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Claeny

.THE MADRAS LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. (&

Tuesday, the 13th May 1952.0/'7

The House met in the Council Chamber, Fort 8f. George, at
eleven of the clock, Mr. Chairman (rHE Hox. Dr. P. V.
CHERIAN) in the Chair.

[Note.—Ari aéterisk (*) at the commencement of a speech indicates revision
by the Member.}

I.~CONDOLENCE RESOLUTION RE THE DEATH OF Dr. U. RAMA RAO.

Mr. CHAIRMAN :(—‘ Hon. Members might have heard
about the sad demise of Dr. U. Rama Rao. I have recelved
notice of a resolution from Hon. Sri C. Rajagopalachari, Lieader
of the House, in that connexion. = The Hon. the Leader of the
House may move the Resolution.”

* Tyg How, Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—*° Mr. Chairman,
Sir, it is a very sad duty that we have to perform on this occasion.
We all knew that our ex-Chairman of this Council, or as he was
then called the President of the Council, was old, but we did not
expect that he would pass away in this sudden manner. He was
beloved of all the people of Madras. He was beloved of all the
Members of this Council and the Assembly for many, many years
past. He performed his duties as President of the Council in
such a way as to create no friction or difficulties. LEverybody
respected and honoured him. As regards the services rendered by
him to society in general and to sick people in particular, T need
hardly repeat what has already been said by many and what hos
been written by many. He was specially beloved because of his
great gentlemanliness, accessibility, frankness and readiness to
serve-on all occasions. He was a self-made -man. He began life
humbly and lived a rich life and when he passed away he deser-
vedly met his death in a peaceful and happy manner. He hardly
knew and his-family hardly knew that he would pass away in the
early hours of the morning of yesterday. He had hardly any pain
or any sickness previous to that. Now, such a death wonld be the
envy of everyone who valued things according to their proper
values. In particular, Sir, this House owes it to him and his
memory that we should record our appreciation of all his services
to society and to the people who required the services. of the
profession to which he belonged. We must specially record our
appreciation of his services in the Council. I need not say all that
I have said in another place. I am sure other hon. Members who
will follow me will refer in detail to all that he did for the public.
T move that the following Resolution be adopted by the House :—

* That this House places on record its deep sense of sorrow
at the demise of Dr. U. Rama Rao, a former distinguished
President of this Council and a Member of the Legislature -
for many years and conveys its sense of sympathy to the.
members of the bereaved family ’.”’
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1.‘ Sr1 V. CHAKKARAL CHETTY .—** Mr.. Chairman, Sir, it

is my painful privilege to associate myself with the Resolution

just now moved by the Hon. Chief Minister. Dr. Rama Rao died .

full of years-and honours. 1 have known him for a pretty long

‘time. Long before he became associated with the politics of this -

; aved a very memorable role in the Corporation of
: i;:fli;shfn ptlhgse days Vzhen there was an official President who
_ was also the Commissioner of the Corporation. I remember the
many memorable fights in which he took part along with the late
"Dr. Nair. Both of them were redoubtable fighters for various
rights that the Corporation wanted in those days, and which were
stoutly resisted by the then official party 1n the Corporation.
Besides this, he came. to public life and played a very humble,
but at the same time a very important role in politics. He was
associated with every movement started for the betterment of the
political and social conditions of our people. 1 should like to say
that the end of a righteous man, as the Bible puts it, is something
. to be observed. As the Hon. Chief Minister pointed out, Dr. Rama
" Rao had a happy end. He usefully spent his life after retirement.
I used to meet him occasionally when he used to go out for a walk,
and he was always kind and he used to ask me, how 1 was getting
- on. He lived not only a long and laborious life, but at the same
time, he lived to see his beloved son, Dr. U. Krishna Rao occupy-
ing the -Mayoral Chair of the Corporation of Madras, and during
the last one month, becoming a Member of the Council of Ministers
-of 'this State. I wish to convey, along with other hon. Members
~ of this House, through you, Sir, my feelings of sympathy and
. my sincere condolences to the ;members of the bereaved tamily."”

- * Janap MAHOMED USMAN :—* Mr. Chairman, Sir, I

- wish to associate myself with the Resolution that has been so ably
moved by the Hon. Chief Minister. Dr. Rama” Rao was the
President of the Council for about 2} years or so. I think that

- when the Council was inaugurated in 1937, I was the temporary
President. At that time, I remember that Dr. Rama Rao was
. elected permanent President of the Council. I very well remember
- the very dignified way in which he conducted the proceedings of

- the Council. As has been pointed out by the Hon. Chief Minister
. - Dr. Rama Rao was a good doctor and he was always kind to the
- poor people. He was a great gentleman. He has many friends
- and I do not think that there can be anybody who can be called
| his enemy. It is a matter of great regret and sorrow that such
o ::v good man has passed away. I am sure that the resolution that
: De alxie_ passing  will give a certain amount of consolation to
Fr: rishna Rao and his family. As-was rightly said by my
- ¥riend, 8ri Chakkarai Chettiar, it is a matter for satisfaction that

" God has allowed hi i ;
Minister of this S].;ralftet.o T sty Dr. Krishna Rao, become

I associate myself with th i
- expressed in th i ® o ot
C it ™ er Resolution so ably moved by the Hon. Chief

DR. €. NATHAMUNI NATDU - 30 (i
 with feelings of pm{onnji sorrﬁ:thga't_ Mr. Chairman, Sir, it is

I get up to associate myself

¢
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with the sentiments expressed by the previous speakers on the
sad and sudden demise of a veteran medical man in the City of
Madras. He was the organiser of the St. John's Ambulance Brigade
in the City of Madras and many men have taken their training in
first aid from him. I wish to bring to the notice of the hon.
Members of this House that he belonged to a class of medical men
who formed the backbone of the medical profession. He was one
of those medical men who fought very hard in those days to bring
in a uniform standard of medical education., There was the dual
system of medical education. He fought hard and he impressed
upon the then Health Minister, Dr. T. 8. 8. Rajan, the need for
having a uniform standard of education. Dr. Rajan consequently
introduced a very good reform in iedical education. Dr. Rama-
Rao said that the Licentiate course should either be ended or
mended. Dr. Rajan took the advice of Dr. Rama Rao and other
medical mer in this matter and ended that Licentiate coutse.
That is why we have to-day only one systeni of medical education,
namely, the Degree Course. I should say that the whole credit
for this should go to the late lamented Dr. Rama Rao. He has
left a very good tradition in this House. I am glad that you, Sir,
-are occupying this Chair, as a second medical man. Dr. Rama
Rao, during his Presidentship of the Council had set up a very
good tradition, which could very well be followed by those who

occupy the Chair.

‘* As regards his love for the City, he evinced keen interest in
‘the oivic. administration of the City of Madras and I think he
served on the Madras Corporation for 2 or 8 years: In the death
of Dr. Rama Rao, we have lost a very good patron and a veteran
Congressman. I saw him just a month back. I cannot describe,
Gentlemen, in words, the zeal with which he was expressing to
me that the Congress should form the Government in this State
under the able leadership of Sri Rajaji. I am glad that his idea
has been fulfilled. I am also glad that Dr. Rama Rao died only

_ after seeing his son occupying a place in the Council of Ministers

under Rajaji’s leardership in this State. I once again associate
myself with the sentiments expressed by the Hon. Chief Minister.

I pray that Almighty may be pleased to keep his soul in peace.
Thank you, Sir.” - ' '

* Mes. M. N. CLUBWALA :—=“ Mr. Chairman, Sir, on j1i5

- behalf of the women of the St. John Ambulance Nursus’ Corps, a.m.

I would like to associate myself with the Resolution before the
House expressing sorrow and sympathy at the passing away of
Dr. Rama Rao. Sir, it was at his instance that voluntary lady

- workers came together for nursing work in hospitals. He always

encouraged the nursing profession especially in the old days when
1t was not the habit for Indian ladies to come forward and do

- nursing.  Right from those early times, he took a great interest

in the profession and encouraged vounger people to do their hit
for the country in other fields of work. On behalf of the women
volunteers, T associate myself with the resolution a

t nd convey my
deep sympathy to the members of his family."”’ ‘
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# 8p1 S, B. ADITYAN :—‘“ Mr. Chairman, Sir, on behalf of
the Opposition, I associate myself with the sentiments expressed
by the Hon. the Leader of the House. Dr. U. Rama Rao was
well-known to the older Members of the House. He was a distin-
guished surgeon and he was keenly interested in the advancement
of the medical profession. He was known to the world outside the
medical profession, as a fighter in the cause of freedom. In
Madras City, he and Mr. T. Prakasam, were responsible to a great
extent for the great freedom struggle which was waged in the last
three decades. He was generous-hearted and no Congress worker
who went to him ever returned empty-handed.

** Sir, as President of the first Legislative Council constituted
under the Government of India Act, 1935, he did great service in
establishing good precedents and he is known to have moved well
with the Members. There was no case of friction between him
and any Member whether of the Government or of the Opposition.
I, therefore, associate myself with the Resolution and would like
to express my deep sense of sorrow at the unhappy event.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :(—‘‘ 1 would like to associate myself very
closely with the Resolution of Condolence moved by the Hon. the
Leader of the House. Dr. Rama Rao’s name was a houselold
word in Madras City and I still remember when I came to Madras
as a young medical student in 1912, Dr. Rama Rao was already
famous as a doctor. He started life humbly and from a small
beginning, he had been able to establish a very big reputation for
himself and his family. Young medical men always looked up to
him for help and advice which were always given without stint.
To me personally he had been of very great help both professionally
and otherwise. As the Hon. the Leader of the House said, nobody
could wish for a better form of death than passing away without
any pain and very quietly. He had the great privilege and satisfac-
tion of living long to realise the highest ambition of seeing one of
his sons as a Minister of this Government and another son enjoying
very great reputation as one of the finest surgeons not only in
India but outside. With these words, I associate the Chair with
the Resolution before the House.

*“ The Resolution is—

‘ That this House places on record its deep sense of sorrow
at the demise of Dr. U. Rama Rao, a former distinguished
Pregident of this Council, and a Member of the Legislature for
many years and conveys its sense of sympathy to the members
of the bereaved family ’."’

The Resolution was carried nem. con. all the Members stand-
ing. :
II,—-CHANGE IN THE ORDER OF BUSINESS.

* THE HoN. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—*‘ Mr. Chairman,
Sir, the Order Paper mentions the Motion that I have given notice
of as the next item to be taken up. It would be more convenient

to all concerned if the discussion on the Governor's Address is
continued uninterrupted? I suggest we might perhaps close it
before lunch time and then my Motion may be taken up.”
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Sr1 M. P. GOVINDA MENON :—‘* Apart from the sugges-
tion of the Hon. the Leader of the House, under Rule 6 of
the Council Rules, the discussion on the Governor’s Address * shall
last till such time as the Chairman may consider necessary and
shall have precedence over other business of the House except
business of a formal or ceremonial nature ’. 8o, Sir, the Chair-
man’s hands are fettered and he has no discretion to deviate from
the Rules governing the conduct of business in the House. On a
point of order, therefore, 1 say that the discussion on the Address
may be continued before the other Motion is taken up.’

TeE Hon. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—** I am quite
willing that it may be taken that the change in the order of
business is made at the instance of the last speaker himself and
not at my instance. (Laughter.)

* Sr1 S. B. ADITYAN :—"' I want to raise a point of proce-
dure. You are aware, Sir, of Rule 22 (3) which says that the
order of business, as arranged in the list, shall not be revised
except on a Motion accepted by the House. We have already
had the agenda and all that I say is that a formal Motion be moved.
We have agreed to a change in the order of business. When we
do so, let us do it in the proper way prescribed by the Rules. I
would request the Hon. the Lieader of the House to make a formal
Motion which will be formally accepted by the House.”

* Tug Ho~x. Srr C. RATJAGOPALACHARI :—*“ I am sorry,
Sir, we are needlessly prolonging the discussion. 1 made the
suggestion to the Chairman and it was about to be accepted when
an hon. Member on the other side raised a point of order and I
yielded to him. T said, let it be discussed in the order mentioned
originally and so no question arises of a motion now.’’ :

II1.—PANEL OF CHAIRMEN.

MRr. CHAIRMAN :—*“ I have to announce to the House that
under rule 15 of the Madras Council Rules, I have nominated
the following four Members of the Council to be the panel of
Chairmen for the first session of the Iegislative Council under the
new Constitution :—

1 Sri K. Bhashyam.

2 Srimathi S. Manjubhashini:

3 Srimathi J. Sita Mahalaxmi.

4 Dr. R. K. Shanmukham Chetty.”

IV.—DISCUSSION ON HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR'S
ADDRES3S—cont.

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—** The House will now continue the
discussion of the Governor's Address.”

* SriMaTHL J. SITA MAHALAXMI :—‘‘ Mr. Chairman, Sir,
I rise to associate myself with the sentiments expressed by the
previous speakers who supported the motion of Thanks to His

-
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Excellency the Governor for his Address and request you, Sir, to
convey to His Excellency our hearty thanks for the Address lie
has delivered. ‘

““ The most important item of work which His Excellency's
Government have undertaken is to alleviate the distress of the
people in the famine-stricken places of the State and the work
they have done is highly commendable. His Excellency's
sympathy towards the people of such areas is a great solace to ns
~ and I am sure that His Excellency’s Government will bestow

‘their attention to improve the irrigation works and open up new
projects in order to prevent the occurrence of famine again and
again. In this connection, I would like to bring to the notice of
the Government that there are many irrigation projects which
are minor in size and which can be taken up in Rayalaseema and
other places where famine conditions exist. For instance, there
are the Vamsadhara project in Visakhapatnam, the Eleru project
in East Godavari district and the Tammileru project in West
Godavari district, which can be taken up immediately without
waiting for any loan or grant from outside. The Government say
they want funds. With great respect, I would suggest that the
projects I have mentioned will not cost much and that the Govern-
ment can find ways and means to execute them. These projects;
if execated, will help the ryot population much and I hope that
hon. Members will give their hearty support to any measure that
will root out famine for ever and will help to solve the food problem
of the State.

““ Next I come to education. The need to impart education
to the people must be understood in the real sense, namely, that
social, economic and industrial education should be given to the
people. The State cannot undertake this responsibility solely by
itself. It is up to every legislator to take up this work and see that
the citizens of this country are educated in all spheres of life. Tn
this connection, I feel that the kind of education given in China
will be all right for us so that we can acquire knowledge at the
cheapest cost. It is the duty of every brother and sister in this
House to see that no physical or mental energies of otir -fellow
‘citizens are wasted, but are put to use to the advantage of the
people of our country.

