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Nipeteenth Day of the Third Sesszion of the
Andhra Pradesh Legislative Assembly

ANDHRA IPRADESH LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Tuesday, the 6th March, 1979.
The House met at Haif-Past Eight of the Clock
(Mr. Speakerin the Chair)
Business of the House

Mr. Speaker:—Mr Venkayya Naidu will put the question,

S M. Venkayya Naidu (Udayagiri) :—No questions Sirr We
must discuss that 1ssue regarding the sub-Collector Kothagudem®

(Interruptions from the both sides of the House)
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162 6th March, 1979, Business of the Houss,

Mr. Spe:?,k?r :—*“Unless the Speaker otherwise directs, the first
hour of_every gitting shall be available for asking questions”™. That is
the position. Let me tell you that I am the servant of the House, If

the House agrees that there shall be no question hour, I am prepared
to follow that

(Interruptions of “No™* from Treasury Benches).

Sr1 P. Sundarayya (Gannavaram) :—Speaker is the master of
the House

Mr. Speaker :—I am also bound by certain principles and
norms I am bound by Rules. I am the servant of the House I
should obey the House and if 1t 1s the sense of the House thst there
shall be no question hour, I shall follow that If 1t 15 the sense of
the House thatl should proceed with the question houar, itis my
bounded duty to obey 1t.

Sr1 M Venkayya Naidu :(—You have got every right. You are
the Sabhapathi

Mr Speaker —He 15 also bound by Rules.

Sri P, Sundarayya :~—House means majority of the House.
Majority 1s the Government. So, when you say you are the servant
of the House, you are the servant of the Government

Mr. Speaker :—I am not saying I am servant of the Government

(Interruptions)
I am servant of House.
Sri P. Sundarayya .—You are not the servant of the House,
Mr. Speaker I am the servant of the Hounse.
(Intetruptions)

There 18 a famous saymng of the Speaker of the House of
Commons-“*I have neither eyes to see nor the ears to hear because I
am a servant of the House”. That 1s the observation made by the
Speaker of the House of Commons. X have got neither the ears to
hear nor the eyes to see except of those of the House whose servant
1 am. Yam bound to say that I am the servant of the House.
As observed by Speaker Reddy, it is the duty of the Speaker to
enable the House to functio, and not tosht ouut. The House is
paramount, not the Speaker. He can claim ac inherent right to
sverrule or bypass the House or arrogate to himself the powers and
functions which belong to the House.

Ch. Rajeswararao (Strcilla):—On 8 point of sybmigsion,..,
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Sr1 S Jaipal Reddy :—House does aot mean merely the majority.

Mr. Speaker:—Let the question hour go, you can ¢éo whatever
you please

Sr1 Ch Rajeswara Rao:—On a point of submission .
(Interruptions)

Mr Speaker.—You have decided in the Rules that the first
hoar shall be a question hour.1 am following that. What else can I
do?

Sr1 Ch Rajeswara Rao,—I lave to say whether the Speaker is
servant of the House or not,

Sr1 P Sundarayya.—I differ.
Sr1 Ch, Rajeswar Rao:—Let me clarify my position.

Mr. Speaker:—I] am bound by the precedents of the House of
Commons.

Sri Ch. Rajeswara Rao—We are not bound by that. We have
our own opmion: we will evolve our own procedure
Mr. Speaker: — Then amend it.
Sr1 Ch. Rajeswar Rao:—That 18 British Parhament; we are not
British Parliament. We are the Indian Assembly,
Mr. Speaker'—I am bound by the Rules.,
(Interruptions from Opposition Benches)
Sri Ch. Rajeswar Rao:—This is independent India.
Mr. Speaker:—Is 1t the sense of the House that the question
hour should be postponed.
(Interruptions from both sides)
Mr. Speaker:—If the question has to be postponed, a resolu-
tion has to be passed by the House to that effect. Let them move a
resolution.
(Interruptions)
Let us proceed with the first question,
(Interruptions from Treasury Benches)
Mr. Speaker:--I say the question hour is over; all the answers
and statements are placed on the Table of the house.
(Interruption from Treasury Benches).
Mr. Speaker :—(To the members on the Treasury Benches)—

If they, the Opposition Members do not want the Question hour why
should you have it.






164 éth March, 1979. Written Answers to Questions.
{Starred)

Sr1 M Venkayya Naidu :—Speaker has already given a ruling
that the questi®a hour 18 Over

(Whals the oppositicn Members jomn.d Sit M Venkevra Nadu
13 .apport, the Memopers on the Treasury benches wan.ed .hat the
Questton Hour shold be continued)

Sr1 K. Venkataramayya:—Up o 9-—30 we can have question
hour. It 1s now 8—50

(Sr1 N Janardhana Reddy was seen talking to the Chief Minister
and then to the Speaker. Sri M. Venkayya Naidu took objection
for this)

Sr1 M. Venkayya Naidu :—He can not do like that. He 18 not
a Member of this Hose.
Mr. Speaker:—He has got liberty to talk.
(Interruptions)
I am adjourning the House for an hour.

Written Answers to Questions (starred)
Disappearance of Dr. George and His Family
217—

*3754-Q —Sri M. Venkayya Naidu :—Will the Minister for
Home be pleSed to state:

(8) whether it 15 a fact that Dr. George and his car had
disappeared while he was travell'ng from Kakinada to Kothapeta in
East Godavari dustrict; and

(b) the steps taken by the Government to trace that doctor’s
family?

A

(a) Yes, Sir

(b) On areport given by Dr. K. S. Chowdri, Civil Assistant
Surgeon, Kothapeta, the Sub—Inspector of Police, Kothapta registered
a case under “man missing’ and letter transferred the case to III
Town Police Station on point of jurisdicticn. Radio messages were
flashed to the neighbouring Police Stations and all Superdents of Police.
The ncws was published 1n Newspapers, with photos. Subsequently
the case was entrusted to the Crime Branch, C.I.D. and whose
enquires revealed that Dr A George having drawn his pay for
October, 1978 and left to Kothapeta with his wife and his son m
his Fiat Car ADX-—2039 on 1-11-1978. After strenous efforts by

Crime Branch, C.I.D. officers, the car was located in submerged
waters in Kothapeta canal on 31-12-78 and it was brought out

}~}-79. Further the skelten remains of all the three i
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(Starred)

Dr.A.¥ George, his wife and son were recovered in the tail ends of the

canal The jewels which were removed from dead bodies were also
recovered

Aposoiatment of Additional Suprintendents of Police m the State
2.8—
*3465-Q.—Srt A Easwara Reddy (Tirupathi) :—Will the
Minuster for home be pleased to state:

(a) the names of the distiict Head Quarters where the Govern—
ment appointed Addit.onal Superintendents of Police 1n the State;
and

(b) Whether the powers of SPs, and Additional S.Ps, were
demarcated ?

A—

(a) The following are the districts where Additional Suprintendents
of Police have been appointed;

Srikakulam.

. Visakhapatnam,

East Godavari (Kakmada)
West Godavarr (Elurn).
. Krishna (Bandar).
Guntur.

Cuddepah

. Ananthapur,

. Kurnool

10. Ranga Reddy District.
11. Nizamabad.

12. Mahaboobnagar.

13. Nalagonda.

14. Warangal.

15. Khammam.

16. Karimnagar.

(b) Yes Str.
Non—Distribution of Pass Books to Ryots

oWy

219—
*2917 Q,—Dr. V. Sivaramakrishna Rao {(Bodwel) @ —~Will the
Munis er for revenue be pleased to state ;

() whether it isa fact that ull to day the pass Books are
not distributed to the ryots in many parts all over the State as per
the orders of the Government;
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(Starred)

(b) if so, the reasons theicfore,

(<) the action taKen on the Revenue offic:als for not dstributing
the uss EBooks, and

(d) whether ihere 18 any time-Boind programme with the
Government to fulfii this long-cherished dieam of the ryois?
A—

(a.) and (b) -—24 lakh Pass Books have been distributed so far.
There ate 1,71,632 Pass Books still available with the following

Collectors for drstribution.

1. Collector, Krishna 27,296
2. Collector, Guntur 91,956
3. Collector, Anantapur 2,981
4, Collector, Warangal 1,182
5 Collector, Nalgonda 14,485
6 Collector, Nizamabad 33,074
7. Collector, Hyderabad 658

Total: 1,71,632

20 lakhs more Pass Books are under printing. As soon as the
Prinung is over, all the pattadars will be issued Pass Books.

(©):—Does not arise.

(d)~The printing of pass Books is in progress in the Govern~
ment printing press. After receipts of 20 lakhs pass Books, they will be
distributed to ryots.

Introduction of New pattern of Tax and Loan Collections From
the Ryots
220—

*3638-Q—8ri poola Subpaiah (Markapur) : —Will the Minister
for Revenue be pleased to state :

(b) whether the Government propose to introduce a new pattern
of tax and loan collections from ryots in our state:

(b) if so, the details of the rew system; and

(c) wken it w.ll be introduced?

A—
A statement giving the particulars is placed on the Table of
tne House.
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Statement laid the table of the house.
Vide answer to L A.Q No, 3638 (Started)

(a) Im G.O.Ms No 2011 (Revenue) dated 30.h Novembc: 1978
orders have been 1ssued introducing a new pattern of all coilections
including taccav: and other loans

(b) 1  All current land reveaue should be colleciec only
during the Xist season.

2. Arrears of land revenue and other arrears should as
far as possible be also collected during the Kist season and in any
case within three months of the second Kist season

3. Any current land revenue not collected durmng the
Kist season of the concerned year should be collected during the Kast
seasons of the subsequent year and if notso collected, then it can be
collectcd within three months of the second Kist season of that year
as 1 the case of arrears

~

4 The Collectors should organise all revenue staff that
are available with them and take up a concerted and concentrated
drive for achieving maximum collections of all land revenune amount
whether current denand or arrears during the Kist season and all
arrears durmng the three months followng the second Kist This
should be strictly rcviewed by the Collectors. There should be no
collections outside these periods when the cultivators may not be m
a position to pay.

5. The above orders will apply to all defaulters of all
kinds and to all collections, mcluding Taccavi and other loans

(¢) The (orders have come into force with effect from 30-11-1978,
Forcible Collections of Loans from the Ryots)

221—

*3696 Q —Sr1 M. Jayaramulu (Wanaparthy) ;—Will the Minis-
ter for Revernue be pleased to state

(a) whether 1t 1s a fact that Tahasildars are forcibly collecting
loans from ryots in the months of September and October 1973; and

(b) whether the Government have issued any wnstructions for
forcible collections?
A

(a) No specific instances have come to fe notice,

gb) No, SII‘?
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(Starred)
Establishment of more Sugar Factories in the State
222—
*2475-Q.—Sarvasn K. Govirda Rao (Analapzll) end Ch Vietsl

Reddy (Narasapur) —W:1ll the Minister for Commerce Export Pro-
motion, Sugar Industries and Small Indasiries bz pleztea to state

(a) whether the Goveinment proposs to establish twenty more
Sugar Factories in our State .

