement by Shri B. Ramakrishna  14th Sept., 1953. 133
Rao re : the Epidemic of Cholera
in the State.

can discuss such a statement. I would, therefore, request
that sometime—an hour or two, whatever time mav 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, ete.

Mr. Speaker : 1 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.
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