" Then, Sir, the finances of our State need to be augmented.
Side by side with augmenting the finances of the State, the earning
power of the individual citizen should also be improved. There
is a lot of land that can be brought under cultivation, may be either
on a co-operative basis or by leasing the land to individuals, who
are interested in cultivation. As a lawyer, I know there are a
number of applications filed in this connection and nothing has
been done so far. Industries in the State including cottage
industries should be developed. Cottage industiies can very well
be taken up by the womenfolk of our State and developed. Assign-
ment of public lands should always be made on the basis of
auction. Similarly, the right to operate bus routes should also be
auctioned. If the Government do this, then much more money

-
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will begin to flow into the coffers of the State than now. I am
sure the revenue will increase doubly and trebly and make the
State richer, so that the State will be in a posttion to solve all
the problems that face us. -

“ T would next take up the question of the poorly paid teaghers.
1 must express my profound gratitude to our leader, Kajaji, for
granting certain concessions to the N.G.O.’s and locat board
employees in the matter of education and medical treatment. T
would request the Government to extend the same facilities to the
poorly paid teachers also. 1 also understand that the pay of
teachers under local bodies is different from the one given to
teachers employed 1n Government institutions. May 1 request
the Government to examine this question carefully and see that
every one is paid the same salary, because it is the teacher that
trains the younger generation for life. Unless and until the
teachers are properly paid and to their satisfaction; we cannot have
good and efficient teachers to whom we can entrust our luture

generations.

““ During my extensive tour in the north, I may submit to the
House, Sir, 1 found that a great majority of the teachers and their
families are living in poverty. So, I request the Government to
get this question thoroughly examined and find out ways and
means of improving the lot of the teachers and the low paid
employees of the Government and other institutions.

** Another point I wish to urge is about the condition of women.
Of course, I do not mean to say that the claims of a woman should
be considered because she is a woman. My only request is that
sex should not be a disqualification. By considering woman as a
mere woman what are we dojng? We are practically not caring
to utilise the energies of half the population of the State. 1Is it
not necessary in the interests of our State that the energies of all
the people of the State should be utilised in the best . possible
manner for the service of the Nation. Hon. Members might ask,
‘ What - is it you have done?’ Before joining the Bar, 1 was
able to do a lot of work as a result of which there are a number of
institutions. We have to give proper facilities for education and
training to one and all. I therefore request the Hon. the Chief
Minister and His Excellency the Governor to consider this aspect
and see that the energies of all the people of this State, including
woman, are utilised-for the good of the country.

*“ Last but not the least is the problem relating to the uplift
and maintenance of destitute men and women by the establish-
ment of poor houses. The beggar proviemn 1s another which, T
am sure, must be immediately tackled. Mentally and physically,
the position of beggars is deteriorating; they are getting disease
and they are spreading disease. Is it not then necessary, Sir, that
this beggar problem is rooted out by proper legislation? Toor
houses must be opened all round and beggars must be given work
and provided with food and clothing. By extracting the maximum

]
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possible work from the beggars, I am sure the Government will
be able to meet the cost of the poor houses to some extent and
minimfise their burden of maintenance.

““ Lastly, it is up to one and all of us, who are elected by the
people not only to sit here and pass legislation from time fo time,
but also to see that we work and fulfil the desires and wishes of
our constituencies. The Government by themselves will not be
able to do everything and they will be often asking, * Where are
the funds? ’. Funds are not wanting; funds will be forthcoming
automatically provided we take up the work in a missionary spirit.
I would therefore appeal to the Hon. the Chief Minister and the
hon. Members of this House to see that our time as legislators, is
utilised to the best advantage of the nation, so that our people will
be happy, wealthy and healthy. With these few words, Sir, I
request you once again to kindly convey our hearty thanks to His
Txcellency for his Address and we hope that His Excellency’s
Government will be only for the people and people.’”

* Srp1 N. ANNAMALATI PILLAI :— Mr. Chairman, Sir, Qergy
efeur Haasubn Gueeno S BUTGTT SUTSEEOLL TEHSHM S
25M58 fov G s sap SbyBSper. QEs Csfh &s5BEHUWD
2LB5 NG B 20PUd FLLOLG RULIULYGEGD HLLLIEGD
@Qg. Qb Cgsb ereven QuuiGUTBN0) s S 2 &I o BNLITT S &5
QsTeETGERDG. 2BITh QIBAPEENTE 219.LOLILLBES O ST (5155

 @ps Gseb Q@erm sSpOnd HAGLEFELE. < grmilon e -
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106 B GYGToT & BTT BB M OLrisam, CsssPe umilawg Gguan
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GunBestm  GresT I QITEETEN ASGHT o1 Biiuni g g&Q\Emeing (FE@m i &ai.
g ol st ATY! Quocitens FEPU UG DGUREET
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simsstulL. @5 soule Qb Qurgus Best sluwons JBunf s
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U G g DS FEQUHDAUTETTE @pgé sou ufnePsdmg.
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* Sr1 V. RAMAKRISHNA :—‘ Mr. Chairman, Sir, 1 join
+ 8ir Mahomed Usman in tendering my respectful congratulations
to His Excellency the Governor for having invited Rajaji, one of
the greatest living statesmen of our country, to form the Ministry.
His Excellency’s action was criticised on the ground that he had
not followed the constitutional practices set up in recent times in
Great Britain. In my view, His Ixcellency is not only constitu-
tionally correct but also politically just. Ours is a written
Constitution. While section 164 (2) lays down that the Counc.
of Ministers shall be collectively responsible to the Legislative
Assembly, section 177 read with section 194 (4) permits the Chief
Minister, although he is not a Member of the Lower House, to
take part in the proceedings of that House. Whereas, Sir, in
-Great Britain if the Prime Minister is a Member of the -House
of the Lords, he cannot in any circumstances address tiie House
of Commons. Tt is therefore just and right that the people’s
representative in Great Britain must have the chance of dealing
with the Prime Minister directly. Here, as we have already seen,
our Chief Minister has played a very great part already in the

-
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deliberations of the Lower House. The Lower House here can
possibly have no complaint as to his being absent from its delibera-
tions and it not being able to influence him in his policies.

‘“ As regards the political aspect, Sir, those hon. Members who
know the history of the State know full well that the Congress
Party was divided into three groups. I have the honour to
represent one of those groups—the Krishikar Lok Party—in this
House. The K.M.P. Party is led by my hon. Friend, Sri Praka-
sam. These groups, especially the Kisan Mazdoor Praja Party
and the Krishikar Lok Party parted company with the Congress
because some of the Congressmen in the State forgot the bases
of their political and economic policies which they had derived
from the teachings of Mahatma Gandhi and misused power for
their personal ends. Sir, the electorate have rightly rejected many
of those gentlemen, especially pseudo Congressmen who, in the

- garb of the Congressmen, tried to exploit their position for their

personal ends and for the personal benefit of their friends. The
electorate must therefore be deemed to have returned people who
are wedded to the principles and teachings of Mahatma Gandhi,
of truth, non-violence, democracy, and communal harmony. Now,
Sir, the mandate which the people gave to my hon. Friend, Sri
Prakasam, is to implement these policies and not to associate
himself with the Communists who believe in falsehood and violence
a8 against truth and non-violence of Gandhism. They believe-in
the supremacy of the class over the nation. They believe in the
dictatorship of the proletariat. There can therefore be no possibi-
lity of a mandate from the people for>any such association with
the Communist Party. We, Sir, have agreced to support and give
Rajaji responsive co-operation. Because of our support and the
support of such of those Independents who believe in Gandhism,
though they have been returned on the anti-Congress ticket, Rajaji
had rightly been invited by His Excellency the Governor to form
the Ministry.” :

Sk C. RAJTESWARA RAO :—** On a point of information,
Sir. Did the electorate ask the K.L.I’. to support the Congress
Ministry which was rejected by it? ”’

* St V. RAMAKRISHNA :—“1 am glad that the repre-
sentative of the Communist Party in this House has raised this
question. The electorate who voted for us have certainly indicated
to us not to have any truck with the Communists at any rate.”’
(Liaughter.)

* Tur Hon. Srt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI ;—*“ On a point
of order, Sir. I submit that it is not only waste of time bat
entirely out of order to go into partisan politics on the floor of the
House. What the electorate told their members, the members

‘know and will answer their electorate whoever the electorate may

be and whoever the leaders. We need not go into that discussion.’

* 8rt V. RAMAKRISHNA :—*“ Sir, His Excellency has
rightly laid stress on the problems facing the people of the Ceded
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districts. 'While the Government have taken fairly adequate
steps to meet the situation, I would like to submit for the consi-
deration of the Hon. Chief Minister that if the amount of effort
which they are concentrating in that area is to bear the fullest
fruit, he should have a high-ranking officer like a Member of the
Board of Revenue, posted in those areas to see that the Collectors
get the job done and are not tied down too much by red-tape. e
should also be given wide financial powers, so that he can see
that the benefits which the Government propose to’ pass on to
the people are fully utilized.

** 8ir, the most urgent problem which faces this State is the
problem of food. The Governments, commencing with that of my
non. Friend, Sri Prakasam, under which I held a high office,
have unfortunately not solved this fundamental problem  Our
State is becoming poorer and poorer day by day. When the
British left us, we had about 16 ounces of food available per capita

per diem. To-day, Sir, we have barely 12 ounces. This deteriora-

tion is very serious. It is undermining the health of our people
and their moral fibre. In a State like ours, where all the natural
factors are in our favour, there is no reason why we should not be
able to solve this problem. Sir, food is a function of four variables :
sunshine, manpower, fertilizers and moisture. As regards sunshine,
there are few countries in the world which have such an abundance
of it as we have. Manpower is equally abundant. Fertilizer is a
thing which can be manufactured by us as nitrogen, the most
important constituent, is abundant in the air around us. There
is therefore no reason why as in other countries we should not
synthesise it and use it for increasing food production. As regards
moisture, we have rivers like the Krishna and the Godavari, which
are perennial ones, most of whose waters go waste into the sea.
These waters can be utilized by developing some of the projects
like Nandikonda which, I believe, is now under the consideration
of the Planning Commission set up by the Government of India.
With these words, Sir, I support the motion before the House.”

Srt M. SATYANARAYANA :—*“ Mr. Chairman, Sir, I rise
to support the Motion moved by my hon. Friend, Sri M. Sitharama
Dass, to thank His Excellency for his Address.”’

Hon. MEMBERS :—*¢ Please speak in Hindi.”

SRt M. SATYANARAYANA :(—* Sir, I am willing to speak
in Hindi provided you get me Hindi reporters.”’

/THE HoN. Srt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—*‘ You can speak
in simple Hindi suitable for this House.” :

Sr1 M. SATYANARAYANA :(—** Yes, Sir, I will do so for a
few minutes towards the close if the Chairman will permit me.

** In supporting the Motion of thanks to His Excellency, I want
to make a few observations. Sir, I am a very humble worker in
the field of constructive activity. I have not had much to do
either with power politics or politics as such. Of Course, I had
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the honour of being a Member of Parliament and of the Consh-
tuent Assembly, because 1 was wanted there for some specific
work in connexion with some language problems, as I am a
language worker. With very little experience I find myself rather
in & more advantageous position, because I have not developed any
definite inhibitions either about parties or about politics. In the
course of this debate in which people belonging to various parties
have participated there were a number of complaints and criticisms.
One of the criticisms that was levelled against the Address of Ilis
Excellency the Governor was that it was very brief and did ot
mention many details as was expected by the people. 1 really do
not understand the need for this criticism. His Excellency joined
duty as Governor very recently and the new Government was also
formed very recemtly. It was therefore in the fitness of things
that the Address should have been very brief. If the Address had
dealt with many things it would have certainly been considered
as something that was very unjust as His Kxcellency and his
Government could not have studied these problems properly.
They did not know what was the position in this State and 1t was
for the purpose of giving an opportunity to the Members who do
not belong to the party in power to state what they want that the
Address was made very brief. This is what I consider to be the
reason for its brevity. It was also stated that the Governor was
not very constitutional and he did not show sufficient statesmanship
in asking Sri Rajaji to form the Government. 1 do not want lo
enter into details because they have become so controversial for
the reason that there are a number of personal as well as party
problems involved. I will leave it to those who can deal effectively
with these problems. As we all know His Excellency comes from
a family with high educational attainments and it is impossible for
me to conceive that he could be unconstitutional or unjust. As one
who was very closely associated with the Central Government as
Minister in charge of Natural Resources, as one who was associated
with the freedom struggle and as one who was associated with
democratic. institutions in this country as well as outside, he could
never have been unconstitutional. If at all he has done anything,
not only by virtue of his position but by virtue of his knowledge
and experience, he has acted very constitutionally. This is what
I feel. :

‘“ Tn the course of these discussions I found one or two points
which I think T musf answer. It is always better in a House
like this that we do not indulge in personalities and personal
criticisms. But, in spite of this, I find that some Members while
discussing the politics of the State also try to make certain com-
parisons and certain analogies. I do not~claim to be very proficient
or to have studied much of English literature, but it pained me
much to hear one comparison that was made as far as our Chief
Minister was concerned, by one of the Members. It pained me
a good deal. Why? It was because our Chief Minister was
corapared with one of the third-rate and fourth-rate poets of
-Kngland. As one who has been in the public life of this country
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for about thirty years now, I have been watching the career, the
service, the sacrifices and the greatness of our present (.)h.l'ef
Minister. Why should anyone compare Rajaji’s life and Ra].a]}:s
qualities with a third or fourth-rate poet of England? Rajaji’s
life itself has been a great poem, a poem of great activity, great
service and great sacrifice. Is it not sufficient for everybody to
get the necessary inspiration to do some useful work? I am really
surprised to find that such a comparison should have been made
and it occurs to me some people are not able to make proper
comparisons on account of personal inhibitions. 1 would also try
to make a comparison and to my mind it appears that through his
services and sacrifices Rajaji has become a spotless diamond and
whoever goes to him sees his own reflection. If a man has made
cacrifices he sees his own sacrifices in him; if a man happens to be
a youth he sees his own youth reflected in him; if he happens to
be a poet he sees a poet In him; if he happens to be a politician
he sees a politician in him; if he is a diplomat he sees a diplomat
in him and no man can see in Rajaji anything except what he
himself looks like. On this analogy I find that the comparison
which was sought to be made by a particular Member who com-
pared Rajaji’s life with that of a third or fourth-rate poet has
become true of the Member. (Hear, hear.)