(b) 1f so, the location of the said factorics, and

{(¢) whether they will be established in Public Sector or Private
Sector or Coop. Sector?

A—
(a) No Sir.
(b) and (c) Do not arise
Stariing of More Sugar Factories Under Cooperative Sector
223—

*3499 Q.-Sr1 G. Mallikarjuna Rao (Gurazala) —Will the Minus-
ter for Commerce, Export Promotion, Sugar Industries and Small
Industries be pleased to state:

{(a) the number and names of sugar factories proposed to be
started under co—operative sector,

(b) whether 1t 1s a fact that the Industrial Finance Corporation
of Central Government refused to finance the above factories for the
reason that the co-operative sugar factories are not economical after
decontrol of sugar;

(¢) 1if so, whether the State Government are thmting of alterna-
tive sources to finance the sugar factories; and

(d) 1ifso, the details of the alternative sources?
A—
(a) 1. Nandyal Cooperative Sugars Limited, Kurnool Dist.
2. Kovur Cooperative Sugar Factory Ltd. Nollore Dist
3 Sri Hanuman Coop. Sugars Ltd Hanumanjunction.
4. Palair Coop. Sugars Ltd. Khammam Dist
5. Annapurna Coop. Sugars Ltd. Tenahl.

6. Nagarjuna Coop. Sugars Ltd. Gurazal.

(b) The financial institutions have sanctioned loan to Nandyal
and Kovur Sugar factories prior to de—control of suger. After de-
controi of sugar the earlier Central Incentives are not applicable, They
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(Starred)

are therefore awaiting for the new icentives to be announced by the
Government of India for sanction of term loans to the remammg 4
sugar factories.

(c) and (d)- The State Government have been making effort#
to obtam bridge finance from National Coop Development Corpora-
tion The State Governmeont are also considering grant of temporary
loan from their ownfunds The Government of India are bemng reques-
ted to announce new 1ncent'ves early

Irregularities Committed By Chairman of A P Khad: and Village
Industries Board, Hyderabad

224—

*3371 Q,—Sarvasr1 K Sathyanaryana and M Omkar (Narsam
pet)— Will the Mimister for Rural Development be pleased to
state .

(a) whether the Government have received a Memorandum
submitted by Sr1 V Tulasiram, M.P, m the month of June 1978 regar
ding the wrrrgularnities commutted by the Chairmaa and other Officers
of the Andhra Pradesh Khadi and Village Industries Board, Hydera-
bad -

(b) the contents of the said memorandum; and
(c) the action taken thereon?
A—
(a) Yes, Sir, the Government have received a  Memorandum

from Sri V. Tulasiram, M.P. in the month of July, 1978, and not 1n
June, 1978

(b) Contenis of the Memorandum are:

(1) During the year 1972-73, the Board has sanctioned more
thau Rs. 40 lakhs to the mdividual artisans under drought and  Self
Employment Schemes, The “ewing Machines Tools and 1mplements
purchased by Board were of Poor Standard and at cheaper rates.

(2) The Regional Officers at Vizianagaram & Kakimnda who
were suspended for their irregular activities have been reinstated into
service pending enquiry for the reasons best known to the Board.

(3) The House Committer headed by Sr1i M Narayana
Reddy to enquire into ceitain allegations agamst Sn B Sriramtlu
formerly President. HYCO, found many irregularities which  resulted
jn removal of Sri B. Sriramulu from the Presidentship of HYCO. But
he was appointed by the previous Governmeat as Chairm?2n of the
Khadir Board

1162






170 6th March, 1979, Written Answers to Questions-
(Starred)

(4) Sr1 B. Sreeramulu has selected the most reputed corrupt
officer of the Board Sri D. Prasada Rao against whom several C.B.IL
and ACB enquiries are still pending.

(5) Spot sanction of loans on the pretext of simplification of
procedure involving diSproportionate and heavy expenditure on T.A.
DA, and other contmgencies

(6) Cancellation of sanction of loans on the pretext of
mcomplete legal formalities.

(7) Recruitment of staff for the Khadi-&-Craft Emporium
without observing normal procedure for recruitment.

(8) Payment of advance of Rs 2 to 4 lakhs for the premises
for the Khadi-n-Craft Emporium

(9) Fixation of rent for the Emporium without certification
by the competent authorities.

(10) Acceptance of hugher tender for interior decoration of the
Khads &-Craft Emporium

(¢) An enqury officer has been appointed to enquire 1n to these
allegations. The Enquiry Officer has submitted his report on 23-2-1979
and it is under examingtion

Scarcity of Cement in A, P,
225

*2439-Q-Sr; Nallaparedd: Srinivasul Reddy (Venkatagiri) :—
Will the Chief Minister be pleased to state .

(a2) whether 1t 1s a fact that there 15 acute scartity of cement in
Andhra Pradesh; and

[b] if so, the action taken by the state Government in this
regard ?

[a] There 1s some shortage of cement in the State due to reduc-
tion in allotments made by the Cement Controiler, and increase in
demand. As against the requirement of 6-001akh tonnes per quoarter,
3-00 lakh tonnes on an average per gquarter is being allocated by the
Cement Controller.

[b] In order to meet the requirements of Irrigation Projects,
Government Deparuments and other Organisations as well 4s consumers
under free sale category, Government of Irdia have been requested to
allot additional quantity of 2.50 lakh tonpnes per guarier. Andhia
Pradesh State Trading Corporation have also takem over cement
distribution 1n the S:ate with effect from 1~1-1979. Andhra Pradesh
State Trading Corporation have made arrangements for equxtal_ne
distribution of cement, to the various consumers n consultation with
the Director of Industrics. With the anticipated adaifional allocation
of cement and streamlining of distribution procedure by the Andhra
Pradesh State Trading Corporation, 1t is expected that genune needs

©f eonsumers woyld be met,
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Distribution of Cement Through Govt. Agencies
226—

*2634-Q.—Sr1 Kasu Venkata Krishna Reddy (Narasaraopet).—
Will the Chief Miaister be pleased to state-

(a) whether there is any proposal with the Government to
distribute cement through Government agencies only,

(b) if so, when 1t 1s likely to materialise; and

() if not, whether the Government will atleast now consider to
take away cement from private agencies and arranse distribution
through Government agencles SO as to prevent black-marketeering 1n

the said commodity ?

A—
(a) Yes Sir

(b) At the instance of the Government of India, the State
Government have already taken over the entire cement trade in the
State and entrusted the mechamism of distribution of cement under all
the three cotegories in the State to the Andhra Pradesh State Trading
Corporation Limited, with effect from 1,1.1979

(c¢) Does not arise.

Cement Quota alloted to A.P

227—
*2633 Q.-Sr1 Kasu Venkata Krishna Reddy: —Will the Chief
Minister be pleased to state:

(a) the annual Quota of Cement the Andhra Pradesh State is
getting from the Central Government,

(b) whetber they have addressed the cenfre to increase the
annual Cement Quota

() if so, the 1eply recerved from the Central Government; and

(d) if not, whether the State Government will aiteast now
address the Centre for increase of Quota?

—
.

(a) Government of India have been allotting cement to the State
on a quarterly basis. For the year 1978 a total quantity of 15.55 lakh
M.Ts. of cement was allotted to the State.

(b) Yes, Sir. The cement Controller, Government of India,
New Delhi was addressed from time to time to enhance the quarterly
state quota from about 3 30 lakh M.Ts. to 5.50 lakh M Ts.

{c} & [d] The state’s quota of cement for the I & 1I quarters,
1978 was enhanced fo 5.00 lakh and 4.00 lakh M.Ts. respectively bat
from III quarter 1978 onwards the Government of India have alloting
reduced quota to the state. Efforts are being made to obtain an
additional allotment of 2,50 lakh M.Ts. per quarter.
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Fresh licences issued to open Brandy Shops
228—

. ™3559 Q.-Sr1 P, Sreerama Murthy [Amadalavalasa]' —Will the
Munister for Excise be pleased to state .

(a) whether any fresh licences were 1ssued after October, 1975
to open Brandy Shops,and

(b} if so, the number of licences 1ssued so tar?
A.—
(a) Yes, Sir.

(b) Two hunded and eighty two
SHORT NOTICE QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Rift between Hamalis and Business Community in Siddipet
228—A

SN Q No 3940-0 —Sarvasri K.B Siddaiah (Puttur) Ch, Vittal
Reddy (Narsapur}, Poola Subbaiah (Markanur), and K Goviada
Rao (Anakapalli) —Will the Chief Miuster be pleased to state*

(a) whether it 1s a fact that there 1s law and order problem
in Siddipet due to Rift between Hamalis and Business Community:

(b) whethe: 1t 15 also a fact that Communist Party office  was
attacked; and

(c) whether 1t 1s also a fact that Sec. 144 15 1mposed 1 the
area?

A

i

(&) Yes, Sir

(b) No, Sir However both the groups threw stones at each
other and the C.P.I office name board was damaged.

(¢) Yes, Sir.

Non-Payment of Amounts by Rice Mill managements to Hamalies

228—B:

SN Q. No 3946—J.—Sarvasrt Ch Vittal Reddy, Poola Subba-
jah and K Govinda Rao:—Will the Chief Minister be pleased to
state

(a) whether 1t 1s a fact that 500 Hamalies have gone on strike
on 12-2-1979 in Siddipet;

(b) whether it 15 also a fact that the management of rice mills
have refused to pay amount which has to be paid to them,

(c) whether 1t1s also a fact that persons belonging to manage-
ment have beaten hamalies causing head injuries; and






Statements by the Minsfers, placed on the &th March, 1979,

Table of the House 1 reply to Calling 173
attention Matters and Matters under
Rule 329:

re - Unrest 1n the Students and imposing
Section 144 in Rajampet, 1n Cuddapah
Dist.

(d) the steps taken in this regard?

(a) 1Itisa fact that 400 Hsmalies bave gone on strike
11.2 1979 1 Siddipet

(b) No, Sir

(c) In aclash between the Hamalies and the Merchants, persons

from both the groups sustained munor mjuries One Hamali recerved
an injury on the forchead.

from

(d) In order to maintain law and order in Siddipet town
Section 144 Cr P.C. was promulgated on 16 2.1979.
120 Acres of Land to the Legislators Coop. House Building Society.
228-C.