‘¢ Another criticism that was made in the course of the discus-
sion was that the Governor had not only made his Address very
brief but had allowed his Chief Minister to dictate his policy.
Really, it is the duty of the Governor to consult his Chief Minister
in regard to the policies to be pursued. The Chief Minister who
has also entered on his office recently is placed in a disadvantageous
position. He could not have decided on the long range and short
range policies of the Government so soon and it is up to the Opposi-
tion to state what type of policy should be pursued; how best we
could distribute the 53 crores of revenue of this country among
the 55 crores of people here; how best it would be possible for
the Government to distribute the sources of wealth or the sources
of production among the people; how we can reduce the highest
to the lowest pedestal and how the common man could be made”’
more than a common man. It is a question of the process to be
gone through and in the course of the process we, the legislators,
are given the privilege of discussing these matters without hurting
anybody. If we abide by what Mahatmaji said’it is only by gentle
persuasion that we should reach a level where every Member
would have the option of offering suggestions for the good of this
House. That is how legislators should perform their duties. Tt
is only for the purpose of giving us an object lesson in order to
enable us to perform our duties properly in this Legislature that
the Governor has deliberately made his speech very brief.

“T understand, Sir, that we are going to meet again next
month when we might expect the Government to have made up
their minds in order to give us an inkling of their views, what
exactly is their policy in respect of economic and social institutions,
what exactly is their policy in respect of land reform and what
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other legislation will be brought before the House. We will then
have ample opportunity to discuss these matters. This is the
reason why the Governor’s Address has Leen so brief and 1 congra-
tulate the Governor for having given us not only a very brief
Address but a very good Address.

‘** Now, my time is up and 1 cannot touch on many points 1
wanted to mention, but I would like to mention one important
point which occurred in the course of the debate. One hon.
Member made a challenge to the Government saying, ‘ Give us
six months’ time and we will make this State a heaven.” I
really admire the courage with which this challenge has been
made. I wish I were much younger in order to be as responsible
or irresponsible as the person who made that statement. This
State is very well known for its wisdom, for its democratic tradi-
tions, for its greatness and for its statesmanship. With all these
and, with the experience the Congress Party has, even that party
has not been able to convert this State into a heaven. Therefore
the statement made by the hon. Member is one which only people
who are ignorant about the real state of affairs could make. It

. is therefore better that in the course of the debates we make

statements for which we are fully responsible.”

Srt C. RAJESWARA RAO :—*“ I take full responsibility for
what I have said.”’

Srr M. SATYANARAYANA ;—*“ The hon. Member may take

. the responsibility but I am not willing to credit him with that

responsibility. 1 quite agree with the hon. Member that he can
make this State a heaven provided. he is given full responsibility
for killing all opposition by chopping off their heads. It is not
possible, therefore, for anyone in this House to feel enthusiastic
over remarks of the kind made by the hon. Member. With these
words, I feel it my pleasant duty to support the Motion of thanks
to His Excellency so ably moved by my hon. Friend, Sri M. Sitha-
rama Dass. If the Chair would permit me, 1 am willing to speak .
a few words in Hindi.”

* Tue HoN. Skr N, RANGA REDDI :(—** Mr. Chairman, Sir,
I have great pleasure in associating myself with the Motion of
thanks that has been moyed by my hon. Fricnd, Sri Sitharama
Dass.  Apart from the valuable Address that His Excellency has
delivered I would like to pay my personal tribute to him for all the
tours that he has undertaken in Rayalaseema and other parts of the
State where famine has been raging, at very great inconvenience
and personal discomfort and in the hot weather too. He went
through the whole area and acquainted himself with all the diffi-
culties, and the relief measures that this Government have taken -
are not a little due to the interest that he has taken and therefore
Sir, I would like to pay my tribute to His Excellency. 3

** At one point, Sir, I did not want to intervene in this debate
buc I was compelled to do so for the reason that many
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bon. Members made mention of many projects—irrigation projects
~—that have been undertaken but whose pace has been slowed down.
The hon. Member, Srimathi Sitamahalakshmamma, made her
maiden speech and I offer my congratulations to her. People
migkt say that a lawyer is necessarily a very good speaker. 1 beg
to differ from this proposition. I have known very great and
distinguished lawyers with a very lucrative practice at the Bar,
who have been failures as parliamentarians. But to-day I find
that Srimathi Sitamahalakshmamma has made a good speech.
(Interruption.) I am only saying that every lawyer need not be a
good parliamentarian. 1 can quote many Instances from English
parliamentary life. I can say, Sir, that though Sir Edward Hall
and Mr. Bennet had been in Parliament for more than 11 years,
their best admirers have said that they have not been good parlia-
mentarians. That is my opinion. Sir, I particularly referred to
the speech of Srimathi Sitamahalakshmamma because she has
made a very good suggestion in regard to the policy that ought to
be pursued by this Government. She has said that minor irriga-
tion projects should be taken up with speed and executed immedi-
ately. I may state, however, for the information of this hon.

House that these great rivers—the Godavari, the Krishna and the .

Cauvery—are not flowing throughout the land and it is only some
parta of the State that are benefited by these great rivers. If the
other parts of the State are to be benefited there is no other go
except to take up the execution of small irrigation projects. But,
when we are faced with a food crisis like the present one, we
should consider whether any project that is to be undertaken
would yield satisfactory results. There was a time, i.e., before
we were importing food from outside, when we could take up any
project. Now, the food that is being imported from outside is very
costly and we have been thrown back on our own resources. The
sharter the time in which we could make ourselves self-sufficient
the better it will be.

** Therefore, it is absolutely necessary that we should spend
our money on projects which will give us not only immediate return

but also the largest return. Let it not be understood that this

Government have no sympathy for the irrigation projects that have
been undertaken by the previous Government. If any project has
beeu slowed down it is because of the difficult financial position of
the State which forced the Government to draw up an order’ of
priorities. The Government are also trying their level best to see
that the finances of the State are carefully husbanded and spent
properly. In this connexion, I should particularly commend the
example of the people of Tirunelveli district who have subscribed
a very large sum of money as loan for carrying out the Manimuttar
Project.”

Ser 8. B. ADITYAN :—*‘ The work on that project has been
lowed down by the Government.”

* Tar How. Srr N. RANGA REDDI :—** T have no informa-
ion that the work on that project has been slowed down. The
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work on that project has been going on. I really our State ought
to progress, I submit that all the moneys that have been locked
up with the agriculturists in this State should flow into the coffers
of our State. I do not mean to say that the agriculturists should
pay more by way of taxation. There are various other ways to
gel the money that has been locked up. It is wrong to think that
the rich capitalists and traders have got large sums of money, and

_that they can help the Government by lending money. On

account of the rise in the prices of foodgrains, the financial
condition of the agriculturists has improved to a very great extent
during the last seven or eight years. 1f they want to improve

“their economic position further, it is for them to come forward and

liberally subscribe to the loans floated either by the State or the’
Central Government. The hon. Mr. Chakkarai Chettiar ’

Sr1 V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—‘* I have not yet become a
Minister."’

* Tre Hon. Sni N. RANGA REDDI:—“ My hon. Friend
Sri Chakkarai Chetty made mention of the fact that land has not
been given to the tiller of the soil. To-day there is a famine pre-
vailing in large areas of the State. May I submit, Sir, even if
land belongs to the tiller of the soil, if there is no rain, famine will
continue in the country. After all, the remedy that is proposed
has no connexion at all to the problem of solving the famine pre-
vailing in many parts of this State. I can understand the hon.
Member saying that the economic position of the tiller of the soil
can be improved by making him the owner of the land. But I
cannot understand the argument that famine can be eliminated if
the tiller is made the owner of the land. It is all very easy to
raise a slogan that land should belong to the tiller of the soil.
What does the hon. Member mean by the term ° tiller of the soil *?
Does he mean the actual person who holds the plough or the owner
of the land who employs him? I submit, Sir, that in matters
relating to the improvement of the position of tenants and tillers of
the soil there should be clear-cut ideas and there is no use merelv
quoting slogans in this respect.

*“ My hon. Friend, Sri Rajeswara Rao, at one time, in the
course of the debate, said that the Members of the Government had
made interruptions in the eourse of his speech because they were
afraid of him. Let me tell him that this Government is not afraid
of any one, least of all the Communists. Probably the hon.
Member has been thinking that by the method of violence which
his party has been advocating he can bring down anybody and he
can crush us. Let me tell him that if he were to pursue that
policy, we are also prepared to do all that lies within our power,

- and cnly when it is inevitable we will bow down to what he says.

I would like to quote on this occasion what a famous politician in
England had said, * We will not be cowed down by threats. We
will make our will and do our deeds.” I only wish to say that
and nothing more. If the hon. Member has got any constructive

C-3
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suggestions to make or offers any constructive criticism, this
Government 1s prepared to listen to him. Let him also state
what he wishes to state at the right time, in the right place and in
the proper manner.

‘“ Mr. Govinda Menon, in the course of his speech, praised my
revered leader to the skies and narrated all his past achievements
and I thought there was no selfishness on his part when he made
mention of these things. But I could discern a note of selfishness
when he said towards the end of his speech : * Whatever Rajaji has
said has come true. In one of his speeches, he has referred to the
event of his coming back to the politics of this-State as his down-
tall.  Probably this may also come to be true.” (Interruption
from Sri M. P. Govinda Menon.) Probably the hon. Member is
frustrated by the fact that Sri Rajaji has become the leader of the
Congress Party and.a Congress Ministry has been formed. He
has been fondly imagining that the leader of his Party (Sri T.
Prakasam) would form the Ministry and that he would be able to
sit on the Treasury Benches. It is very unfortunate that this did
not happen. 1 should only say that the hon. Member had been
living in a fool’s paradise. T.et the hon. Member understand that
the present Government is not going to fall and this Government
will gather more and more strength soon. The Opposition groups
measured their strength with the Government by putting up a
carilidate for the Speakership. (Interruptions.) I do not want to
say anything more on this subject except to say that the Congress
Party is gaining strength day by day. Let not the Opposition

fondly think that by criticizing the Government they can occupy the
Treasury Benches.

‘ The hon. Members have referred in their speeches to the
execution of some of the irrigation projects. I have all my
sympathy for those projects and we shall do our best in the matter.’’

*Mr. T. J. M. WILSON :—* Mr. Chairman, Sir, I think
that T should really thank you for having at last called me to speak.
In fact there is hardly any need—and it is presumptuous—for any
member of my party with the Hon. Chief Mimister as its leader
to speak or to seek to answer any of the criticisms levelled by the
olther side. But, we have also to justify our membership and I
ris: therefore to formally support the Motion of thanks to His
Excellency the Governor for his Address and say a few words.

“ It is a matter of regret and pain that people aud parties get
upset when any reference of appreciation or emulation is made
to » feature or event of another system or country. As it has been
amply explained, the reference here in His Excellency’s Address to
th= Head of the Commonwealth and British monarchy is only a
formal one aund is a constitutional propriety. We have Qoluntarily
agreed to be a Member of the Commonwealth and we are. T often.
wonder what theory or ideology it can be which blinds men to facts
that exist. But even if a reference of appreciation is made, what
15 wrong with it? Whatever may have happened in the past in
the long period of evolution, in striking contrast against that
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zoround of the past, the Commonwea@th. has now come po
Ey{'llclﬁ)golise the unity fnd the voluntary association and members{np
of different countries. And the British monarchy symbolises that
continuity and the amazing capacity of a people to conserfye whzt
is best in their past and yet to break away from it and go 1Qrwa\r d
It symbolises the glorious efforts of a nation to achieve equality an
vet not to allow the flame of liberty to flicker. Mankind has been
ét1'11gg1ing from the dawn of history and moving forwzn.'d—n(;
different paths, of course, on account of thelr‘dlﬁerent features and
varying conditions of development and certainly often falling an
failing—but yet moving forward to the goal of human happiness
and welfare and whatever experiments and achievements ang
people have made are the common legacy of all the people Xnd
they afford lessons for other peoples to learn and draw upon. }nn
history in its dynamic motion and sweep will leave by and smt
not forgive those who get stuck up in old ruts revolving and smart-
ing under by-gone events and struggles such as those between
India and England.

¢ Much has been said now of democracy but there is nothing
new or surprising, for democracy has since its birth been used and

misused, mauled and mutilated ; but what is surprising and lamen-

a s the almost similar fate being inflicted on ordinary concepts

{Jiml?elening}ﬁity and which have been so much bandied about and are
invested with a mystic and supernatural air and meaning which we
mere mortals cannot comprehend. But T might say that the Qon-
gress Party here, whose record is there now both as a political
party and the Government in charge of conducting these pheno-
menal elections under the leadership of one of the foremost Indlans,
would uphold the high principles and purposes which inspired and
sustained it and strive to work for democracy, for democracy is
after all not a finished product to be borrowed or purchased, but is
yet an ideal which all the progressive peoples all the world over
are struggling to reach and enjoy.

““ Ty the argument that His Excellency’s Address has not laid
down the legislative policy of the Government, adequate answers
have been given and may I venture s guess that that perhapsreveals
that the Hon. Chief Minister and the Government headed by the
Chief Minister are more wit and less art. A friend on the other
side generated a lot of heat"yesterday when he mentioned this. He
'argued that the Address deliberately omitted this, because the payty
wanted to assess its political position and party strength. I think
that iz a pretty correct reasoning. And instead of it being wrong
or a mistake which my friend wanted to take it to be, is it not just
the correct thing and the democratic thing for the majority party
in the Legislature here to come to compromise with the other
>parties as far as possible, not deflecting of course from its basic
principles, and-seek. to reflect the desire of the electorate which
seems to have deliberately expressd such an opinion by not
returning a majority of any party?

12-30
p.m.
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~ “ The various amendments given notice of present a familiar
picture of the problem in the State which again, if I may say so,
resolves itself into two parts, namely, administrative and legis-
lative. So far ag administration is concerned, there has been a
ternfic lowering down of its morale, chiefly in its lower ranks, and
there is much to be done to tone up and purify the administration.
But I may say that the very fact of Rajaji's acceptance of leader-
ship has already made a marked improvement in it and I hope
that he will take early steps to build up and leave for the future
an absolutely non-political, foolproof and efficient administrative
wachinery, for, after all, it is the basis and pivot of Government
by any party.

‘* Regarding the second aspect, the Hon. Chief Minister rightly
said that agriculture is the soul of our problem. I plead with him
to take early steps to get over the present crisis in agriculture, of
the increasing fragmentation of land, agricultural indebtedness,
etc., resulting in under-production. There has been much stress
during these two days from the Government side on the word
¢ priority * in the matter of capital works. I plead with the
Government not to bring in any question of priority but to find ways
and means of overcoming the financial stringency, and not to prune
down any capital works, but to go ahead with all the works which
have already been initiated, and even to take on hand more minor
irrigation works which would prove fruitful. I plead with the
Government to bring down the still high prices by carefully watch-
ing the slump and to take immediate measures to increase indus-
trial and agricultural production in the same emergency spirit and
on the same war footing as we are fighting that ugly demon of
famine which is bewitching the fair land of Rayalaseema.

“ It must be realized, Sir, that those terrible problems of
poverty, disease and ignorance cannot be solved by a magic wand
and they require years of toil and suffering and sacrifices. To those
who ask why the Government have failed to solve them in the last
six years and pronounce the judgment that the Congress Govern-
ment have failed, may I reply that even in Soviet Russia, after
perhaps the bloodiest revolution in history, there was more poverty,
and far more suffering and térrible starvation than here for a much
longer period than these six years? But T trust that the Govern-
ment would lay emphasis and devote all the energies and resources

towards building up a Welfare State. I hope that the Chief -

Minister would live long and give to this State not only the benefit
of his ability which is known to be matchless, but also of his
imagination which has sometimes in our country’s history stirred
the hearts of the people to an unprecedented extent. )

“ T may point out that these complex and baffling problems of
poverty and ignorance cannot be solved by legislation alone.
Something more than mere legislation, that psychological atmos
pliere, some mental and moral virtues on the part of both the
Government and the people and the parties are required.
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1 pray that with the co-operation of all parties and all people
true and sure foundations will be laid for a democracy in which
there wili not only be plenty and prosperity, but also freedom of
the mind and the spirit.”’

Tae Hon. Dr. M. V. KRISHNA RAO :— ‘ Mr. Chairman,
Sir, I rise with pleasure to associate myself with the Motion before
the House, viz., the Motion of thanks to His Excellency for the
Address he delivered to both Houses of the Legislature on the 6th
of May 1952. In his Address His Excellency has referred to the
orderly way in which the recent elections have been conducted.
He has said that millions of our countrymen and countrywomen,
some of them literate, but the majority of them illiterate, came to
the polls in large numbers and voted to choose their respective
candidates. Well, Sir, it should be admitted that the elections on
the whole have been conducted in such a manner as would
redound to the credit of all concerned.’’

Srr C. RAJESWARA RAO :—** No, they were not.”

Tue Hox. Dr. M. V. KRISHNA RAO :—** Well, I am sure,
my view will be accepted by a vast majority in this House. I hope
you will then not be able to object to that.”’

AN HON. MEMBER :—*‘ What about the nominations to the

* Council? ”’

Inr Hon. DrR. M. V. KRISHNA RAO :—'* Nominations to
this Council were only to a very limited extent.

““ Of course, it is true we have not been able to get an absolute
majority. In this connexion, criticisms have been levelled against
the romination of some members to the Council by the Governor.
Well, it 1s not my duty on this occasion to talk at any length on
the propriety of the nominations. I shall confine myself to more
important matters.

‘“ An objection has been raised at the outset, that His Excel-
lency was not competent to deliver an Address to both Houses of
Legislature, because he had called upon a minority party to form
the Government and had asked a person who 1is not the chosen
representative of the people to lead the Government. T shall not,
Sir, in this connexion, go into the propriety of the allegations con-
cerning the Governor's action. I shall confine myself to the
(question of the competence of His ¥xcellency to deliver an Address
to both Houses of Liegislature and the competence of the leader of
the Congress Party to form the Government.

““ All those who contested the elections have received propor-
tionate representation. The single largest party that has been
returned to the lower House is the Congress Party.”

SRI C. RAJTESWARA RAO :—* No, it is not so.”’

Tee Hox. Dr. M. V. KRISHNA RAO :—*‘ Well, Sir, the
figures speak for themselves. No one can contradict such a state-
ment. Next to the Congress came the Communist Party. The

-
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Kizan Mazdoor Praja Party could not set up candidates for all the
seats in the Lower House. Among the candidates set up by the
- K.M.P. Party, only 85 candidates were returned. Hence it did
not come with any grace from the leader of that party to tell His
Iixcellency that he was not competent to call upon the single
largest party to make an effort to form the Government, The
suggestion that the people gave a mandate that irrespective of its
strength the Congress alone was not competent to make an effor} to
form a stable welfare Government for this State, that other parties
who had not the commensurate strength as the Congress though
they had secured only 35, 25 and 60 seats were alone competent
to form the Government—I may well call it not a suggestion but a
sophistry—was too much for the public to swallow. Sir, I do not

like to say anything more than what I have said on this aspect of
the question. :

““ The gravamen of the charge of the Socialist Party with
regard to the Governor’s Address has been that the Address did not
contain all the programmes and policies that are adumbrated by this
Government. Sir, it is very clear in His Excellency’s Address and
he has specifically stated, that he would be addressing the two
Honses of the Legislature again during the Budget Session when
there would be an opportunity for a comprehensive review of all
the measures which the Government propose to implement during
the year under review for the development and welfare of the
State. It has been pointed out that such an oceasion would not
give an opportunity to the members to discuss in detail the
Governor’s Address. I beg to submit, Sir, that there would be
ample opportunity for the members to discuss vividly and thread-
bare every item in the programme and policy of the Government.

*“ His Ixcellency has referred in his Address to the two most
important and urgent problems with which the Government are
faced at the present juncture, i.e., firstly, the famine conditions in
Rayalaseema, and secondly, the food situation. The Government,
under the leadership of Rajaji, are earnestly concerned with the
investigation of famine conditions in other parts of the State also.
We are concerned with the ways and means to ameliorate the
condition of the masses in those areas also.

*“ The next session being the Budget Session, it would give
hon. Members ample opportunities to follow our policies and offer
constructive criticisms. Tt was in that spirit of complete frankness
and sincerity that His Excellency delivered this Address and he
was also advised by us to do so.

** The Socialist Party has questioned the bona fides of the
party-in-power and its leader. They have also contended that
they would be denied the privilege of discussing in detail the
programmes and policies of the Government during the Budget
Session. I should respectfully submit to this House and through
* this House to the public at large that the whole of the Governor's

speech especially his promise to give an opportunity to hon.
Members of both Houses to hear him again during the Budget
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j d
Session when the policies of the Governmgnt cou.ld‘ bef d:)slf]uslseie
tf adbare, item by item, has ben couched in a spirit o lc L;V ke
sirf:j:rity &I’Id T think that it is the most h}opest waz{ i(Z)fn deIa ;x;g vy
In this conne , ot
i and the people at large. 2 y
:gligg;:’s: that thepSocialist Party has been less' than fair in 1
criticisms. . , ]
“ Qome of the hon. Members returned by 'the Teaczhersan(;llortlo
stituencies have made references to our educapopal sysbfa;ill 6{ o
the condition of the teachers in our Sta!:e. The qtues 1 n Of e
status of the teachers, their difficulties with regard V(;hemonsidem-
a;d conditions of living a‘ndlall tl;i.lt, haviatbﬁ?; Eléélsrre;acrked era
] 3 nt for a long time. een
aznd(i)(fl (I:c())tv ecr;rgeto advise Hlté Excellency t(; 11nciudeta£ ri{f;{?n\zz
i 1 ir hould like to state
a hem in his Address. Sl}, Is :
beUt Ifolte ignored them altogether. The concessions thtat wez‘g
ll?zgunced quite recently are indicative of our _earnes élesVSVhat
?mprove their living conditions. ‘We are most anxious to do
we can under the present circumstances.

i -grade

“ ‘eg he revision of the salaries of §econdgry gra
teacheﬁz 118211112(33; like to observe that the matter is re;egn:)% ')5011112
earnest consideration of the Gove_rnment. 'The fqlées 11]008 L the
total revision of the scales of pay 1s a qpestlon o1 na'nt ,0 Jrict
everybody knows. We V(Vi'gmt tto loggsa:nldt lflx;;)trr;nt ;:H[r)losl b oney.
of giving amenities according to ne ds and DOL In o O e, con.
I may also state in this connexion tha vern are on-
ideri teachers in aided schools, the co
’Zi?e%l%%ngeaﬁzg%ny&(:;nfgunced in the case of teachers llfl sclllloolr&:
under the control of local bodies. - The financial aspects of such a
extension are being carefully looked into. ' '

** References have been made with regard to the 1:eor1enta}tili(():l
of our educational policy. I sélould élé{lfc:(t)i ;I’iiil:eslynst’glrlrlls ﬁ::élebeen‘
that many reforms to reorient our o e o ot ot
made during the last decade. It wou e' eta 1? it)that our
Government not to proceed in haste. You may take , t

i 1 i 1 ¢h and every policy that we wan
('3011:?19 elzarf:g:llt “llllnbgo%:lzegot(l) :z?kel; this OppOI}‘,tllIilityytO welcome the
‘cz-;;gration of the esteemed educationists in this House and out(-1
side. We would respectfully wglcome their 'co-ope'aratlonf :gllllr
advice in everv matter concerning the reorientation o
educational system. ’ .

' ‘L - want to take up much of our time. I thn}k, Sir, t.hat
I haV(Ie (:2130213;; 1Zanough. I\)Nith these words I heartllyllassoclzfmti
mvself with other hon. Members in thanking His Excellency fo

his Address.”’
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‘ Mgr. CHAIRMAN :—** I think we have had a sufficient number
of speeches. I am afraid I cannot call on any more members to
speak. I will now call upon Mr. Adityan to speak.”

Srr G. KRISHNAMOORTHY :—*“ I am the mover of an
amendment and I asked for an opportunity to speak twice the
other day and also to-day, but I have not yet had a chance.”

''ue Hon. Srt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—'‘ T suggest a
general discussion on all the amendments.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—'* T can give only five minutes to the
bon. Member."” .

* §r1 G. KRISHNAMOORTHY :—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, the
fact that I have been granted only a short time, and that it has
become necessary for the Chair to give me only a short time, is, I
think, a good augury that the problem of the teachers is going to be
solved in a short time.

“ Now, Sir, I have given notice of an amendment that there
has been a serious omission in His Excellency’s Address regarding
the steps that are intended to be taken by the Government
to ameliorate the condition of the teachers. I say, Sir, that
this is not a demand from the members of a particular profession,
the teaching profession, but it is a demand from the public,
inasmuch as the teacher is after all in loco parentis and the duty
the teacher has been discharging in the school is nothing but the
duty of the parent done for the nation. If the Government gather
the families of the lakh and thirty thousand elementary school
teachers in one concentrated, area, it will be clearly seen that the
lot of these one lakh and thirty thousand families of elementary
school teachers is, as bad as, if not worse than that of, the people
affected by the Rayalaseema famine. But the only point of
difference is that these teachers are scattered. They are dying,
dying every inch, every moment : they are half-clad, ill-housed and
half-fed. And, if these lakh and thirty thousand families are given
a living wage, then Indra, the God of Gods, Indra, the king of
kings, will be really glad that the Chief Minister in the position
of a king in Madras, has done something right and then he will
make rains shower like anything.

*“ Then, Sir, these teachers, a lakh and thirty thousand of
them, have not had any opportunity to voice forth their feelings all
along. As a Member elected from the teachers’ constituency, I
ask, can the teacher be anything otherwise than famine-striken
if he is paid Rs, 27 plus Rs. 19 or Rs. 46, which is less than what a
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menial in Government service gets? Is this the way in which
the moulder of the nation, who by teaching history contrary to
the slavish way indicated in the books produced great men who
won freedom for the country, and who is still there teaching
history in the proper way to preserve the hard-won freedom,
should be treated? Is that moulder of the nation to be treated
worse than a menial in this country even after five years of
Swaraj? Can the teacher be anything worse than famine-stricken
if his children are not given free education, if priority in free
education is not given to the children of the man who is actually
engaged in teaching? Even the highest paid railway officers are
given railway passes because they are running the railway. But,
are not the teacherg running the educational machinery? And,
can the teacher be anything but famine-striken if he 1s driven out
into the streets in his 50th year or so after three months of
divorce notice business, called contract, under the KEducational
Rules? Tt looks as if the higher the salary the lesser the security;
the greater the experience the lesser the security. Can the
teacher be anything otherwise than famine-stricken if he in his
55th year, after discharging his useful service for nearly 30 years,
is driven out without pension, for the reason that he had been
serving in a quasi-Governmental or aided institution? Can the
teacher be anything else than famine-stricken if the caste and sub-
caste system in the name of Agency is perpetuated? That might
have been the case when the Britisher was here. There is a
caste called the local board teacher with sub-castes of municipal,
district board and panchayat teachers. Then, you have got the
caste of teachers in aided institutions and Government institutions.
Of course, I have no quarrel with these different names. But
different names mean different salaries for men with the same
educational qualifications, men with the same professional quali-
fications, men handling the same syllabus and teaching the same
Indian children and inspected by the same Government officers.
Then, Sir, these people are being discriminated against in a
Secular State. which claims to give equality of opportunity to all.
When are all these things to go, if they are not to go under the
aegis of our able Chief Minister, Rajaji here? By one stroke of
the pen the Hon. Chief Minister can take away this divorce busi-
ness. I know the previous Education Minister promised to do
that, but it has not been done. I say, Sir, that by one stroke of
the pen the Hon. Chief Minister can do these and thus enable
the teacher to discharge his primary function of teaching in con-
tentment and peace in respect of his living wage and security of
service. If these things are done by our able Chief Minister, I
think. T can repeat what I said earlier in my speech that Indra
will shower his blessings and the whole country will be blessed
with prosperity.”

* Srr P. N. MARTHANDAM PILTAT :—* Sir, T got up half-
a-dozen times the other day and to-day, but as yet I am sorry T
have not been able to catch your eye. T did not know you were
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asking for slips from Members Wislling to speak. In fact, I did
- send my slip about an hour ago. If it is not inconvenient I would
request you to give me an opportunity to speak to-day.’’

- Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*““ I did not ask for slips, though certain
slips were sent to me and certain names also were given to me.
As far as possible, I have accommodated most of the hon. Mem-
bers. Of course, it is not possible for every Member to speak
and we must come to the end of our business some time, some-
how. 8o far, we have had a full day the day before and one half
day to-day. But, if the hon. Member is particular, I shall cer-
tainly give him five minutes.”’

*8rr P. N. MARTHANDAM PILLAI :(—‘ Mr. Chairman
Sir, the main motion before the House is a very simple one and’
if I may add, it is a normal, formal vote. Those of the hon. Mem-’
bers who heard the speech of the Governor are anxious to say, * We
thank you, Sir, for the Address you have given.” Those of the
Members who walked out possibly do not know what the Governor
sald and, therefore. they may say, * We do not know what the
Governor said and, therefore. we are not prepared to associate
ourselves along with you.” Well, Sir, I will be content if you
allow those who heard the Governor and who appreciated the
Governor’s Address to present an Address to him of thanks. It
does not stop with that. The Members who have given notice of
amendments, accept the Motion of Thanks. I want you, Sir, to
note it. The Members of the Opposition who have given no’tice
of various amendments have accepted so far as the thanks part
of the Motion is concerned, but they only added to it, * but regret, ’
etc. There are 23 such regrets in the amendments given notice of.
I would only request you, Sir, to omit this chapter of regrets and
pass only the Motion of Thanks. I thank you, Sir, for the oppor-
tunity given.”’

* 8rr 8. B. ADITYAN :—** Mr. Chairman, the Motion before
the House is to express our thanks to the Governor for the
Address which he has been pleased to give us. Sir, the Address
is a short one, a brief one, and the Governor has shown very com-
mendable economy in words and I only wish he had shown equal
economy in another direction, in the direction of his salary and
emoluments. Qut of public funds, something like 10 lakhs of
rupees are spent for the purpose of pomp, paraphernalia and the
staff of the Governor. While there are persons in the employ of the
Government drawing Rs. 18, is it right that the Head of the State
should draw ten lakhs of rupees per annum towards his salarv and
allowances alone ” Y

Toe Hown. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* The figures
are all wrong.” :

* Sr1 8. B. ADITYAN :—" T believe it is about 10 lak ‘
so. (Interruption.)  Very well, Rs. 7,20,000. Now aSIil: o;
ask what justification is there for spending such a lar;ze su,m?
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Let us assume that, in this year’s budget, they have provided for
Rs. 7 lakhs. Even then it does not reduce the force of my argument
that it is out of all proportion to the average income of the people
of this State. I do not, of course, deny the great service that the
Governor has done to the party to which he belongs and if he is to
be paid for his services to the party, then that money should come
cut of party funds and not out of public funds. I know that this
matter is under correspondence—I mean the subject of reduction
of the salary of the Governor—between the State Government and
the Central Government. I know how official correspondence
takes time—it may be months, it may be years, before the deci-
sion is taken. In the meantime, 1 would appeal to the Governor
to make a voluntary reduction and a substantial reduction, so
that it may be agreeable to the vast bulk of the people in the
State. Sir, if he wants the respect and regard of the people R

Tue Hon. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—“1I rise to a
point of order. Sir, I do not think that the discussion should be
prolonged in this manner. I do not see the end of 1t and if it
is to go on in this manner, I raise a point of order that the subject
cannot be discussed in this Legislature.”’

* Sr1 S. B. ADITYAN :—** Sir, I anticipated this point of

“order, because I know the Hon. Chief Minister is living in the

last decade. It has been already ruled that, after the new Consti-
tution, this subject can be discussed. but the only thing which we
cannot do is to vote on it.”’

Tue Hon. Ser C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* That 1s the
point.”’

# Qp1 8. B. ADITYAN :—* It was in the olden days, that is
during 1937-39, this subject was kept out of discussion, but now
we are under the new Constitution and so it is open to full dis-
cussion.

““ Now, Sir. I was saving that, if the Governor wishes to have
the respect and regard of the people of the State and if he wants
tc justify his existence as the Governor of this State, he should
voluntarily reduce this huge drain on public funds and thus save
money, so that the people at large may have the benefit of it.

““ Sir, in the Address for which we are asked to thank the
Governor, mention is made about the food and famine situation
in the State. The Address says, ‘ Gruel centres have been opened,
in large numbers and free gruel is served to infirm and disabled
persons and to women and children.” It is stated as the Gov-
ernment policy that the gruel. for what it is worth, is given to the
infirm, to the disabled and to women and children. ‘What
about the able-bodied person who is unemployed? I read an
extract from the Indian Eapress, dated 12th February 1952, in
which it is stated that the Food Minister of the Central Govern-
ment, Mr. Munshi, came and toured the areas affected by famine.
He visited various gruel centres ! -
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Sr1 V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—*‘Gruel centres or cruel

centres?

* Sr1 8. B. ADITYAN :—“ Gruel centres. 1t appeared in
that paper that the gruel supplied in some of the centres was bad.
In fact, in one of the gruel centres, the Hon. Mr. Munshi saw
hundreds of persons clamouring for the little gruel, the colour of
which was red. He thought he could taste it, and it appeared in
the press that the Hon. Pood Minister tried to taste the gruel and
put it into his mouth but he could not get :t down his throat.

‘“ That shows the quality of the gruel supplied. It is reported
that Mr. Munshi proceeded to a nearby village where he got an
able-bodied man removed from the gruel centre saying that he
objected to such people being fed at the gruel centres. Here is a
case of an able-bodied person not being allowed to take the gruel
from the gruel centre. If he has no employment, what does the
Government want him to do? Are the Government refusing to
give him gruel, so that he may starve, get diseased, become decrepit
and thus become disabled and then come under the benefit of the
gruel supply scheme? Is that the policy of the Government?
When will the Government accept the responsibility for providing
employment for the people? If you read the U.D.F. programme,
you will find we have accepted the responsibility to provide
employment to every adult of the State. That is one of the basic
principles of any civilized Government in the world, let it be a
Communist Government, or a Capitalist Government. Are this
Government prepared to accept the responsibility of providing
employment or adequate relief to the people? I require an answer
from the Hon. the Chief Minister and I hope that, when he replies,
he will categorically say that the Government accept the
responsibility of providing employment or adequate relief to the
people, every adult man and woman in the State.

‘“ There is an appeal in the Address for sound traditions being
established. In this connexion, I wish to state that it gives me
no pleasure to criticize the Hon. the Chief Minister. I find per-
sons, not merely his followers but devotees, saying that the Hon.
Mr. Rajagopalachari can do no wrong and one of the hon. Mem-
bers went to the extent of saying that if what he does is not
in accordance with law. then the law must be wrong. T have no
quarrel with such devotees, but I have also a duty to perform, an
unpleasant duty to perform, the duty of pointing out the mis-
deeds of the Government, just as the Government Members have

got to sing his praise: otherwise, I will not be worth my salt.’

The Hon. the Chief Minister hag come into the ring ang he can-
not plead he is old. How I wish he had retired in glory! Many a

boxing champion, Joe Tiouis, Max Baer and Max Schmelling and

others did not know when to retire from the rmg and every boxer
goes again and again into the ring only to retire in shame. If the
Hon. Mr. Rajagopalachari had desisted from coming into the
ring, it would not be necessary for me to hit him as I have to do
to- day with regret.”’

DISCUSSION ON HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR'S 133
ADDRESS. -

13th.May. 1952]

THE HON Srr C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—I do not mind
your hits.’

* Sp1 8. B. ADITYAN :—I am glad the Hon. the Chief
Minister does not mind hits. 1 may not say that again because
it 1s only my sense of duty that eggs me on to do this unpleasans
duty of pointing out the wrongs and misdeeds committed by the
Government under his charge. The first wrong thing, the first’
mistake, as has been pointed out again and again 1s his nomination
to this council under Article 171 (5). While replying in the other
House, he dexterously avoided referring to this Article and he
proceeded as though the criticism was with reference to Article
164. He unagined that we, on this side of the House, were
accusing hum for having gone against Article 164. If he had been
nominated as a Minister under Article 164, I will have no quarrel
with him because he will have to stand for election, if not now,
within six months from the date of his appomtment as Minister,
but we take strong exception to his nomination under Article
171 (5). This is what that Article of the Constitution says:

¢+ (5) The me nbers to be nomiuated by the Jovernor under sub ¢’ause (o) of
slause (3) snall 09psist ot p rons havi ig special knowledge or pract cul experience
in respect of such matters as { .e follow.ng, name.y :-—

Litoraturs, seiene, art, co-oparative movemsoant and so¢’'al service,’

In other wurds, this Article provides for nomination of certain
experts, experts in literature, experts in science, experts in art,
experts in the co-operative movement and experts in soecial service.
1 daresay the Hon. the Chief Minister was not nominated for the
reason that he is an expert scientist, or an expert artist, or an
expert in literature or social work. For his nomination, there were
other reasons, which the country knows. And while getting him-
self nominated what is it that he has done? He has taken the
chance from out of a man to whom the nomination is rightfully
due; this nomination ought to have gone to some educationist.
dramatist or artist and so long as he retains this seat, 1 fear, Sir,
he is grabbing the seat and retaining it to the exclusion of one of
whom it 1s legally and morally due. There are able artists who
are worth appointing who have not come into the Council. For
example, there is Mr. N. S. Krishnan, the able actor and dramatist;
he has not been appointed and there are so wmany journalists leff
out and it is a pity that the Hon. the Chief Minister has put him-
self in their position. In justification of retaining his seat and his
membership of the Council, the Chief Minister said that if he were
younger,-he would stand for election and contest a seat. Now.,
his willingness to, stand for election is cancelled by the phrase ‘ if
I were younger’. One of the Members on the Government
benches mentioned the story of Markandeya. If there is any
method of preserving eternal vouth—I do not know the method—
if there is any elixir of life, I “will gladly hand it over to the Chief
Mmlstel in mder to make him stand for election.”’

- THE Hox. Srt C. RAJAGOPATACHARI +—* T am not pre-
pared to accept a prescr 1pt10n from the hon. Gentleman.’*

C—5
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*.Sri 5. B.-ADITYAN :—** I should like to ask, Sir, if the
mere tact of advanced age 1s a bar 1o stand for an election. ls that
a real handicap? ‘Lhe only drawback of an aged person 1s that he
cannot run about and he cannot make speecnes. We know well
how acuve the Chiel Miuster 1s. Were not persons put up for
election who were under greater handicap? Were there not
people who were put 1n prison and asked to contest the elections?
Were there not people who contested the elections with warrants
of arrest hanging over their heads, and with charges of conspiracy
against the-Governmem pending against them; were there not
people who contested the eleciions while they were running about
with warrants pursuing them? Were there not people who con-
tested the elections while they were actually bed-ridden? That
being so, why not the Hon. Mr. C. Rajagopalachari contest the
elections ? .

* The time given to me is very short and I will have to refer
to one or two things more before 1 close. At the time the Hon.
Mr. Rajagopalachari took up oftice, it was widely said that he was
undertakiig the cleansing work ; public life in the State had become
dirty, there were nepotism, corruption and bribery and he was
going to eradicate them. 'T'hat was what was said. But how did
he eradicate nepotism? The word is derived from * nephew °;
if a person appoints one who 1s related to him or his friend, then that
is nepotism ; if a person appoints his nephew, it is nepotism ; if
someone close to the appointing person is appointed, then that is
nepotism, it may be a triend or a relative. How did the Hon.
Mr. Rajagapalachari eradicate nepotism, Sir? The very first
appointment that he made, the Secretary to the L.eyislature here,
how wus it filled? By a person known to him. Mr. R. V. Krishna

Ayyar was appointed as Secretary to the Legislature; it is a key.

appointmment. In that connexion, 1 will have to ask, Sir, * Were
applications called for, were they scrutinized, and was the opinion
of the Public Service Commission invited? ' No, Sir. The only
qualification which is known to the outside world is that the
candidate knew the Chief Minister personally, otherwise, what
is the justification for appointing a peison to the service 13 years
after he had retired and what is the justification to bring him back?
Did he apply for the post? What are his qualifications? Did he
produce a edical certificate? Were there not other applicants
and what did the Public Service Commission say about 1t? You
say, Sir, that it is a temporary appointment and you call it tempo-
rary for the purpose of appointing a person who is known to
you and who did some service which was pleasant to you for these
twelve years. That is why he has been appointed without calling
for applications and without consulting the Commission. I say,
Sir; that this will go down in history as one of the outstanding
examples of nepotism and if it is how you are going to cleanse this
State of nepotism then 1 know what the fate of this State will be.
I ask the Hon. Chief Minister, * While you are here to stamp out
corruption, what about the huge organized corruption which is
going on, the gift of ten acres of land to people because they
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happen to be members of the Congress Party, in order to enable
them to continue thewr support to you? What justification is there
to continue this grant ot land to 10,000 peisons?’ 1 ask the
Hon. the Chief Minister to exanune every case; there are
Ministers who have been given lands and in every case of the
grant of such lands, it 18 the poor cultivator who was in possession

‘ot the land, who has been dispossessed and whose livelihood has

been taken away from him. The lands have been distributed
and the previous cultivators lost their livelihood, so that your party
can run this Government and you can have the support of these
people. 1s it not corrupiion and if it is not, I ask, what else is
corruption? In the U.D.F. programme, the first and the foremost
thing is that such lands will be cenfiscated and they will be re-
stored to the original owners, the cultivators who must have their
means of livelihood.