S N.Q. No. 3¢38-0.-Sr1 D China Mallaiab (Indurthy) —=Will
the Minister for Housing be pleased to state

(a) Whether it is a fact that a news items appeared recently
in the press that the Government would aliot 120 acres of land in the

City to the Legislators Coop House Building Society and counstruct
bouses for legislators,

(b) i so, the place where the land 1s sitnated,

{c) the amount to be allotted for construction of houses; and

(d) the time by which the sute will be allotted and the cons-
truction of houses will be taken up ?
A —

(a) & (b) A press Note was 1ssued that Sr1 Venkateswara
Coop Housing Society of Legislators would be aliotted 100 acres of
land from the surplus land available with the Cooperative Housmg

Society Jubilee Hills, Construction of Houses will not be taken up
by Government.

(c) The Society has to make ifs own arrangemenfs to find
finance from the lending agencies

(d) A committee has becn constituted to finalise details
regarding allotment of land etc,. Constraction has to be taken up by
the Society getting the land.

Statements by the Ministers placed on the table of the house in
Reply calling attention Matters and Matters under Rule 329.
re: (1) Unrest in the students and imposing Sec. 144 in
Rajampet 1 Cuddapah district.
(Calling attention Notice given by K.B. Siddaiah)
Statement by Chief Minister

On 13-2-79 at about 10.00 A.M . on nstigation from some
student representative from Tirupati of Chittoor Dist., all the studentg
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Table of the House 1n reply to Calling

attention matters and matters under
Rule 329-
re WUnrest in the Students and 1mposing

]Sjectlon 144 1n Rajampet, Cuddapah
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of Government Junior College and High School at Rajampet suddenly
boycotted classes in sympathy with the students® agitation at Madana-
palli of Chittoor District after serving notice announcing their intention

to go on strike for two days on 13-2-79 and 14-2-79. Afterwards
they took out a procession from the Jumior College under the leader-
ship of V.Gundiah Naidu and Rajendra Prasad, proceeded to Bus-stand
from there to local Railway Station where they detained three passen-
ger trains by disconnecting hose pipes and removeing washers Armed
Reserve party was rushed there from Cuddapah to assist the local
Police 1n the maintenance of law and order On the same night 150
students of Junior College boarded the Madras-Bombay Janata tramn
at 20-54 hours with a view to go to Hyderabad to participate In the
proposed students rally before the Andhra Pradesh Legislative Assem-
bly on 14-2-1979 1n connection with the students’ agitation at Madana-

palli  Some of the students picked up a quarrel with some passengers
who objected to the entry of students into their compartment, causing
imconvenience to those with reserved accommodation. So, all the
Students got down and as they were planning to assault the passengers,
the Police infervened and persuaded the students to leave the premu-
ses, whereafter the students dispersed peacefully and went home. The
train steamed off with a delay of about 41 minutes The timely Inter-
vention by police averted a possible clash between the striking students
and some of the passengers.

On 14-2-1979 studeuts observed strike 1n a peaceful manner and
there were no untoward incidents at Rajampet. However, contrary

to the earlier statement of observing sympathetic strike only for 2 days
1.€., 13 2-79 and 14-2-1979, the students at Rajampet confmued the
strike on 15-2—-1979 also and about 500 of them including some
urchins suddenly proceeded from Junior College to the Bas-stand in
a procession at about 1030 A.M- and pelted stones on RTC buses
causing slight damage to three of them. Some glass panes of the
above 3 buses were broken for which two cases 1n Cr. No. 18/79 and
19/79 both ufs. 147. 427 IPC were registered at Rajampet Police
Station on the complaints preferred by the RTC crew. Following this

incident, the students were dispersed by the local police but about 400
of them regrouped themselves at Rajampet Railway Station at about

12—10 P.M. on the same day and caused some damage to Railway
property by cutting wires and dameging signallng equipment. The
muscreants were prevented by the police from causing further damage.
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At about 3 30 P.M some of them proceeded towards North Cabin
and pelted stones resulting in simple injuries to police Constables
963 and 325 In view of the trouble created by the students at
Railway Station Jayanti—Janata Express which reached the North
Cabin at about 2~—25 PM was taken back to Hastavaram and
detained on the instructions of the Station Master, Rajampet. When
the some irain, after green signal by Railway authorities, was passmg
through Rajampet Raillway Station slowly at about 5—10 P M  some
miscreants traveling 1n the traimn trought it to a halt by pulling chain.
The studes.ts hurled a few stones at the train. But the police disper—
sed them once agam at 5—-15 P M after which the train safely procee—

ded on 1ts journey  Thereafier the local Tahasildar promulgated
prohibitory orders u/s 144 Cr P C to be inforce in Rajampet town till
23-2-79 as a precatiolery measure to prevent striking students from
indulging 1 acts of violence any further,

On 16—2—-1979 students 1n Kodur Town detained the No 11
ExPress, 81 Jayanti Express and 145 Navajeevan Express by remov—

ing the hose pipes. The students were warned and dispersed
The Assistant Superintendent of police, Cuddapah along with
Tahasildar, Rajampet convened a mceting of elders and teachsrs of
Rajampet Town to persuade the students not to indulge 1n 1llegal
activities. Subsequently, there were no untoward immcidents what-so-
ever in Rajampet.

On 17-2-1979, 1n Chitvel some 15 student were arrested by
the Sub~Inspector of police, Chitvel on a complaint lodged by the
RTC driver as bus No ATZ No, 7310 was damaged by stone pelting.
The students were arrested and released on personal surity. On
19-2—1979, the students of Z P High School, Chitvel took out a
proce.sion 1n protest against the arrest of the students on 17-2-1979
and burnt the effigy of the Sub—Inspector There was no ncident
of violence Apart from the 1solated and stray mcidents in Chitvel
on 17-2-1979 and 19—2-1979 the situation 1n Rajampet Town has
been calm since 16—-2-1979,

On 17-2-1979,15%, of the students Jumor College attended There-
afier both the Educational mmstitutions started functiomng as usual
The prohibitory orders u/s, 144 Cr P C promulgated on 15-2-1979
evening automatically ceased to be m force after 23--2—-79 and during

the period of their ¢enforcement no in convemience was caused” to the






176 6th March, 1979. Statements by the Ministers, placed on

the tabl: of the House, 1 reply to

Calling attention matters and matters
under Rule 329,

re: Behaviour of the Tahsildar of Puttur
Taluk, Chittoor dist® towards landless
poor

general public  Except the detention of some trains as well as RTC
buses and sbight damage to 3 RIC buses and some Railway

properity, there were no major law and order mcdents at Rajampet
during the said students’ strike period.

It 1s not correct to say that RTC buses were totally kept off
the road at Rajampet during the strike period While 1t 1s a fact
that some  inconvemience was  caused to the traveling
public due to the detention of RTC buses and trgins few times
at Rajampet, 1t cannot be said that the normal hfe was paralised
It 15 also not correct to say that the stdents of Rajampet did not
attend the College when the College was opened and that the stu-
dents unrest continued The contention that the students unrest at
Rajampet 1s being spread to Chittoor 18 also not correct

The Ulfe 1n Rajampet has been absolutely normal since
16-2-1979 and all the stdents are atteding their respective Educatioal
mstitutions regulary from the forenoon of 19-2-1979

re (2) Behaviour of the Tahsildar Puttur Taluk,Chittoor, towards
landless poor.

(Calling Atention Notice given by Sr1 K. B Siddaiah and
other Members)

Statement by the Minister for Revenue:

It 1s a fact that one Srt Chma Buchi Naidu of Manpgunta
village 1n Puttur taluk died on 27-11-1978. Sri China Buchi Naidu
according to the Collector’s report was found 1n an unconsious state
in the premises of the Taluk Office, Pattur on 27-11-1978. He was
immediatly moved to the Government Hospital, puttur at the instance
of the Tahsildar and he died later in the Hospital On a report
given by the Tahsildar, the police investigated into the maéatter and
refferred the case as death byswcide. There is no direct evidience to
link that the death was dye to harrassment caused to him by the
Tahsildar or Taluk Official concerned Bat there was no evidience
available readily with the Government the circumstances under which
Sr1 China Buchi Naidu should have resorted to the extreme step of
suicide and why he should have preferred the Taluk Office Compound
to commut this dastardly act According to the Collector’s report
Srt China Buchi Naidu the deceased, owned Acs. 5.04 of dry land im
Annamakkalpalli village of puttur taluk and it is reported ?hat he
purchased another extent of 0-30 cents subsequently. His total
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holding 1s therefore to be Ac. 5-34 cents dry. He occupted ac,
0-37 cents of Jard m 1 S.Nc¢ 167/°1 of T4anugunta village in
puttur taluk  The Survey No con ru.ed an wrrigation well also,
The deseased ¢’aimed that he was 1 occuprition of this larnd nearly
18 vears ago The Tahasildar, Puttur assigpred this land including
the wetl to one Sit Chenagualaich a Harnan  and issued patta on
10-9-1978°  Against th: oiders, of Tahsildar, the deceased China-
Buchi Naidu filea a smatin O S No 145/78 mn the Court of
District Munsiff, puttur and obtamned an exparte decree, restraining
the assignee from entering the land, One of the poin's conteded
before the Court was that the well was dug by both the deceased
China Buch: Naidu and also the assigree Sri: Chengulaiah and both
of them 1nstalled O1l Engines and pumping water from the well. The
Court gran‘ed mmterim mjuction and apponted a Commissoner to
report about the frcts Ultimetly the District Mpnsiff dismissed
the mt.alocutary petition and vacated the say The Collector
reported that main suit 1s still pendirg and therefore i1t would not
be advisable to go n to the merits of thecase as 1t 15 subjudice

It 1s a foct that the deceased applied on 23 9.1978 to the
Thasildar for ceitified copres of certein  Documents The certified
comes were despatched by post tothe party on 26-11-1978 (i e
the very day on which Sri China Buchi Nardu died) There 15 a
delay of mneorly 2 wmonths 1n granting certified copies but the
Colleetor explan.ed that the delay was due to the fact that the
Tahsildar felt it necesarry to obtamn the opimion of the Assistant
Govenment Pleader on the properity of 1ssumg a certified copies,
appearently because the matter was before the District Munsuff Court‘

It was also explamed by the Collector that delay in  granting
pattas was on account of consulation with the Asst, Government
Pleader and incidential routined office deley which 1s not un-common
in Revenue Department. Added to this, Taluk Offices have no
regular copyists and the work relating to the grant of certified copies
has to be atteneded to only by regular staff.

It 1s also a fact that the local M L A requested the Tahsildar
m October, 1978 for grant of certified copies of deceased China Buchi
Naidu and it 1s reported that the Tahs' Idar informed the Honourable
Member that the matter was referred to the Assistant Government
Pleader.

1163
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:€] Sgareity of drinking water 1a Dharma-

sagaram village Warangal Dastrict.

(3) Irtern t._nal! Smugsling racket 1n the export of rare and

Cosfly mnerale v~ Khamovam dhes

(Matier nnder Relz 32

Murthy ¢~ Sths S8 pam
Miyue 2,

UL

Notice gsven kv Sri B Srirama
S5 Y- onota Ruday, MNiowster for

It is true that a stafement has appeared in the daily News
Paper “*Indien Fsprese™ § ut o 1s an exaggeration 1o s2y tref the loss
by way of revenus 1~ Guveromient a to the tune of Rs 14 crores, as
the 1oyalty on all the m-arra s produced o the State yicld an annudd
royarty of about 5to 6 c:oies  Taere 1t oo demand to: the m neral
corundum outs'de the country. 1he pruce has se:z d from a person
by name R-ghupi1 a4 qu. 7far 0" about W) Kgs of Corundum

Corvrdum his Yies bnown to occw in Khammam district
While the op+nue var rty 1> ureful as oa abbraerve, the mranslusent
ard tiansparert vaiicy s ared 28 Feads and as stones fo r.ngs etc
There «re about 12 leoes for Corundun as on today mn Khammam
disurct convartrg onoar a - fatout 2,239 ccres and the royalty collected
during 1978 79 rs Ry 1830 Woile somie are about 10 mrters deep, in
severa: areas the sten=s aie collected fiom tne surfuce of the soil or
just below the smil  However, some 1nacit workings of corundum
m:ne1al were astected by the As.astand Durector of Mines & Geology
near Kodavctimeita and the Village officers are alerted on 2ed
February, 1972

The Deputy Director of Mines snd Geology has been sent
to enquire into the matter and the Police are cogmisant of the
incident  Achion 1s being taken to check any ilhicit miming and
transport of tie muneral end no trucks carrying corundum were
caught or relea<ed as reported in the Press

As usual on receipt of some information., the Assistan?
Director of Mines & Geology has conducied surpr se visits of the
corundum miniag areas and e€v.ry possible action is being taken to
check the sllicit mining or transport of the mineral

(4) SCARCII[Y OF DRINKING WATER IN DHARMASAGAR
VILLAGE IN WARANGAL DISTRICT

(Matter Under Rule 329, Notice given by Sr1 Ch. Vittal Reddv)
Statement by the Minister for Panchayatt Ray

.

1t 1s reported that the well sunk under Protected Water Supply
Scheme 1n Dharmasagaram 1s scocped ard steining partly colapsed.
Pue to this, the yield from the well has considerably reducea and
effected the rormal supply. The mum1 P W. 8 schemes to this village
was executed by Public Health Department. 14 taps provided n the
village are functicning well and water 1s bemng supvlied for about
1 1/2 bours daily It s also reported that Pablic Health Depariment
nas prepared an e timate for Rs 70,000 for providing 2 Nos. of &«
bore wells and mnstallation of sub-mersible pumnpset. Directions have
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been given to the Colizctor, Waraagal to take up the wiik 1wmm~di-
ately Theie 1s also a propesal for sauction of . il-fledzed Pro.ected
Watet Supply Scheme to Dharmasazaram village coistirg Rs. 1000
lakhs

(The House then adjourred to meet agaimn at (0 10 A M )
(The House reasssemblid at 10-10A M with Mr. Speaber 1n the Chair)

Opmmon of the  Advocate Ge eraljon the mate: relating to
search warrent issued by the Sub- Col'ecior, Ko haguderi, to seaich
the house of S11. Venkatappaiah M L C

(Sevaral Members from opposition 1aised the following slogans)
3%)3 w88 5808
a&HTROLT0-08 0O
Se8ute Hoss wmgotirn..,:jﬂoa-@
ST gTTTTer 2D E T B ETIOTTY Bov aseusiooed
8%t 14 Kob ed @ RB =5 T8 TE oo Jowod BB 5-

Sood

r8mdre o B‘”g’mﬁg&-é?ow@.

Mr Speaker —As per yesterday’s proc.cdings I asked the
Advocate General to come to the Houseand give Lis op'nion on the
matter referred to I request the Advocate General to give his advise
or legal opinion on the muatter

Sr1i M. Venkalah Naidu (Udayagirt) —You have adjourncd the
House. Nowit1s 10-15 A, 4  Now you cannot call the House.

Mr. Speaker — You lrave agreed
Sri M. Venkajah Naidu -—Nobody has agreed.
(Interrptions)

L“.’) H. WonFong (K S580) B, SamgBoo| BT, Deg 8w
al5é Do wrone® Hrmyd WS ¥BAey Svdo HeBVBom WA
DT, 0B Y ES el HoSS oD Va0, Biymocs® 5°h &8
§§L:>o€m5> a‘i A5388 wxdd 0 HolB T, VESIIH H DA
TR AEgTS aSTS od H Bystsowy & ¢

Do o D\ EH a5 i Beold o8 ?
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@ 2, moafoﬁs - — D00 BOHE K BIOHH | SErmr o
Do Do awiio FOTey Voo® BT Kox®, sy ey 3805
FD 0y 9-80 Nowes: Dtd 50°8® B8 oD BBy Y B0
FHADE 05 Wm0 HEGEE axsd o Do, BhoE Do
ToeaNE? EUiyd Smens 83 ¥edey 8 Iovgo ¥ RAT.Howey .
FHAT0D IR0, »8 BN)Wowe TS 255 ond ) B0 F9,..

DY o ByFE — By S Sedo Hos Hod Doy e BotrH
29D 5H0RBTED,

&) 3. Do oy :—BIuyd ¥F | ToBB®H  IVIHPH

326363 BBy Y srgo DEE5FSD ecﬁs‘éé.n B8556 20 Jod ¥ webd
Boxsn TS oSBTy S0

D o ¥ —o& 2 S0 BBy Bm80 Hod B
HHo=RwED.
(aobd;&g‘;)
Sri M., V. Venkaiah Naidu ,—¥ou have adjourned the House
@) RS e)a"yéa_ '.-_-.ch’o‘_&_"o‘"?ooéa.) Bvesd ﬁ)tﬁ:, oa)zx;gc&) w59
BN B0,
Sri P. Sundaraiah : —Lc¢t me make it clear. Ifthe Advocate

General’s opinion 1s sought to buttress the Government's case we
don’t want to hear. We don’t want the Advocate General

(1aterruptions)
(Several Members from Treasury Benches rose up in their seats)
Sr1 M. Venkaiah Naidu : —Point of order.

Sri S Jaipal Reddy :—Let the Point of order of Mr Venkaiah
Naidu be clarnified. ]
(interruptions)

B8 bysE -_mmgmo@‘jmas; Beowsd, DSos,
@) oHo. BoFoHGuosaE —ad wre wTTgona: Why should
we hear Sir when you have not heard my Point of Order.

St S. Jaipal Reddy (Kalvakurthy) .~ Mr. Venkaiah Naidu's
point of order should be answered-

Mr. Speaker : —There is no point of order.
@) oo Bo§dﬁ8w“o&né& —eigw, FBo> oo DiSor
FEu88&E0 e e TegoLHD FIDH T .
How caxn you say withouf hearing that there is no point or order?
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Mr Spcaker —Youa aic 1eflectiong on ths Chair
(intecriup 16ns)
What 15 this disorder that yeu ate mdulgisg m?

S1i M Venkaitoh Nardu —You hear  the matier firet a1l then
decide whethe: theie is point of oider or ot

J) 2. S2ostBE —Do onTo HRynen oD a2
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FoSEInoH To Soo= 0 JoBobt T 28750 4 RN
300538 HHoT  VAD 2e0IwedE Faom RWW am‘:ﬁ%%_
DY KST B gmgfoéam DoT D, o E  bywm % He
will bs adjournmg the House from tmme to time Like
that numbernd  times yOou  have acdjouined the House.
BOHFHI0 2 F Brysw osé-ﬁol.y@ oo3® B2 6 The House shall meet

at 8-30 A M, tomorrow 0l a§)€5 3 oS SWT3 8_E0rnchod
Dooathy SDEBHE S7°5 hoes 'sv“’ﬁ*é Booatdy _63“0"*‘3'5 EEHs
RLH 20VTC OB Jo (FTUOHD B, T¥mo oD FTOLIHGEW
BB B0 WSy @5&5 BrogD. | B Bgrorm oo &% ¥y
THOHS0E™ 57T wovTer FSBY ST wmd 557 TRy Diores

BTy Dosw wolSyo wEr¥omed¥ The Question hour 15 Over,
The House adjourned to meet agamnai 9-30 am' today. oD IS
RoDT® 9-80Koben Hhger I 30, D8 TR BeRomd B,

BoRsacd 5oESD SR B0 5To¥Hof SPges acHiad Bedisso
28Ro8 9-80Kocten BeoDomE wrwred IS S50 10-16 g)é)o;?:"en
QoNIT I FTTH D DeSso B IEgo S 2 ey :)‘jngfo s
BSoo050.6° 10-160%0 5975 bedSzo ¥4 DBJo. eB¥ [ mUewn
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R0 ‘{méw —-9 tren | Sol T Brolrtme ?
@) o3 o, ﬁogfﬁgmgﬁméa ey 537 S (L)‘ (So5
please 1cad the book
Mr. Speaker \— He has 1aised a pomnt of ordet and I am going
to give the tuling
(1nterruptions)
Sjé)g By¥E ——9-30 oo wd o vl wEiohe

B8,y H. 87 Bbo woww® HAY B0 HBET Heamy o Boyo
&0800 BRI 67T o) BOT Wrosir anyHI WO,

@) oo, Bos’o‘ﬁgmoﬁnw - TERR S8 DT80N onxgod,

Mr Speaker —Then there 1s no point of order. I rule out the
pomt of oider

Sri P. Janardhan Reddy.—Even the Chairiran cannot overrule
the 1ule

Mr. Speake: —I have given the ruling that it is out of order

Sr1 P. Janardhan Reddy —You must fitst suspend the rule.

&) B, Wosyodg i—eafpE, S8 43 w B0 Sroford
ASTred MM e D TT02me 8 Lo, 9-8( rcbon 888 T+
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StodxD Doth By Beo, @ s¥ore Fev FPH, I T FoKo 08T
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matter relating to search warrent 1ssved
by the Sub-Collecter Kothagudem, to
gearch the house of Sr1 T Venkatappiah,
ML.C
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He1s a part ar.dparcelef the House and be has every right to give his opt-
nion Particulaily yesterday,we have requested you to mmvite him and you
very hmnly accepted it r£rd so he was mvited- Therefore, 1 wan
that he shotld bz given an oppotunity to expiess his opmuon In thg
light of the drscussions I wm prepared ro sit with you to fird o woy out.
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matter relating to secrch warrent :ssued
by the Sub-Cellectur Kotlagudem, to

search the house of Sri T Venkatappiak
ML.C
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Sr1 8§ Jaipa' Reddy:—We agree the position taken by Sri
Bhattam Sriramamurthy. 7lhere isno dlsagreement We should put
questions tothe Advecate General and they shoanld be clarified by him.
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190 6th March, 1979 Opinion of the Advocate- zeneral on
the matter relating to Search War-
rent 1ssued by the osuo-Collector,
Kothagudem, to search the house of
Srt T Venkatappiah, M L.C
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Sn K. V. R. S Padmanabha Raju -— 3ir, that will bea very
bad precedent.