*“In reply to the criticism that had been made regarding the
absence of any policy in the Address, the retort came : * What is
the difficulty, the Congress policy is there.” If you are going to
pursue the Congress policy, I would like to remind you, what the

" verdict of the people was on the Congress policy? What was the

Congress policy with regard to food? Yon levied sales tax on food
and even on salt. Mahatmaji fought against salt tax and you
are retaining it in the shape of sales tax and the sales tax on food
and salt alone comes to Rs. 7 crores. Tach individual in the State,
however poor he may be, will have to buy his food and salt and
he will have to pay the tax. When the question was raised, the
Hon. Mr. Gopala Reddi said that thongh it was hard on the poor,
yet it was his kamadhenu. But he was defeated in the elections
and is not here, and yet vou say that that is the policy which has
the support of the peonle. Regarding Prohibition. you are going
to continue it as the last Government did. The last Government
wanted several lakhs of rupees for the purchase of muskets, revol-
vers and handcufls for the enforcement nf Prohibition, and you
are supporting the enforcement of Prohibition with muskets,
revolvers and handcuffs. You are also continuing the same old
policy with regard to the Armed Police and Rs. 2 crores per year
are beine spent op that account. If youn are going to continue the
same old policv, that onlv shows that vou have not learn'ed. any
lesson from the last general elections. Where are the erpsters
who wanted imposition of taxes on food and salt and the mainten-
ance of the Armed Police? Thev have not heen re‘gnrne@; Sri
Gopala Reddi is not here and the former Chief Minister is not
also here. But one thing is plain, Sir. and it is that the dram:
is the same. but only the actors are different. Sir, T shall b

finishing in a few minutes,

“ Then. Sir. it was said that the valicv of the present (-‘rover.'r'
ment is to declare war against all Communists. A to 7. T say VY]ﬂ
all respect to the Hon. Chief Minister,  If that is your policy
you_do not know the people. The very name of Communism ma;
be. abhorrent to vou: the very name of Communism may b

abhorrent to your Minis}ers.' ”
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. . SRi V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—‘ No chance of war for the
. I0XT.LWO yoars.” , . . e S :
© ®* 881 5. B. ADI'YAN (—** Perhaps the Hon. Ministers, the
"Rajah .of Ramnad, the Rajah of Kapueswarapuram and Mr.
" Paianiswami Gounder may think that there is a general hatred
“aguinst the Communsts in the land. Sir, let me teu them, ° You
are sadly mistaken, you have all lost contact with the people.’
"Those who are well-off hate Communism. But those who work in
the fields, those who work in the factories, those who work day m
and day out to eke out their daily bread, the common man, and the
middle classes, do not hate the Communists. Only those who go
to dinner parties, garden parties and attend dancing parties—it is
oniy they who fret and foam in their mouths and get red in their
eyes at the mere mention of the Communists. But, what about
the person who toils in the field for his daily morsel of foed who
does not know wherefrom he will get his food for the morrow? He
duce not hate Communism. You, Sir, say, * War against all Com-
munism, War against all Communists.” I tell you, such a device
-to cause a split among other political parties will have no result.
If -wa.r against all Communism is to be declared, I say it is a war
-against all the people in the land -belonging to the other political
-parties who have joined the United Democratic Front. - So, if you
declare war against all Communism, it means war against all those
persons. I know you, the Hon. the Chief Minister, have got every
advantage on your side. I know you have the Public Safety Act
-you have the power to start proceedings under Section 144 Cﬁ P C’
Now, vou have found another mighty weapon namel’ ction
under the privi i y y. action
the privilege of the House. Besides these you have oth
ressiv . i i ; : i
r‘:Ii)ll Wine lzli\:sl.l Bui;E hm thlslwar against Commu’msm the peop?;
LW . ell you, the people who are leading a bitter’ i'f -day
it is ; ; : ife to-day,
gh prayer, not through devotion-to divinit
ttll)]x;ou%]h_ ::ln t:)abtnndﬁ;xcet of wealth—happiness not throuff;lmd)(()p?r]:g
ind, bu o ; 2
required for theirtda?ll;cge:éls abTul?aiaptﬂslupply of material -gouds
-+ Government should improve the lot of sth © only way in which auy
them to pray. Sir, I have no hesitat o B0 ¢ ind mot by asking
‘reject the motion.” - - o ation in asking the- House to
.. MR. CHATRMAN :—* ot
* and meet again azié‘xgo.p‘m:',l:hq House will now rise’ for lunch

_ (After lunch —2-3¢ pm)

* Tue Hon. Srt C. RAJAGO R

- - . PALACHARI »—** - Chaj
':?nh,tsl;‘r’ Il{md Intended to wind up this debate on awf't 'CI}I:W-
) tg e ca .ed quiet and sweet.- Unfortunatel Mr. A ote. which
- not permitted me to do so.. - Mr. Aditvan whoyi‘x "1 ityan bas
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the arena of leadership of the House and of my party, and asks me
to reply to those observations. Anything that 1s said here by any
Member is intended to be taken note of and to be rephed to.
Sureiy, Sir, we were not used to be asked to touch upon matters
of this kind in a debate here or in any legislature, as to whether
1 should retire or not, whether 1 should bid good-bye 10 politics.
These are matters, generally considered private, aud however quasl-
public the objects may be, they are not generally considered matters
tor debate and discussion. Since I am asked by Mr. Adityan to
consider his proposal, I have to say, that when 100 or 150 odd
mernbers approached and pressed me to come out and preside over
their work, I had pressed the very same argument and told them
almost the same thing that Mr. Adityan had said to me. But it
was not to be; and if I agreed, it is not as il any of the reasons,
such as Mr. Adityan imagines was at the back of my mind. . I
agreed for totally different reasons, which even if I expatiate upon,
I fear, will not be understood by Mr. Adityan. (Laughter.)

““ The hon. Member, Mr. Adityan tells me also that I should
go and stand for election. T said that I would have done a certain
thing, had I been younger. e says that he would help me to
do it by giving me necessary medicines for the purpose of being
younger (laughter). Baring the temporary youth, which Mr.
Adityan’s attacks on me and my work give me for the moment,
I do not think I can trust his ability to prescribe medicines. I
hardly trust his capacity to work in politics. How can I trust his
powers to treat ills of the human body, much less to make old
people young! (Laughter.) Mr. Adityan has spoken in a manner
which if it had been a brief interruption would have resulted in a
counter interruption. But he has made such a long speech in the
same strain that the shock became a rather chronic affair, and so
1 could not but allow him to go in the way he did. Mr. Adityan
15 connected with, I think he does actually edit, manage, and con-
trel, the policy of a chain of papers, for which he has earned justly,
I think, a particular reputation for accuracy and decorum.
(Laughter.)  He has maintained that level on the floor of this
House also. (Laughter.) Sir, it is exhilarating to attempt to do
good to poor people around one. It is exhilarating, whether we
fail or not, to be engaged in tasks which might help the fortunes of
the poor people of our country. But the processes through which
we have to go in order to be able to do that service as a Govern-
ment, are unfortunately of a very unpleasant character. But, ons
.cannot help it. If I get into a coal mine I cannot complainndity

“the soot attaches to my clothes or face or hands. I shal assjgp.th <t~'
L a

‘fore, not feel delicate in dealing with matters dealt wiho araj,
‘cannot afford to be delicate. ' “aer Heth hepg I

. %At an early stage of the debate, Mr. Burr:S f~

» therg.

" into this Hotse on th a8, I take it, got ' J.a h
‘House, advises me ineﬂ:’g tgr:tf ;ﬁc‘:‘ %5 getPtleI.I_len of the Eoﬁ%er - expressed his. opinion of me. T shall not exf‘_p]r;:‘é Subrahmam&.m
retirement, and tell » Yo retire and to stick to m -him. (Taughter.) Mr. Adityan said—T ary oo 0 TV opinjo;,

s me that I Was. wrong in having come intg ‘with Mr. Burra Subrahmanyam a little,“lon:rel.onytf_ have t;ogé:{
I brought to the notice of the House vy faulgs_ . ‘21%hte i
S—of ahin._ r). He
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character. Well,; I at once proceed to confess that all of us includ-
ing myself have many faults, many defects, and let me hope that
those who come after me to guide the destinies of this State and
to advise the people of this country, may be better than I, better
gualified than I, more able than I and of a better character. It
1s my fervent hope and trust that the tone of the people who will
take charge of affairs will be better and better as the times go on.
1 do not mind confessing that I have many faults and that I wish
I were much better than what I am. But let me assure Mr. Burra
Subrahmanyam that he does not know me. (Laughter.) I do not
know him either. I know his wife's father and bis wife's mother
‘and her mother and her father and all of them. (Laughter.) But
1 do not know him. The short experience 1 have had of him here
compels me to make one observation, which, he will forgive me
for making ; the founder leaders of the party to which he is now
affiliated in this election, would not have been happy to hear what
he said. They are some of my old {riends, old comrades and res-
pected comrades. I do not mind what he said. For this is a coal
mine 1 have gov into, as T said earlier, and I do not mind the soot
around me.

** Going now to what was said here in the debate, I must neces-
sarily deal with more or less, what I may call, matters extraneous to
the particular debate. Mr. Adityan spent a great deal of the time
allotted to him in referring to the Secretary’s appointment. As T
already said, Mr. Adityan does not care very much for accuracy or
even for diligent inquiry about matters of which he, for the time
being, is not well informed, because he has got into the habit of his
daily paper " (Laughter.)

Srt 8. B. ADITYAN :—** Sir, I rise on a matter of personal
explanation. I sent questions on this subject as early as the 24th
of last month and the rules provide that such questions should be

“answered within seven days of their receipt. Bui, still the questions

have not been answered.”’
*TaE Hon. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—** Let e at

- once assure my friend, Sir, that I have not seen those questions.

If they had not reached me, the delay must be due to some error
in_form or to some other cause. If I had seen them I would have
hastened to answer them and would not have given a chance to
the hon. Member for raising the point in this House.

““ With regard to the Secretary’s appointment, let me point

" *» the House that Mr. Adityan suggested that the gentleman
1 been appointed Secretary to the Legislature is a kind of

* Tne' mine according to the definition which he gave at full
man, Sir, 1 .hon. Members understand that he does not belong

"might be callec to the sub-communitv or clan or group to which
‘not permitted meat is irrelevant. What T wish to assure him is

into this House on-s. called to take.up this appointment, T had

--House, advises me, in .made to the gentleman who last acted and

retirement, and tells meéo the I.egislature and who had been for

P, e Pt
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a long time in charge of the work of this House as Deputy Secre-
tary. The gentleman who last retired as Secretary was in my
opinion the only competent person to be recalled to take up tne
duty at the present moment. So, I had him asked. He has got
a better job 1n a difierent field altogether and he would not think
of such a proposal. So, I had to go one step backward. Mr. Adit-
van remarked that we did not refer the matter to the IPublic
Service Commission. He 1is totally ill-informed. The Public
Service Commission had the matter before it and I had its approval
before I proceeded. Apart from all these, is it only forms that wo
ghouid care for, or shall we be sensible men? 1 want to know
whether it is good, wise or proper for us to appoint a gentleman
selected from the Bar, who will be entering the precincts of the
Legislature for the first time, and call upon himn to discharge the
duties devolving upon him with reference to forms, precedents,
conventions and proprieties and the delicate and difficult tasks that
arise in managing the affairs of a legislature composed of indepen-
dent Members and groups and in which there prevail high passions
almost amounting to acerbity. I wrote to the gentlemman who had
been selected for the office by the Public Service Commission. Let
me again give information which generally is not given. But, since
the propriety of my action has been challenged, I have to mention
it. That gentleman warmly welcomed the recall of Mr. R. V.
Krishna Iyer with all his experience in this office and said that
ke would be glad to work as his under-study for some time. He
agreed to it as any gentleman who has commonsense and who
wishes to do his work well would agree. This is a matter which
Mr. Adityan thought he could raise in this House, although it had
nothing to do with the Address.

““ Then Mr. Adityan took up the policy under which some lands
were given to political sufferers by the previous Government and
described it as corruption. The one thing was nepotismn and the
other thing was corruption! The first thing T did as soon as I was
asked to bear this burden was this. I said: * Never wind the
difficulties and sufferings we have gone through, the battle has not
ended, the sufferings and sacrifices must continue. It is not pos-
sible for me to continue the policy of land assignment for politiral
sufferers >. If a dam were built or broken, I could not suddenly
change the policy. I have to begin it even as the boy who put his
hand into the hole made in a dam in the Netherlands and averted
the flood till other persons came and took charge of the danger. 1
cannot suddenly bring about cancellation of assignments and take the
risk of suits and applications in Court with reference to the validity
of my action. I.et hon. Members remember that these assign-
ments were made long ago and that many Members who are now
sitting on the opposite side here as well as in the other House have
iaken assignments. Mr. Adityan may take off his fingers so that
others might see his smile when I say this. If I proceeded to do
anything which was not legal, or fool-proof, T would be exposing
myself to a number of suits, comments, counter-comments, allega-
tions and the like. Allow me to say that I do not like this policy:
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1 was not the man responsible for that policy and I could not
prevent 1t- 'Lhe moment I came into office I said that this policy
should not be continued and proceeded to do what was best in the
circumstances. We cannot always go back on events. No man
can undo what has been done. That is not only the lesson of
history ; that has been laid down as scientific fact in the law of
Karma. We have to go through the eflects of what has been done.
If a bad name has been earned, whatever we may do, that bad
name will continue and we cannot undo it. All that we can do
is—and that is what I propose to do—to try to set that error right.
Even before I began to do anything else connected with the Gov-
ernment, I had made my position on this point perfectly clear.
And yet Mr. Adityan raises the question in this House! When his
party also is living in a glass house, he cannov afford to throw
stones. It is not quite safe. When we launch on propaganda,
we do not generally check up calculations and we commit mistakes.

"* Most of the speeches made here, unfortunately in my humble
opinion, smack far too much of propaganda. The debate on the
Address has been converted into party pronaganda. Every political
party is entitled to do it. It is not a point of order I am raising;
1t 18 an explanation I am offering to many of the things that
have been said. I must say that that is not the right way to help or
co-operate in the carrying on of Government {rom the one side
or the other. We are co-operating with one another whether we
sit on the Oprosition side or on the Ministerialist side. This is not
the way to debate on the Address or the budget. We may take a
holiday now and then and indulge in propaganda and wmutual
re-crimination to add the spice of variety to political life, provided
we are sportsmanlike. It is not right to deal with a policy speech
in a propaganda spirit for party purposes. I say this definitely for
this reason. It was said that a number of things had not been
done. We all admit it. But they cannot be done unless we begin.
1 propose that we should begin to do things one by one. Let us
get along in a spirit of helpfulness. It is quite easy for Members
led by Mr. Rajeswara Rao to say: ‘ Liook at this! teachers arc
rot paid adequate salaries, coolies are not paid adequate wages,
industries are not sufficiently helped, small industries are being
squeezed out by big industries, jaggery is squeezed out by sugar,
sugar is suffering because there is not enough cane, the cane-grower
is not given a fair price for his produce. Look at the capitalist!
their income is highly taxed—Mr. Rajeswara Rao did not say this
last thing but I say it on his behalf, to complete his catalogue.
He said that his party would set all these things right in six months
If Mr. Rajeswara Rao will permit me to give my view of the
matter, if he and his party took charge of the Government for six
months I have no doubt that the entire scheme of the Government
will be so changed that there would be no opportunity to make any
complaint whatsoever.  (Laughter.) There will be no opportunity

- for any one to analyse achievements or failures. ‘I speak from
history. -Mr. Rajeswara Rao and his associates have not founded

he should have a right of reply.