{pirion of the Adrocate General on £th March, 1979 191
the matter n; jating to seuarch varrent
1ssued by the Sub Collecior Kotha-
gudcm to Search the house of Sri
T Venkatappizah, M L.C.

Mr Speaker -—You please resume your seat Now the Adocate
General will give his opmion

Z) weo B o~ 8 58 2buodT 32 55T &od.
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nL Speaker - - We chall sze, who» once he gives his opinion.
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Mr Speaker — That 1s not the way Mr Bhattam Srirmamurthy

I will give you an oppoitunuty to ask for clarifications Furst let him
speak
(Interruptions—Bell)
,\‘},’) A k?i’)vv;ﬁ.s:bﬂj —— e 8Os &HVoHE S dh'é
&3y 8, WTe JomHd Bydo | SoHBL I &Fy B w0 %N
Aoged

TG BEE — o5 swagSo|8mBe 52Y  &oSadl)
That 15 between C. M |, and {{nterruptions)
(800558
(Members from Opposition Benches were on their legs 9

Mr Speaker .— Mr Ramamurthy, pleaserssume your seat. Let
the Advocate General talk
D5 BIFE — o3 HE L HgTookw, B aNyy ot
k%) 0o (& )oesos 8 8 . — v TSy Ba)APgos.

Advocate General (Sr1 P Ramachandra Reddy).—Sir, the doubts
which the Hon’sle members have expressed, will be clarified by the
statement whicn T mcke Xt will  also help clear the doubts whch

they 1night express now

(Interruptions)
Mr. Speaker :—Sir, I hove received yesterday, by your kindness
a copy of the proceedings of this House, raising certain issues in the
expression of my opimion regarding the search warrant issued by the
Sub-Collector at Kothagudam. to scarch the house of Shr1 T Venka-
tappaiah, Member of the Legisiative Council of the State






192 &th March, 1979 Tip nion of the Ad-n-zte Gereral on
th= mauter 1elating to zezrch -war-ent
1ssued by tne Suo—Collector Rotha-
gudem, to zearch «he house of Sm T
Venkatappiah, M L C.

The two qucstions which 1 find rawsed are, i the light of the
allegations made by some of the Ho ’ble members of the Legis'ature
that the Sub-Collector vwas motivated by scme mzlafde or by certain
bias or piejudice agai.st the p.rticular Meraber of the Legislatva
Council  He has thought it to 1ssue these procecear gs for searcn
warrant under the jowdls vested m him as Judicisl First Ciass Magi~
strate, because there 15 some congnizable offtnce reperted to ham uncer
the Bonded Lahour Act The two gurestions which Ijust now men-
tioned are only 1n the light of those allegations of malafides made by
some of the Hon’ble Members of tne Legislotv-e, that the Government
has got the Jur;sdictic-1¢ . Iici o suspend him or to take any plnudve
action against him, or atleast tiensfer him, so that there may not be
be any Scope for any furthe- alegations
against him or may not be any scope for

further, as against the pait,zular Member

should b= made
his exsrcising  malafide.

These are the two guestions which T thought were raised n the

proceedings which were cicculated to my by the inndo ss of Hon'ble
the Speaker.

Now the first guestion thot arses for consideration 1s, 1f he 1°
a mere Sub-Collestor, exercising powers in his executive « apacity. the
Government will certamly hav., .o doubti, the jurisdiction to take
any action against um  But I find fion: the provisions of the Bonded
Labour Act, that though he 18 an Excutive Magistrate, he 1s clothed
with the poweis. he 15 deemed precucally «nd occupies the position of
a Judiciel First  Class Magistrate, v.sicd with powers, exerciseable

unde: the Crinnnal Peral Code, and I found from the record, that
(interiuptions . from Opposititon Boneches Beil) he 1s 2 Magisirate

of the First Class with 4ll the powers one can eXercise under the
Crimunal Law

Now, when some bounded labours made a complaint thet the
Member of the Legislative Council, Sri T Venkatapprah s keepmg
some bonded labour, he took congnizance of th: offe ¢z 'nder section
200 CPC, and by cwrcsing the povers of Conminal Court, he
thought fit to 1ssue proceedmgs under section 93 (1) (¢) of the CPC.
for the purpose of the enquiry whih follows on th: congisalice Of
the complaint, he thought fit Lo exercise the power.

Now 1a purypance of that certan search and o asr proceedings
have tzken pla~r. The fi-st qaest.on that arises is what is the junsdic-
tion which the Government.
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can eXercise over a Magistrate who 1s exercising the powers of a First
Class Magistrate in regard to certamn orders passed by him 1in the
capacity of the Judicial First Class Magistrate Heis exercising judi-
ctal powers by virtue of the provisions of the Bonded Labour Act and
when once that posrtion 18 made clear, 1t is my submission that 1t is
the correct legal position and that the forum for questioning his act
either on the ground does not warrant by the provisions of Law or
on the ground that he 1s being activated by any mala“ide motives, will
be a superior criminal court, either the District Court or a Revisional
Court 1 e., which is the High Court or even the party aggrmeved may

approach even the High Court under Article 226, because malafide
exercise of power 1s no power The forum for Judging this, 15 a
superior Criminal Court, because the matter 1s now governed by the
provisions of the Criminal Procedural Code The Government 1s
neither the appellate nor revisional authority, so far as the ezercise of
judicial power 1s concerned Hemay be a Sub-Collector 1n his
ordinary capacity, but here, th€ order has been passed, exercising the
powers of a Judicial First Class Magistrate and that power which he
exercised 1s not amenable to cOrrection either by the Government, or,
with all respects. though I havethe highest respect for this House, the

Legislature also 1s not the forum to exercise the appellate o1 revisional
power over, what the Magistrate has done. It is of course open to the
aggrieved party to move for trgnsfer of the case on  the ground that
malafide, before the District Court He can approach the High Court
1n Revisional Jurisdiction. He can approach the High COurt ;n the
Writ Junisdiction, but, to asK the Government either to suspend him
or to transfer him will be practically an mvitation to Government to
have confrontation with the Judiciary. As it 1s now, it 1s well settled
where as number of decisions of the Supreme Court, especially the
recent Supreme Court decisions, that the powers of the Three Tier

System of Government, that is, the Legislature, Execufive and Judicr
ary, the distinction 1s well recongniced 1m our Comstitutional set-up
and therefore when once judicial power is exercised, 1t -is not open
either to the Legislature or to the Executive to assume power of
correcting the judicial orders, as if they are the appellate or the judici
al authorities. That 1s not allowed under the Law and as I  submit
that once either the Executlive or the Legislature tries to exercise that
Power, there will be, naturally. a confrontation with the Judicial Power;
and further, suspension of the pszrson, that means enquiry imto
his conduct. the Supreme Court is again and again reiterated, that so

far as the members of the subordinate judiciary and calling the First
Class Magistrate 1s concerned, the Discipline Jurssdiction rests only in

116—5
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the High Court and not in the Government The Government may
finally pass orders on the recommendations of the High Court, but the
Daisciplinery Jurisdiction rests only 1n the High Court  Therefore the
Government cannot try to suspend hum. I may assume. allthe alle-
gations made against him, are true, but this 1s not the forum to enquire
into 1t. Therefore I am answermng the Hon’ble Member Shri Bhattam
Sriramamurthy garu that this 1s not the forum to enquire. nor am I to
answer whether what all he did is correct or not It 1s a matter for

enquiry 1 the proper judicial forum agamst this order of this Mag-
strate.

Regarding the question of trasfer «f the Sub-Collector, the Sub-
Collector m his executive capacity, ke 1s always hiable to be transferred
on admiristrative grounds, but here, in the context of the circumst-
ances which have arisen, the aspersions, the serious aspersions cast
on his mtegrity of the Hon’ble Legislature and also gquestionig his
motives in issuing the search warrant, if, at this stage, the Govera-
ment transfers him, the position 1s clear, the circumstances make it
clear that because of the allegations or aspersions, caste agaiust his
mntegrity, the Government has thought fit fo transfer. Again this
will be tress-passing upon ihe Judicial power of the Judcarary. While
exercising his power as a Megistrate of the First Class, as he is not
having admimstrative ground, we cannot just pass a wheel and say
*“ that we have transferred him on adounistrative ground *° , because
the very bonded labour, who made a complaint can very well compl-
ain against the Government that because this man acted very fairly,
issued a search warrant in oder to protect our interest against the
Member of Legislature, the Government, because of the pressure brou-
ght upon them, as our forces have thought fit, wailing a person as one
under administrative power; really the crux of the matter is, it would
be mterferring with the exercise of the powers of Judicial functions
of the Magistrate.

Therefore, at this juncture,”1t is my respectfull submission to
the Hon’ble members of the House and the Hon’ble Speaker that the
Government cannot exercise any power of punitive jurisdiction, like
suspending him. nor trnsfer him on the administrative ground, at this
stage. Because the Law allows more than one ample opportunily

to the oparty agrieved to set rightthe matter i £  really
th ¢ allegtions a1 e malfide o « true. If I am

assuming that they are all true, then the party aggrieved bas no doubt
the remedy, in more than one forum, to have 1t redressed, instead of
saking the Government, ither to punish bmm or to transfer him.
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That I submit. will lead to confrontation with the judiciary and will
also land the Government 1a other difficulties like coantempt of the
proceedings and all that and thers will be ample grounds.

Therefore 1 have given the opinion that the forum is not this
Even then the aspersions which are cast upon the judicial First Class
Magstrate, if they have been done outside the precincts, would all
amount to the contempt of the Court, but because the members of
the House could enjoy the absolute immun:ity,. (interruptions) I am
giving my opinton, which you may agree or may not agree.

Therefore, I submit with all humility that the proceedings of
the Judicial Magistrate, are not bound for scrutiny, either by the
Government or by this Hon’ble House. nor for any action on that,
except through a judicial power, That 1s my opinion

(Interruptions . . Beil)

Sr1 M Vepnkaiah Naidu :— Sir, all must be given opportunity
to seek clarifications

Sr1 8, Jaipal Reddy . — Sir, the Learned Advocate General has
given his considered opinion on certain 1ssuss. Naturally we welcome
his opinion. But Sir, 11 the expression of his opinion, he presumed
that the Members of this House sought correction of the serch warrant
orders issued by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate. The Advocate-
General was not given the right 1ssue  Membeis of the House never
sought correction or cancellation of the search warrant order issued
by the Saob-Divisional Magistrate. We know fully well, though we
are lay men, not legal luminaries, that this House has no appellate
jurisdiction over the Sub-Divisional Magistrate. Sir, Iet that be
very clear. We did not require any opmion on this, because we
never made a pleg

Sir, secondly, in regard to the question of suspension or frans-
fer, we did not seek suspension or gtransfer of the Sub-Collector on
the plea that he had issued this order. We soUght action against the
Sub-Collector, on the plea that the Sub-Collector has had more than
one occasion, to have abrasive brush with this Legiclator. Therefore
there 1s scope to believe that he acted in a malafide fashion. We did
not ask the Government to transfer him because he issued this search

warrant. Our Leader also made it ciear that we were never apposed
to the execution of the search warranf. Sir, in regard to the procedure
adopted, we would like to seek clarification, although the Advocate-
General can seek shelter behind the cloth that this House cannot go
into the malafides, but since the House unfortunately enjoys immunity
{very unfortunately Sir,) from the Judiciary, we would like to seek
light from \he Advocate-General.

{interruptions), Sir, I know fhat I am no maitch for the Advocate
General, but in this case, since he have delivered a lengthy lecture,
¥ would like to seek the lengthy clarification.
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Sir, 1n this case, the Sub-Divisional Magistrate recetved a
pe ition on 18th I know that we 3re pot sitting mn Judgement, We
are only trymng to find out He received a petition on 18th agammst 17
farmers 1ncludirg this unfortunate Member of the Legislative Coun-
cil  Under the Bonded Labour Act, the Snb-Divisional  Magistrate
can act on his own, suo moic The petition might have been  given
by anybody by ¢ Girjana Abhyudayam or by any Abhyudayam. Even
if he has bent on his own, he could have acted.

(Interruptions from Treasury Benches) (Bell)

Let us have a decent debate We are not opposing debates.
We believe m democracy, They never believe in democracy,
(nuterruptions from Treasury Benches)

Dr M Channa Reddy:—Sir, Why should he say that <« We do
not believe”. Wge beheve 1it.

Sir S Jaipal Reddy.—Yes Sir,. . I think the Chief Minister
would not take away my right m Beliefs?, Because . .(Interruptions)
well, he has taken away my rights in other manner .

Dr M. Chbanna Rdedy:—Sir. I am not prepared to allow him
to say about the ‘““Beliefs . Naturally we don’t allow to pass and say
motives 10 us, I canno: allow him that kind of his lLiberty

(interruption) (Bell)

Sr1 S8 Jaipal Reddy--Sir, certainly he has belief 1 ‘““Emergency’’
in Andhra Pradesh- He 1s going to threaten me with the loss of
‘geliefs’ . They want to Interrupt me Sir

(Interruptions)

Sir, on 18th a petition was filed against 17 farmers. mcluding
this Member of Legislative Council: He did wmot act
under the Act although he has certain powers to ac tsuo.
motu. ©On the 27th he recieved a petition only agawnst this
M.L.C. On 2-3-79 a meeting was held 1n the office of the Chief
Minister to which we were mnvaited. The Collecter mn  that meeting
armitted that the Sub-Collector has consulted him in regard to the
Bonded Labour case. I would like to frame only one question from
thts perticular confission of the Collecter. Can a First Class Judicial
Magistrate consult somebody outside his jurisdiction before he makes
an endorsement on petition? The Additional Superintendent of police
at Kothagudem admitted in that meeting that he had been consulted
pY the Sub—Diwvisional Magistrate before making an endorsement on
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the petit:on—whether a particular Sub-Inspector was on duty er not-
asto whether he would be able to provide sufficient number of police
men for this great international opsration—the A S.P. admits. Can
the Sub divisional Magistrate 1n lus Judicial capacity not in  his
executive capauty before making a Judizial endorsement consult the
Police Siz, lnow the difficulty arising from the mixture of powers
Unfortunately our system undet so many enactments, an Executive
Magistrate has both executive and judicial powers.

(Interruptions).

Sr1 K. Ramchandra Reddy (Advocate General).—I did not go
mto all those questions because the legality or propriety of the action

taken by himis not a matter for adjudication by this Hon House.
I have assumed all the allegations against him as true, but stull the
forum where action can be taken against him 183 a higher judicial
foruma and if that forum says he acted mala fide certainly the Governm-
ent 1s bound to take action agamst him. That 15 why I did not
go 1nto the facts because we have not heard him I take the allegations
are true on the face value but this Hon ble House cannot sit in
appeal on what he has don and investigate and take action, I assum-
ed the allegation are true. I have not gone 1nto that question.

Sri M Venkayya Naidu:—Mr. Gangoli, Revenue Divisional
Magistrate, after ordering for opening of fire, was transferred subse-
quently after the mcident. That being so. why should not the Magis
trate be transferred 1n this case?

Sr: S. Jaipal Reddy:—You have called the Advocate General
for generating ight or heat-I do not know-mn this House. The point
1s this the Advocate General kaows fully well that this House enjoys
mmmunity unfortunately. Taking advantage of this immunity we would
like to seek clarification and wisdom from the Advocate General, If
these facts are correct, because we would like to advise our member
suitably. We would like the Advocate General to say if these facts
points to mala fides or not. Can the Divisional Magistrate consult a
Collector, consult an A S.P. These are the pomnts. Thudly Panchas
were brought.

Sri D. Sundararamayya.—This 1s not a forum for acquiring
knowledge.

Sri 8. Jaipal Redddy: —Unfortunately an M.L.A. is paid to
acquire knowledge, not to make a festivity. I am being paid here to
acguire knowledge. Now, Sir, Panchas were brought in this case from
a distance of 5 mifes. Can the Panchas be brought from a distance
of 5 miles? I agree with the Advocate General that this House is not
going to sit in judgement and aci. But keeping the immunity of this
House, let the Advocate General guide us in regard to this fact.

11-10 a m.
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£200HS 54 T The Sub-Collector appears to have issued the
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and 17 of the Bonded Labour Act.
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Sri Ch, Parasuram Neidu: —On a point of order, the Advocate
General is pleased to give the cpimion on the assumption that what
the Judicial Officer has done might be wrong Assuming that, a certamn
opmton 1s given, My good friend. Mr. Sriramamurthy is commenting
on the merits of the action of the Judicial Officer whethe: he 1s right
or wrong This is not the forum, this 1s not the place for that.

Mr. Speaker:-——There 15 no point of order.

Sri Ch. Parasuram WNaidu:— Can he go on making comments
upon a judicial officer continuously, endlessly and airnlessly?
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Then come Sections 103 and 165 of Cr. P.C.

“103-—Magistrate may direct search in  his presenee:— Any
magistrate may direct a search to be made 1n his presence of any place
for the search of which he 1s competent to 1ssue a search warrant‘—
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Mr. Speaker ;— Let lum complete.
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Advocate General.- Wnh reference to the points raised, I would
like to state tbat 1n the note circuiated there 1s a reference to Section
91 (1) (c) of the code, 1t 1s a type mistake From the next page only
the cor:ect provision is mentioned 93 (1) (c). Attention has been 1nvite
to Secrion 16 and 17 of the Bonded Labour Act which deal with
punishmerts and not with procedure relating to search warrant.
Section 21 of the Act vests in the Magistrates the power of a first class
meagisirate for the purpose of theCriminal Proced ure “ode. Therefore,tt
attracts the provisions of the Cr P.C so far as cognisance of the
offtnces 1ssuance of any warrants, even drrests and for everthirg
Cr. P.C gets arracted. That is why the r fereice to 93 (1) (c)1s
peruipent and also relavant. Attention is invited to section 103 and
lo5.

&) T80 (Hososas,: —TBIT INyw el ey WHE
o scoer?
Mr. Speaker:-Search warrant wasissued under section 16 and 17

Advocate General /—Sections 16 and 17 deal with punishment
of offience. It does not deal with the procedure. Even if the magis-
trare meptioned 16 and 17 and if he has got powers under 93 (1) (c)
Cr.P C., the mere non-mention of the provisions will not effect the
validity of any proceeding. That 3 a well setgled law. 1f he has got
power to 1siue search warrant he has got the power to 1ssue search
warrant under 93 (1) (c).
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Advocate General *—Not necessary. He 1s proceeding under
the provisions of the Bonded Labour Act. The validity or the lega-
lity of the proceeding 1s beyond question, because, under Section 21
he excercis.s the powers of judicial Magis'rate under Criroinal Pro-
cudure Code  Under 93(1) (c) he need not specifically mention. If
th- exercise of power 1s traceable to a valid legal provision the mere
non-m n ion will not (ffect the validity of the proceeding though 1t is
an ‘rregularity 1n not mentfioning 93(1) (c), but the search warrant is
in no wa,; aff ¢ «d thercby The othe. powint 1s, 103, 165 of the
Cr P C h.ve no app'ication to this case.The application 1s of 93(1)(c)
Under section 99 of the Cr P C the other provisions of the Code
get attracied including section 72 Section 72 mentions the officers to
whom he can issue warrent That 72 get attracted to proceedings
Under 93 a policc officer 18 one of the officers to whom he can 1ssue
warrant Therefore there 1s no illegality or impropriety in the procee-
dings. The pomt that 93(1) (c) 1s not specifically mentioned, I
would like to reiterate 1t again having regard to the subtle legal
position 1t will not effect the legality of 1it. The other point that he
has selected panchayats from outside and that he has
entrusted to a police officer after making enquiries. These are
matters regarding the mertis of the procedure  As 1 submutted, it 1s
not for me to advise the House now on this, because. we don’t know
the version of the officer concerned. I cannot express an opinion
without hearing the other side as to under what circumstances he
invi.ed panchayats from outside or under what circumstances he
sought the opinion of the A S.P. regarding the S. I. to whom the
warrant is to be 1ssued. Further 1 have submitted that I have assumed
all the irregularities and allegations are to be true. Now the whole
question bitore this House 1s, 1s the Government to take action even
assuming that all the allegations are true. That is why I have been
emphasising that I cannot now give the opmion without the material
and without hearing the other side picture, but I have assumed for
the purpose of the discussion that all the proceedings on the ground
alleged by the hon. Members are 1irregilar, malafide.
and not properly done according to law but still who 1s the authorty
to decaide whether it 1s right or wrong? Neither thi> Government nor
the bon. House can do that. It is a judicial proceedings. Therefore,
the latest one of the recent cases 1970 Supreme Court, 75 Supreme
Court has emphasised, I can give the references to the Members if
they want thatit has no province of the executive or judiciary to
tresspass into the judicial sphere. Therefore those things have to be
kept separate. From that stand point only I can give a legal position
for the consideration of the Members of this House. The oth issucs
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I am not concerned with. Even the truth or otherwise of the allega-
tions, on merit, I will not be 1n a position to give a final opinion
without knowing the executive posi.iton of zll the circumstances attend-
ing but this search, the issue of the seirch warrant 1s legal It 1s left
to the subjective satisfaction of the judicial first class magistrare under
93 (1) (¢). The other pont raised 1s that scction 93 1) (A) has been
read as if that 18 a condition precedeat to applicabi ity of the clause
(c). It isnot so. There are judicial decisions tothat effect Each
clause of 93 (1)(A), (1),(B), and (1)(c) operate mdependently each other.
One 1s not a condition precedent to the exercise of the power under
the other. That 1s also judicially settled. Thercfore for aplying 93
(1) (c), the only thing required is subjective sa i.faction of the magis-
tiate concerned These are the legal points which requ re clanficauon
As I submitted I am only here to elucidate the legal position apphica-
ble and tell the Members that it would not be for me to advise the
Government to tresspass into the judicial sphere and enher suspend
him on the ground assurmning that the allegations are true or even to
transfer him ot this stage, it will be directly leading to conf.ontation,
because 1t 1s the judic ary that will have to consider this legality, cor—
rectness or propiiety of this order as a matter for enquiry im any higher
Judicial forum and as I submutted more than one course 1s open to
the effected party to set this right, to remedy the wrong 1f the allega-
tions are true  Tae other pomt rarsed by an~ther Mumber, whether
there 1s exemption in favour of the Members of the Legslature, thore
15 none