7
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the Communist Party ; they have not planned the Communist policy
here. Their policy has been taken from the books of another
country, another people, another nation 7

Skr1 C. RAJESWARA RAO :—" We are not referring for every-

thing to England.”
*Tue Hon. Skt (. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—*‘ The hon.
Member will not refer to England; he will refer to something

worse. (Laughter.)

““I do not think that the Comununist Party can achieve all
that Mr. Rajeswara Rao says it will achieve. It is inherently
impossible. It is possible to do certain things. Let me tell my
hon. Friend that it is not possible to do all the things which have
been referred to in this and the other House within six months or
even six years.”’

Ser €. RAJESWARA RAO:—' What this Government
could not do in five years has been done in China in two years.”

* Tup Hon. SRI C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :(—** If Mr. Rajes-
wara Rao had been sitting in Opposition, as he is sitting now here,
in China and said all that he said 1n this House, I know where he
would be in China. T know what the Government of China have
done. 'Quite a different list of things have been done. I do not
wish to talk much about China.

** Mr. Rajeswara Rao asked e to get inspiration from China.
Liet us get inspiration from China. What did China do with the
()pposition party? Are we to do that with the Opposition here?
it 1s not possible. The challenges which Mr. Rajeswara Rao, his
party friends and allies can throw at me are easily answered. They
ere all based on the capacity to terrorise and enforce by physical
force. I do not deny that what Mr. Rajeswara Rao wants to do
may be good. But the means that he wants to adopt to do these
things qu1ck1) as he proposes to do-—are means which are not
d\dlldbl(‘ and caniot be had in this country if we are true to our-
sf*lvca

* Unless we employ the physical compulsion which the
U.8.8.R. and China use, unless we have a dictatorship of a parti-
cular class for the time being—they want a classlesy society, but
diclatorship of a particular class, for the time being, is an absolute
pre-requisite for the pace which he asks me to take—it is not
possible here.”

Sri C. RAJESWARA RAO:—" On a point of order, Sir.
1 submit that the Hon. Chief Minister is taking the last chance
every time, and he is bringing in so many themetlc al issues. The
other party also must be allowed to bpeak on the theoretical issues.
Let the Hon. Chief Minister

* Tae Hon. S C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* The sugges-
tion *which the hon. Member, Mr. Rajeswara Rao, makes is that
“In a debate it is usual—let me

[ ri C. Rajagopalachari]

C—86
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iell the hon. Member—for Government to reply. 1f he replies, 1
will have to reply to that also. There must be some termination
io the 'debate. So, there has been a conventional order laid down
{rom time immemorial, and that is the result of a Government
being in power or the Opposition being in the Opposition. 1 am not
surprised that he raised this point of order. He feels that-T have
wade a point, and it has gone home. 1 am afraid, he cannot ask
for the right to reply. If he replied, I must then reply to that,
and there would be no end.

“ Another point that was touched upon again and again was
that the Address was not long enough and that it did not cover
enough points. 1 have already given the reason. The Address
itself contains the reason why it does not cover much ground. I
submit that it is a good reason and a commonsense reason, and &
teason whichi does not deprive anybody of any rights. The reason
is that we are meeting again when we will have the whole budget
and the entire policy, more or less, for the whole year, will be
before the House, and there-will be enough opportunity to go
through that policy. We will have a gencral debate, and we will
have particular debates also at the time of the budget. ~ Also, the
Governor has stated that he will address the Legislature at the
time. ‘Though he may not be bound to address, he has said he
will do it. Immediately following it, the whole ground can be
covered, and there is absolutely nothing whatsoever of substance
in the complaint that the present Address is short.

[Sri C. Rajagopalachan]

** The hen. Member, Mr. Govinda Menon, began the debate-

m the House. He was sitting in front of me the other day, and
1 thought he was the Leader of the Opposition. But he simply
took that place by chance, I take it- He said that the Address
was remarkably short and had no parallel. 1 was able to find a
Ring’s speech in Parliament which was even much shorter, which
totalled 65 words only, of which 30 words were a mere prayer at
the end. 'Therefore, it is not quite correct to say that the Address
delivered by His Excellency the Governor the other day on behalf
of the Government takes first rank in brevily. There are briefer
Addresses in Parliamentary literature. Apart fromn that, T have
‘given my reasons why this Address was necessarily brief, unless
indeed we wanted to copy again all our election propaganda, our
boosts, our boasts, and our previous achievements and all that
kind of thing, and make an election document and call it an
Address of the Governor. That would bave been improper. 'he
Address at each session is intended to sketch the programme of
that particular legislature at that particular session, and it has to
give an opportunity for a review of the past and for a review of
the proposals that are intended to be cavried out in the legislature.
Flection propaganda can cover not only one year’s programme, or
2 ten years’ programme, but sometimes even a 50 years' pro-
gramme. PFollowing the dictates of commonsense, I submit that
we were right in making this Address brief, and referring only to
what has been:done and what has been in the minds of most people
at the time. T have nothing move to say on thig point. o
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*“ 8ir, I now proceed to the several remarks made by hon.

- Members. 1 am grateful to the House for the large number of

proposals and suggestions that have been given in the course of the
debate by various hon. Members, and I assure hon. Members that
these suggestions and other details will be taken into account and
will be-considered by the Government when they shape their budget
for the year, and when they shape their budget, if they are allowed
to continue in office, for another yvear also. Tor all these sugges-
tions—some of them very important and urgent—that were made,
T express my gratitude. \

‘* Teachers, especially, have spoken about their own grievances.
1t is natural and it ig right. But may I, with all deference, point
out the fact to them that in the Constitution we have provisions by
which, as any one will see, all special constituencies have been
abolished? We have no representatives for landlords. We have

" fio representatives for planters, for tenants, for labour, and so on.

Tf hon. Members will study the constitution of the legislatures,
they will see that from top to bottom, all special constituencies
have been abolished, deliberately. 1In the constitution of the Legis-
lative Councils of certain States, Including Madras, they have
provided seats to which graduates can elect members and teachers
can elect members. The object of that provision was not to
create a special constituency for either graduates as such or for
teachers as such. Representatives of teachers are not here to
represent a special constituency. It is a temptation and a natural
temptation too to think so. They spoke, as far as T could judge, s
if their main function here were to ventilate the grievances of
teachers. The grievances of teachers mfy be true. They may he
important. But I take permission to explain that the teachers have
been put down here as an electoral college in order that we may
have their advice for the country as a whole and not about any
particular interests. It is an enlightened constituency, unlike che
adult sufirage constituency where, whether u man is literate ov illite-
rate, he can vote. But the teachers’ constituency is an enlightened
constituency. When the question was raised it was felt that not only
gradvates should have it, but teachers of long’ standing and who
sometimes taught even graduates, should have it. Therefore, a -
constituency was created by which the Rishis of the land, as was

described by some one before, would have a fraction of the seats

in this House. 'Thé teachers who are here should look upon them-

selves as teachers with a capital * T ’, and' as people who teach

society, who teach the young ones of the country and bring them

up, and who are interested in their character, welfare, ability,

and in everything. Therefore, 1 would heg of the teachers to see

that although they have a right like any other persons to represent

any particular interest along with others, they should not only

take interest in their. own affairs but in the affairs of others also.
But there should be no idea that they are here mainly as representa-
tives of teachers.. They. are. here having been elected hy a very
enlightened college of the electorate, and that is the important-
position which they occupy in this House. T have said this in
order that there may be no progressive mistake ahout that point. -

”
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* Then, Sir, if we go into what actually has been said by them,

it is all true that we are poor. Not only the teachers, but every

body is poor m our covntry. If, Mr. Chairman, my own view is
cf any importance, on-this occasion, let me confess once for all
thut our country’s finances cannot bear the weight of the admini-
stration that has been put uponr our finances. The entire structure
was invented for a police government. . It is not possible for:a

Welfare State to bear the cost of tlie administration on the lines

that it has been shaped. We are poor. How can we carry -on
the administration and all the details connected with it? It is
not possible. But can I change it in one day? When 1 was young.
many people in the district in which I was living were saying,
*What ig the need for Collectors; let us abolish Collectors;
" What is the need for District Magistrates; let us abolish District
Magistrates ’. In fact people who travel in train may very well

imagine that the guard is unnecessary and that the driver is -

unnecessary, because they do not see the driver working in the
engine. They can say, * Why do we want an engine driver and
why do we want a guard? The train is going all right *. 1t is not
possible to appraise the value of all the various units in the admini-
stration. But the totality of the weight is certainly unsuited to our
finances and to our total national income, and even to our culture
and civilisation. But what is the remedy? The only remedy is
that we will have to trust one another. Let us not have so many
people to sit down superintending so many other people. If I
ask a man to light the lamp, it is necessary now that there should
be another man to see that he does not neglect his duties. It is
also necessary to appoinf a third man so fhat these two people do
not bribe one another. (Laaughter.) Even if bribery is detected,
the trial should be fair and just, and it is necessary to have an appeal
against that judgment. Now, that is the structure into which we
have grown. Mutual distrust has become our civilisation and our
politics. Our finances cannot bear this burden of mutual distrust
and the cost of it. I do not think that we can talk it out at a meet-
ing like this. The whole structure has to be examined. But thero
1s uo time to examine. I am like the man who has to repair tne
motor car while going in the car. How am T to stop this car which
cannot be stopped? It is a car which cannot be stopped and yet
it must be repaired. God alone knows how it can be done. Hon..
Members opposite can well retort by saying, * Well, if you do not
know, we will do it '."”’ ‘ ’ :

Srt C. RATESWARA RAO:—*" If you do not Know we will
do it.”’ . y

* Tae HoN. Sr1 C. RAJTAGOPALACHARI :—* How the hon.
Member Mr. Rajeswara Rao will do it. T know. But I do not
helieve in ‘ liquidation ’. (T.aughter.) That is my only objection.
Therefore, since we have to bear and forbear, to live without kill-
ing anybody, and without plunging the classes into dismay.and
distrust, we have to carry on with patience and forbearance with one

- another."”
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““ Sir, I shall say only this and end. This much has been said
and will be said. After this sitting is over, I have no doubt propa-
ganda will start that it is only the dictatorship of the working class
that will save the country. It was said, when I stated that I was
opposed to Communists, that I was wrong in imagining that the
country would welcome it. It was said that people waited the
Communists, and that, therefore, I was wrong in -oppdsing them.
The hon. Member Mr. Adityan said that common people did not
share my hatred of the Communists. Where did he see my hatred
of Communists? I ask, Sir, where did he see my hatred of the
Communists in what I said or in what I did? I do not hate
Communists. That is not what T said. But the hon. Member
Mr. Adityan is noted for accuracy !’ (Lavghter.)

Sri T. PRAKASAM :—'* The Hon. the Leader of the House
said that the Communists were his enemy No. 1. That one state-
ment is enough.”’

* P HoN. Srt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI:—“1 stand by
that. Having said that Communists are my enemy No. 1 and 1
am their enemy No. 1, T have no hatred in my mind towards
them. In fact, the Leaders of the Communist Party were there
when 1 made that statement. If any one could see their faces
or understand their minds through their gestures or their reactions.

T had no doubt in my mind that there was no feeling of hatred

about it. I was quite frank and I thought that they were ready
for the challenge. That was their attitude and they did not see
any hatred. Unfortunately, Sri Prakasam cannot understand
things outside the field of hatred. It is said that the people want
Communists, that the people like Communists and that my hatred
is not shared by them—let me put it in the Member’s own words.
Now if it be true that the people want Communists, I have said
something which the Opposition should welcome. I say, I am
against Communism. Why then should there be ‘any nervousness
about it? If that brings the country down against me, I can
be dismissed in no time, which is the object of the Opposition.
But, Sir, I know exactly what it means. They want only to make
further propaganda. What I said was a plain matter of fact
statement of my policy and my view. But the Opposition wants
to make out to the people that Communism is good. By all means
try to make it out, but it ‘cannot be made out by simply saying
that all the people are with the Communists. You will have to
make out to the people that Communism is good before you can
say that all the people are with Communists and that, therefore,
the Chief Minister who is sitting here for fighting Communism
should be sent away. It is possible; it may happen. I do not
want it and yet if it happens, I go out and let the Communists
-rule the country. TLwet them rule and let people be happy. I do
not mind. But if the people do not want it as I gather that they
do not ‘want, then why should Sri Adityan be nervous about my
plain statement, inviting the wrath of the country against me?

8-16
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- If that would invite the wrath of the entire country against me,
why .should Mr. Adityan reply to it in the Legislative Council?
. 1 am done for.in the country and there should be an end.of the
matter. Well, Sir, it is all propaganda. I have no objection to
propaganda, but I must expose that propaganda. That is all.

" I myself want a dictatorship of the working classes, but in
a different sense. Nobody should dictate and oppress and take
charge of everything and liquidate other sections. 1 want every-
body to become a workman. I want everyone to belong to the
working class and that is the kind of dictatorship that T want. Let
us make everybody work and let everybody work honesily and
well. Then that means that all are workers. Then there is no
objection to the dictatorship of the working classes. Sri Adityan
does not belong to the working classes.”” (Laughter. ]

Srr 8. B. ADITYAN :—“ I am a working-class man.”