He merely wanted 1tand I am «luifyng The secord 11-50-m.
point he wanted wheher the Central Government can he
approached I would say it 1s not necessary This Act contains ample
provisions for the effective enforcement of the «boliion of the
Bonded Labour. This isa very laudable objection and all th~ Mem-

2rs have bzen saying 1. Section 10 cons 1tuting Vigilance Committee
to enquire about the Bonded Labour, very severe penalities have been
levied.Protection is granted to the officers actung 1 good faith and the
implementing authorities have been specified under section 10 and the
duties have been specificd 1 11 and 12 1in order to make 1t very
effective legislatton. The Central Government does not come into
the picture, because central legislation itself entrusts the mamn respon-
sibility of enforccment of the prowvisions to the State Government and
the Dastrict Magistrates, and that agency acting under the authority
of the State Government. Therefore, again and again I made it
clear that I am not going to express an opirion on the merits and
I have assumed for the purpose of elucidating the legal position that
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all the allegations agamst the judicial magistrate are true and correct.
Even then the forum 1s not this House or the Governmen: but some
body 1 request the Speaker to permit me to leave the House as [ have
other 1mpo:itant work to do for the Government 1n the High Court

Sr1 P Janardhan Rcddy —No. This is msulting the House.

Sr1 B Machinder Rao (Secunderabad Contonmen'):—He 1s
part and parcel of the Assembly.
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Advocate General ;—Regardirg the transfe. of the case, I hav®
been suggesting that if the allegations made are placed before a
District Court, I don’t think there should be much difficulty in seeking
a transfer of such case on these allegations What he will be, we
cannot speculate, There rre good grounds which they alleging Place
all the matter before the District Court  In respect of the discussion
of the legality of the Government’s action, either to suspend him or
transfer humn, all this necessity will be obviated If the District Coust
can be moved for transfir .

Sri Ch Rajeswara Rao:—Assuming what [ have said you
please advise me.

Advocate General .— If the allegations are made out, 1t is a
good ground for transfar One of the memtbters asked that supposing
lhe Government takes any action what will be his positron vis-a-vis the
¢ ourt If Girijans go to court very likely the High Court may find
guilty of contempt, because aspersions are cast on his intezrity. That

1167
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is not a ground to transfering a man It will constitute interference with
the due course of judiciary process There wall be a good ground for
such an allegation 1f a ginjan or tribal goes to High Court 1 have
be n agammst advising the Government to expose 1tself to such 1llegal
acts which will lead to some sort of conflict with the judiciary  About
transfer I have alrcady said

Si11 S Jaipal Reddy :—We mnever asked for transfer on this
ground He hrd not earlier performed hus duties properly

Advocate General —That tself a ground for transfer of the
case from his file that he has not performed his duty He has singled
out the hon Member for hostile treatment.

Mr Speaker —What he says 1s, if he ts really transfered will
he continue to get the same immunity ?

@ LS, TUEFLS T — T U“)S—;};)S— u¥=v28 N5
28 RO0& y 6T 000 BT 05 o U‘)S_‘ba’)g o5 8 ¥oo,
As an ordmary magstrate or xecutive Officer he can be transferred
by the Governmen

Advocate-Gereral :— Certainly

Sri S Jaipal Reddy ..—We allege that this Sab-Collector had

ezrlier called for the Land Assignment Commattee meeting and although
the Membeis turned up..

(Interruptions}
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Advocate-General .—So far as the constitution of Vigilance
Committees is concerned, 1t 18 the function of the State Government
Ofcourse, 1 have not looked mto the position whether any Vigilance
Commuttees have been  constituted The  State QGovernment
will secure mmformation and fuinish him Regarding the ot r point
about firing this Act doss not come mto the picture ar 2f'  Sub-
Divisional Magisirate has the power under this Act providad he
comes under the Seciion 21 All the execntive magstrates also 1s
vested with power of magstrate of the firs: class under this Act.
Therefore, he will have the power subject to ths ot:er Acts which
authorise him to report to any violent methods Unless the circum
stances warrant that, 1t 15 always a matter of enquiry whether he was
Jjustified in resorting the thing having regard to the ctrcumstances of the
case This Act merely confers on him the power of a first class
‘magistrate.
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Advocate-General.—That 1s a matter about which | may not
be able to express my opinion without seemng all the records.
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Sr1 M Venkaiah Naidu:—When once the Central Act 1s passed.
it will come into force by more publishing n the Gazette It has
already been published.

Advocate-General.—1 agree

Sri M. Venkaiah Naidu.—There 1s a provision—-<there shail 1o
constitute a Vigilence Committec.

Advocate=General —That 18 a maticr to be enquired nto by the
State Government

Srt M. Venkaiah Naidu—That 15 why we are asking the State
Governmen! to take action
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Mr. Speaker.—He is not acting i1 his judicial capacity
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Advocate-General .—Then the law will take its own course. He
will be behind the bars,

Sr1 K.B Siddaiah:—Mr Speaker, Sir, If the Government feels
that the Sub-Divisional Magistrate acted malafide, then can the
Government take action agamnst the Sub-Divisional Magistrate? Whe—
her the Government 1s having any power to take action alleast to
ransfer him? It may be clarified by the Advocate General,

Sri P. Sundarayya—Government after enquiry, by 1ts own
channdl, comes 10 a concluslon that he has acted malafide. -,-
gow ¥ 2ZoHTTEE DAY BoW R Tt FV)od. (SPIgo  F%
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0o &8 T - & TH¥e pend.ng the {inal decision of the Court,
if the Government has come to a conclusion, i its enquiry, that the
sub—~Collector has acted malafide, can the Government by any means
take any action agamnst that officer to prevent him from domng
anything m the same manne: inthe name of the abolition of bonded
labout in that area where he has developed his own vested interest ?
Has the Goveinment got any remedy? Please explam us It will be
helpful to me and to the Government also

Advocate-General ,—I have been saymg that if 1t 1s found after
due enquiry by the proper authomnty that heis being guilty of malafide,
Government can certawnly take action, under the admmstrative side,
even dismissal or anything else Here he has passed an order. You
take it by way of revision or some thing to the High Court. An en-
quiry will be conducted and 1f 1t 1s proved 1n the esqury that all the
allegations are proved, the High Court wiul certainly find that he has
acted on malafide. On that basis, the Government can certainly take
action against him. But the Government cannot itself investigate as a
Judicial Authority whether the Judicial Authority has passed orders
properly and correctly or otherwise.

St1 P. Sundarayya :—None from the Opposition side will shift
and give their opinion whether the order is correctly passed by the
judiciary or not. We do not want to sit on the judgment. Suppose
if the Government comes to a conclusion that thus officer has acted
malafide,

12-20 p.m.
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Advocate-General — If 1t1s not 1 lus judicial capacity, 1
entirely agree that his conduct 1s open for enqury from the
administrative side under CCA rules. In suchc ases 'vhere the

officers found guilty, Government does give punishment to them
ranging from suspension to dismissil.

Sri P Sudarayya:—We do not want bis transfer or su pension
or removal from service

Advocate-General —1I agree, but so long as 1t 1s not interfere
with the judicial order.

Sr1 P Sundarayya.-—The judicial order 1s to <earch the house
of Sri T. Venkatappaiah, M.L C

Advocate-General; —That has been done under the zolour “in
the discharge of his duties as a Magistrate’ [herefors, that can be
enquired nto by a higher judicial authority

Sr1 P, Sundarayyas-—I do not want the Government to enquire
into the wvalidity of the order. We can challenge 1ts propriety
in the High Court To find out whether there 1t bonded labour
in the Hous of the Legislator and any documents with him .
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Advocate General :— I followed the question. How can an
«nquiry be made ? You cannot desect the enquiry. It 1s n respect
of the judicial proceedings There cannot be any enquiry by the
admrmustrative guthority on the judicial proceedings. There cannot be
any kind of edministrative enquiry into the legality or correctness of
the judicial proceedings, Government can tndepently maKe an enquiry
either he has acted malafide That 1s whv, I have been saymg here

the entire act has been done by hum 1n the exercise of his duties as
a Jucicial Furst Class Magistrate It can be set aside only by the
higher judicial forum and 1f that Forum finds him gulty, ceriamly
Goverrment can take aciion agamst him. Apart from that, the

Governm:nt carn~t have any wndepandent enqguiry as to whether n
passing this order, he acted malafide or otherwise It 15 & martter
entirely dealth with by the judiciary.

Sri P Sundarayya:-—[ wili reframe my question mn this way.
R AT~ ée,mwg Byhs =DYTHYPE SrpgEo 8 S50 E TS
DEDETDH T Fio TGN (HETET oD 6TV oNTED, o 8y
mﬁ&),g‘rﬂboﬁo 28R To¥e “"BO&S o8 HID 83505 aix&ésﬁ):La
o) & &F) EBED D D HIFFBIOHD woae 199 &R
B85 FH a0 Scoaé Frso, B8 IS B s59.8 ea?,;[_z}‘o&ﬁo
185 Co e Qo.lb'il\ﬁ""éo’ﬂ $g™IBoToesd 0500 N&MS T,
oD Fare B e BOVSLO0T H Sg HETSEDS Tenod
YY) uws’avéf'm e8 ':r"%—(‘}ps"”’ ;ﬁr*'e.r'w. Laég&o:'ﬂ 58  Nowr.ol
LB @ & HTE Dosw a:‘ﬁcs; 3:%»;5» eswe | 0 o0 g =8
TeEmeS s BRyEm, R Y S FhyeB SM0H &
D5 ahos Lér'ganS' Bhosxn & T eHXT)0F T Yo wFH §
é'z.%s §° duoe, Dosw 5 JIrg BETRE DB oD BIG,
':m;—msm s I5g BRETEeRl & ) BrdtE & T el oF
TToo (L83 dé»é"e i) HLS  do¥goondd 043 Dogowd& e B0
L«nm&é&) BOLwY Lo 3oima)§ Den e a&«:w 2 &0 £
Bare® 2 B oDyBMYy. wEdoHd e as:,;sm‘) i &35 LonB
Lgaaiésﬁo "ér'é"sci:g: '3'?‘) aoHERB0D So &@Lﬁ"otﬁa aa EAJoo @gm
o 25300 65 aé‘lzz‘—s-» BoHIH (Sao Do vTogo e Foss oo™
&o c:o’.xsb Boo% I DD S wEg8eS asrd Baa=yw. Nox &od
0Ty oo (6833 E B 08 T eoy DhTTY L
Logai)s"sﬁ}é 5D o ?

Advouate-General;—There cannot by any enquiry.
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Advocate General'—There cannot be any enquiry by the
administrative authorities. 1t can be only by the juaiciary forum.
The Sub Collector has passed orders in exercise of his powers as judi-
c1al First Class Magistrate. So there 1s no question of any enguiry
by the Governmgnt. It can only be set aside by an higher Judxcxary
forum So there s no scope for transfer.
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Advocate-General © —Lir, once this case is transferred, it does
not mean that these judicial cfficers cannot be touched by the Gov-
erament. Because of the circumstances m which the aspersions have
been castion him, 1n the context of this case, the Governmet cannot
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transfer him now, because of the allegations made against him in
respect of the judicial order. Supposing they are able to get the case
transferred from his side, Government 1s free to transfer any officer
in the exercise of its administrative power and nobody can deny the
Governmet to transfer of an officer. Because of the peculiar circum—
stances which developed in respect of this Officer and 1n the context
of this order, now, because the allegation, he should not be
transferred.
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Mr. Speaker :— Advocate General is a member of this House

just as any other member of the House. He can come in and go
out as other members do and I cannot ask him to go.
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Sri P, Sundarayys :— The Advocate General is not an ordi-
nary member but he is a special member. He cannot go unless he
clarifies.

(305 I53)
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disciplined members will obey, but let them hear our opinion also.
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we can uphold the dignity of the House, There are three aspects
here. One is human aspect, the second 1s legal aspect, and the third
one 1s the privileges of the Legislators and if I can add as fourth
one, is the treatment of the officers. First is the human aspect. You
know there has been a long fight in this world even before Limcoln’s
time. So, above thiz level everybody agreed about the thing. Thisis
a very Wa@maﬂd it is shame on our part that 1t should exer-

s of our mda;;endcnce but the whole comtext is
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Privilege of the House comes, certamnly we should have privileges only
to do our service to the people, but even our privilege cannot enslave
by people. We should not only be honest but we should also appear
to be honest In that context, if there 1s the slightest doubt about
the conduct of any of our members, we should have to clanfy

Sri B Machander Rao —Su, this 1s noi the clarification,

He
1s giving a lecture. 12.40 p.m.

St S  Alwar Dass =i, I have the right to talk.
We should ourselves sought for clanfication for removal of the
doubt about the enquuy. Now comung to the legel aspects, he made
it clear hundred times here that this action is taken under the Act of
the Bonded Labour Act So only judicial remedy 1s there and neither
this Government nor this Assembly has any power to question it.
That aspect h: has made thousand tumes clear If there 1sany doubt
you should go to the Court If the Court agrees to convict that gen-
tleman, you should approach the Government for the action and any—
thingelese and about transfer of this case or this gentleman, 1t 1s the
duty of the Government (o pumish the corrupt officer but it is the
primary duty of the Government to protect an honest officer even by
way of transfer is an aspersion on the gentlemen who behaved
honestly. If he has not behaved honestly, the Court will punish him.

(Interruptions)
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That shows is reluctant to take action on the Hon’ble Member,
Secondly, Sir he has consulted, the Dastrict Collecttor who 1s his Boss’
twice. So he is very cautious in lus duties and in the treatment of the
Legislator and when his commitment 1s for the uplift of the under dogs
he stood by the Bonded Labour Act.

(Intetruptions)

Sri B.Machander Rao ; —S8ir, It 1s not a clarification, He is
giving a lecture,

Sr1 S. Alwar Dass - Sir, he cannot take any decision. Let
him sit dewn Sir»






220 6th March, 1979, Opmion of the Advocate General on
the matter relating to search warrent
1ssued by the Sub—Collector Kotha-
gudem, to search the bouse of Sr1 T.
Venkatappiah, M.L.C.

Mr. Speaker *— I am bere to pull him up.

Sni S. Alwar Dass . -—Sir you are seasoned Lawyar Do you
honestly believe and s ce that all those who spoke, got clarifications
or delivered speeches of therr own, or opintons. when you have allo-
wed them so much time, you cannot allow 220 people heve ..
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Sri 8. Alwar Dass :—-Sri, We have gota right to ¢ articipate in
the debate You cannot suppress it. Now they says that the Hon'ble
Chief Munister has given the wrong notions. I want to correct before
he takes a decision, even then if he takes a decision we will abide by
hus decision. That 1s what I went to sav and I also want say that
when there 15 conflict befoie this houest officer to his treatment
towards an Hon'ble Member and his commitnent to the
Bonded Labour, to the under dogs and to wreicheds, he stood by the
wretcheds and for that if yoy take any action all the 22] members
will be against this House or any Govenment.

(Interruptions .Bell).,

Mr Speaker @-—Let the minister for Pailiamentary Affairs say.
Let me hear him also please.

Sri P Ganga Reddy :—8ir, now we have heared our Learned
Advocate General who have Siven his considered opiion about this issue
which makes it amply clear that only the higher judicial authority can
go into this affair and find out whether there is any malafide or
bonafide intention behind it and he has clearly opined that neither
the Govt., nor the Legislature can take action regarding this issue Si-
when the Legislature 1s involved, 1t 1s not fawr.not proper for us to
drag on this issue any more and I request my friends to put an end
to this. If anything 1s found malafide 1n the higher judicial enquiry
then the Government will not hesitate to take mnecessary action
against him. This much assurance we can give them Sir,

Sri S. Jaipal Reddy :-—Sir, Sr1 P. Gangareddy is not only
the Minister for Excise but also a legal luminary.

Sri P. Ganga Reddy:—Su, once again I request the Hon’ble
Members and friends to keep in mund that when a Legislator is invole
ved, it is not proper for us to drag on this issue any more. So,I
now request to permit me to move that the regular items of the agenda
may be taken up.
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(Interruptions .all the members from Opposition benches and
majority of the members from the treasury Benches were on their
legs, trying to seek permusson of the Speaker)
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Sr1 P Ganga Reddy :— Sir, I request that the present topic
may be closed and our regular business of the Agenda my be taken
up. After hearing the opinion of the Advocate-General and after
having so much of clarification, it is not necessary to prolong this

issue any more and so Irequest the House to take up the regular
business of the Agenda.,

Sri K. Venkataramaiah :— Sir, When the motion has been
moved let us take the opinion of the House.
(Interruptions)
(Bell.... uﬂl.n.)

Sri Gowthu Lachanna :—Mr. Speaker, Sir,f am raising a Point
of Order,






523 6th March, 1979. Paperr laid on the Table:

Mr. Speaker :—No, point of order The discussion 1s closed.

(Interruptions)
(Bell)

PAPERS LAID ON THE TABLE

re. A.P. Record of rights in Land Rules 1978, published 1n
Rules Supplement to Part—II

Minsster for Revenue (Sri N. Janardhana Reddy):—Sir, I bey
to lay on the Table of the House, a copy of the Andhra Pradest
Record of Rights mn Land Rules 1978, published 1n Rules Supplemen
to Part—II Extraordinary of Andhra Pradesh Gazette dated 16-9-197f
at pages 1—I15, as required under Sub-Section (3) of Section II of the
Andhra Pradesh Record of Rights in Land Act, 1971.

re . A. P Housing Board —~ Amendments (Appomntments and
Payment of fee to the Counsel)

Si1 N Janaidhan Reddy :—Sir, with your permission. I also
beg to lay on the Table of the House, on behalf of the Minister for
Housing. a copy of the amendment to the Aundhra Pradesh Housing
Board (Appointment and Payment of Fees (o the Counsel) Rules, 1968,
issued 1n G O Ms No 89, Housing, dated 8th November, 1978, as
required under sub-section (3) of the section 70 of the Andhra Pradesh
Housmmg Board Act, 1956.

Mr. Speaker .—Papers laid

( Interruptions. . all the members were on their legs, shouting
and clapping, even thumping the tables. One or two Hon'ble
Members from the Opposition Benches came to the Reporter’s
Table and switched off the lound speaker box. The Home Mmister
Sr1 M. M. Hashim tried to prevent the members from thumping
Reporters” table, while Sri R. Chenga Reddy from the Treasury
Benches, switched en the loudspeaker box. Still the disturbance

continued)
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1979-80: Demands for Grauts
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ANNUAL FINANCIAL STATEMENT (BUDGET) FOR 1979-80
DEMANDS FOR GRANTS
(Social Welfare, Tribal Welfare - Women & Child Welfare & Tourism)

Mr. Speaker :(—Now the hon. Muuister for Social Welfare will
move his demand °

Minister for Social Welfare and Tribal Welfare (Sr1 K V. R. S
Padmanabha Raju) .—Sir, 1 beg to move :

“That the Government be granied a sum not exceeding
Rs 47,99,15,000 under Demand No. XXVII—Social Welfare™

“*That the Government be granted a sum not exceec}ing
Rs 1552,79,000 under Demand No. XXVIIi—Tribal Welfare™

Munister for Tourism (Smt. Roda Mistry) :—Sir, I beg to move:

“That the Government be granted a sum not exceeding
Rs 3,01,18,000 under Demand No. XXIX-—Women & Child Welfare”

“That the Government be granted a sum pot exceeding
Rs. 33,32,000 onder Demand No. XLIX—Tourism”.

Mr. Speaker :—Motfions moved.

Mr. Speaker :(—Now, I request the Mentbers to move their cut
motions.

(The cut motions were not moved by the Members)

Mr. Speaker :(—Now. I adjourn the House till 8-30 a.m.,
tomorrow.

(The House then adjourned till 8-30 a.m., ot Wednesday the
7th March 1979).