* THE Hon. Skt (. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* My, Adityan’s
political history is well-known to me though it is not known to
all people here. (Liaughter.) It does not matter. I also work 18
houvrs a day, if I may say so. But there are all kinds of work—
work in which there is a joy in itself and work which is unpleasant,
which is hard, and which is tedious. Work which is pleasant in
itself pays its own wages though you may call it work. I want
everybody to share in all the unpleasant works of the country and
bear them in proportion, and if by licence or by permission, other
people have towork in a different capacity, let them work. If all
India begins to work like that and if all Madras begins to work
like that, I have no doubt that ovr finances will bear all the burden
necessary for the Government. Tt is because people do not work
that our national income is.small, our administration is heavy,
our resources are insufficient and you have a long catalogue of
grievances which any political party can raake use of against any
other political party which is in power. The moment Sri Adityan
sits here, I can bring a longer catalogue of grievances and if I

want to bamboozle people, it can he done. Sri Rajeswara Rao has

ruled a certain part of the country by certain methods brt it would
not do in a democracy. - Sir, T ask the House to reject the amend-
ments and adopt the original motion.”’ »

_Srr M. SITARAMA DASS :-—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, T have an
opportunity to speak by way of right of veply. But I do not want
to_say anything more when Rajaji has given a good reply.. There-
fore,, I request the hon. Members to accept my Motion unani-
mously.””

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—* The ‘Motion and all the amendments.

are'before the Housé. Now I will take up the amendments one by

ore.” Ts Sri 8, B. Adityan withdrawing his amendment or is he .

pressing it2.* - 0 - ‘ |
SRIS ‘B. AUITYA}N;}___:“‘I.QW not withdrawing my, amend:
ment, Sir."” i)
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Mr. CHAIRMAN :—" Is any other hon. Member, wlio has
moved an amendment. withdrawing his amendment? (After a -
pause.) As no hon. Member is withdrawing his amendment, I
shall put the amendments to the vote of the House one by one.

The question 15—

“ Add the following at the end :— ( oo
““ but regret that your GGovernment have failed to indicate
any effective steps to alleviate the hunger, misery, distress and
unemployment affecting the majority of the people of this State."”’
(8ri 8. B. Adityan.) ’ "
The amendment was lost.

Mir. CHATRMAN :—'“ As the hon. Member, Sri Alexander
Gnanamuttu, 1s not in his seat, his amendment is deemed to havg
been withdrawn. I will put the next amendment to the vote of

the House. The question is— -

‘ Add the following at the end :— :
“but regrvet to note that Your lixcellency has not been
advised by the Council of Ministers.on the following urgent and
vital problems that are confronting the people of the State:— -

(i) Educational reforins so very important for the build-

ing of a sound society; and adoption of common scales of pay and
gervice conditions of teachers working nnder various managements
in the State: , .
(i1) miserable plight of teachers, N.G.Os. and other
menial services that play an important role in the efficient running
of the administration and the measvres that ave going to be adopted
for raising their economic. political and social status: -

(iii) guarantee of fuundumnental rights to all the services
and repeal of all such G.Os. and circulars that are contrary to
provisions of the New Constitution as is heing agitated and demand-
ed by several teachers’ and N.G.0O. organisations of the State;
and ) ' :

(iv) appalling conditions that are prevailing in the schools
to-day as a result of inadequacy of staff and accoinmodation,
enhanced school fees, unguitable text-books and the remedies for
redressal 7’.  (Sri 8. Ramakrishnaiah.) * .

The amendment was lost.

"Mr., CHATRMAN :—*“ The question is-—
“Add the following at the end :— o
*“ but regret thiat nothing hus been said about the steps
intended to be taken to raise the pay and status of the starving
{eachers of this State ', (Sri (. Krishnamurthi.)®

The amendment was lost.
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.. Mr. CHAIRMAN :—** The question is—
“'Add the following at the end :—

e C . .
““ but regret to express our entire dissatisfaction that yom
Government have failed— ‘ ) o

. (1) to uphold the principles of democratic system of
Government ; )

‘ (ii) to envisage the policies and programmes for the
amehoration of the common man of rral aress and for the develep-
ment of the State; and

. (ii1) to take any steps whatsoever for bringing pressure
on tlle”bentrgl Government for the early formation of Lingmstic
States.”” (Sri P. Seetharamayya.) ’ '

The amendment was lost.

Mg. CHAIRMAN :—** The question is—
‘ Add the following at the end :—

~ ““Dbut regret to find that Your Iixcellency’s Council of

Ministers does not propose to introduce any legislation upon vital

- problems affecting the people of this State and providing them

with adequate food, clothing, shelter and employment.””  (Sri V.
Gurunandan Row.) ' "’

The amendment was lost.

Mg. CHAIRMAN :—** The question is—
* Add the following at the end :—
“ but regret to note with disappointment—

(1) that no steps have been proposed regarding the ade-
quate protection of the Iundamental Rights of the citizens
guaranteed in the Constitution of Tndia and for putting a stop to
* the repressive meastres and the cartailment of Civil Liberties such
as bgnnmg of meetings and processions, arresting and jailing of
public workers using of repressive machinery against workers,
peasants and other sections of people struggling for the redressal of
their just grievances, in the name of law and order; .

(i) that no steps have been proposed to put a stop to
the grabbing of the lands of the peasants and public and banjar
I:mds., ete,, by the Zamindars and their utilizing dubious methods
for circumventing the provisions of the enactment for the abolition
of Zamindaries; . .

_ (iii) that no steps have been proposed to protect the
present rights of the peasants in the inams and to put an end to
the inhuman exploitation of the peasants by the big inamdars once
for all;

_(iv) that no steps have been proposed for the redressal
of the grievances of the peasants in the matter of procurement of
the foodgrains and {or the adequate supply of the foodgrains to the
consumers at rates within their reach; '
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, (v) that the measures proposed to deal with the famine
conditions in Rayalaseema and parts of other districts do not touch
even the fringe of the problem and that no steps such as construc-
tion of major irrigation projects are proposed for the eradication
of the problem of famines in the State once for all;

(vi) that no steps have been proposed for the solution of
the urgent and vital problems of the workers and middle-class
employees such as unemployment, high prices, low wages and
salaries, etc.;

(vii) that no steps have been proposed for the m-eetin‘g

. of the just and minimum demands of the agricultural labourers
- and Harijans such as adequate wages, free house-sites, granting of

banjar lands for cultivation, and strict implementation of the enact-

“ment for the removal of the disabilities of the Harijans passed by

the Madras Legislature; and

(viii) that no concrete steps have been proposed to pro-
tect the rights of minorities, especially the Mushims.”” (Sri C.
Rajeswara Rao.)* "’ .

The amendment was lost.

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*‘ The question is—
¢ Add the following at the end :—

““ but regret to note that Your Ixcellency should have
‘failed to inform the Legislature of the causes of its summons in so
far as they relate to the entire period of the Session; and this House
expresses its surprise and concern that Your Excellency should
have postponed a clear indication of the contemplated legislative
policies of your Government regarding several matters of vital and
immediate interest such as food shortage, famine, land reform,
prohibition, and the like.”” (Sri B. V. Subrahmanyam.)’ !

The amendment was lost.

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—* I will put the main Motion to the vote
of the House. The question is—

‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Ixcellency

the Governor that the Members of the Madras Legislative Council
thank His Excellency for the Address delivered to the Members

of the Legislature on the 6th of May.” "’

The motion was declared carried. Sri 8. B. Adityan demanded
a poll. The division bell was rung.

Srt M. P. GOVINDA MENON :—** On a point of order, Sir.

One hon. Member is moving from one place to another.”

Mz. CHATRMAN :—* He is looking for his seat.”
C—7
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The House divided as follows ;:—

1 The Hon. Sri C. Rajagopalachari.
2 Sri N. Ranga Reddi. ,
3 ,, A. M. Allapichai.
4 ,, C. Perumalsami Reddi.
& Dr. S. Muthulakshmi Redj.
6 Srimathi R. S. Subbulakshmi Ammal
7 ,, 8. Manjubhashiai.
8 Sri R. Nathamuni Reddy.
9 The Hon. Dr. M. V. Krishna Rao.
10 Dr. C. Nathamuni Naidu.
11 8ri 8. 0. 8. P. Odayappa.
12 ,. T.M., Daivasikhamani Achariar,
,, M. Ethirajulu.
14 ,, G. Venkatachalam.
V. Rangasami Na‘du.
16 , M., Sitharama Dass.
17 ,, M. P. Sivagnana Gramany.
18 ,, 8. P. Sivasubramanya Nadar.
19 ,, R. Venkatasubba Rao Chow-

ary.
20 ,, G. Venkata Reddi.
21 ,, D. Venkata Rao.

Ayes.

22 8ri K. P. Yagneswara Sarmn.
23 ,, 8.Chengalraya Chetty.
24 |, T.G.Krishnamurthi.
25 ,, N.Annamalai Pillai.
26 ,, T.J.M. Wilson.
27. ,, M. Satyanarayana.
28 Janab Mahomed Usman.
29 8ri V. Bashyam Ayyangur. -
30 ,, . T. Purushothama Mudaliar.
31, P.N. Marthand .m Pillai.
32 V. R. Ranganathan.
33 ,, V.Ramakrishna.
34 |, E.H. Parameswaran.
35 , M. Harischandra Prasad.
36 ,, Pendyala Sree Ramachandra
Venkata Krishna Ranga Rao,
37 ,, R.Govindarajuu Naidu.
38 ,, K. Balasubramanya Ayyar.
39 ,; N. Nallasenapathi Sarkarai
Mandradiar. .
40 ,, A. Subramaniyam.
41 Srimathi J. Sitamahalakshmi.
42 Mrs. M. N. Clubwala.

Noes,

Sri (i, Krishnamurthi.

5» C. Rajeswara Rao.

» B.V, Bubrahmanyam.
»» V.Gurunandan Row,
», 'T. Prakasam.
8. B. Adityan.

OO QI NS

Ayes 42;
The motion was carried.

7 Sri V. Chakkarai Chetty.

8 ,, M.P. Govinda Menon.

9 ,, 8. Ramakrishniah. ~
10 Janab Syed Mahaboob.,
1} Sri P. Seetharamayya.

Noes 11.

V.—MOTION FOR ADMONITION TO A MEMBER FOR BREACH OF
- PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE.
3-30 Mg. CHAIRMAN :— The next item on the Agenda is the
p.m. Motion given notice of by the Hon. Sri C. Rajagopalachari.”

* THE Hon. Sm1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—** Mr. Chair-
~man, Sir, I have to fulfil an unpleasant task. It gives me no
Pleasure to make the Motion that I have given notice of. Sir, one
bas to do many things and sometimes unpleasant tasks form one’s
duty. The Motion that I have given notice of reads as follows :—

¢ Whereas on the sixth day of May
bled together for the purposs of listening

1922, when the two Ho 1ses had assem-
to the Address of His Excellency the

Govaz.-nor under Art.icle 176 (1) of the Constitution the hon. Member, Sri T. Praka.
sam, in dehbemte dlsrqgan.i of all consitutional proprieties, rose and interrupted
the prozeedings by delivering a speoch questioning the competence of His Excel.

lency to address the Houses and casting
of this State ;

reflections on his conduct as Governor

And whereas by such indecorous a1d disorderly conduet, the hon. Member

committed a breach of the privileges of this House and was guilty of a grave

contermnpt ;

T

Now, thereforz, this House hereby administers a stern admonition to the -

hon. Member {or his miscondu:t.’

** Bir, it would not be necessary . . .”
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Ser T. PRAKASAM ;—*‘ Sir, I rise on a point of order.” This
resolution cannot be moved before this House as it is constituted
to-day. The resolution refers to what was said before a Joint
House consisting of this House and the Assembly. It was on that
occasion that the Governor came there and a point of order was
raised by me. I am submitting therefore that this resolution must
be brought before the Joint House, in the same manner as the
point of order was raised by me before a Joint House. It is a
matter of ordinary commonsense—leave- aside all constitutional
positions, jurisdiction, law points and technicalities—that this
matter should come up before a Joint House. I submit that it is
really an insult to the very Governor for whose sake the Leader”
of the House seems to have made this motion. As I said already,
the Joint House to which the Governor delivered his Address,
consisted of the Members of this House and also the Members of
the Assembly. In the fitness of things, this resolution ought to
have been brought before a Joint House. Instead of doing that,
the Leader of the House has considered it fit to bring this resolu-
tion before this House, because he perhaps felt that the House as
it is constituted to-day was in his favour, and would vote in his
favour. No such presumption should be made by the Leader of
the House, whatever might be the composition of this House. No
such presumption should be made even by me a person wha is
afected by thig resolution. This House has come into existence
under the charter of the Constitution which says that this House
hag got certain duties to fulfil. It is in connection with the
discharge of those duties that you became the Chairman of this
House and you are in charge of this House conducting the proceed-
ings day-to-day. So far as this matter is concerned, it cannot be
placed before this House and we cannot ask for the opinion of this
House alone. I should have expected the Hon. Leader of the
House to concede this much, namely, that it is not proper to break
up the Joint House in this manner. It is before the Joint House
consisting of the Members of this House and the Assembly, that
t}-.p so-called offence—if it is an offence at all and I will come to
tiht point later and deal with it separately and prove that if is no
offence at all—is said to have been committed by me. Therefore,
T submit that we cannot proceed one step further with regard to
this resolution and ask the Members of this House to vote sepa-
rately on the propriety or impropriety, decency or indecency on
the part of the offender in question. The Teader of the House
must, in fairness; admit that this House has got a separate exist-
ence under the Constitution. He must examine the provisions of
the Constifution and see what powers this House possesses, and
what powers this House can exercise in matters of this nature.
You can discharge your duties as Chairman of the House and do
certain things only according to the Articles of the Coustitution
relating to this House. Sir, you cannot put into this House a new
life or a'new power that does not exist and that will not be given
under the Constitution. The Constitution has made a distinction
befween the Assembly and this Council. The Assembly is the
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real governing body. All the Money Bills have first to be intro-

- duced in the Assembly and no Money Bill can be introduced by

. any one of the Members or any one of the Ministers in this House.

It will thus be seen that even under the Constitution, this House
has been dealt with in an altogether different manner from the
other House. Just as a man cannot be brought before a Court of
Law for contempt of Court unless it is also a Court of Record,
this matter relating to an offence said to have been committed by
a Member before a Joint House cannot be brought before this
House. This House has no power to consider the present motion.
Such serious matters like, discipline, censure, etc., cannot be con-
sidered by this House unless it possesses the power of a Court of
Record on judicial matters. Unless it is a Court of Record, no
man can be taken before that Court on the ground that he has
committed the offence of contempt of Court.

““ Tn this connexion, I wouid like to refer to an ocecasion when
I was myself subject to contempt proceedings. There was a Court

_ presided over by a Judge of the High Court and two other gentle-

3-45
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men. All the three were conducting a case which related to
contempt of Court alleged to have been committed by me as editor
and proprietor of a newspaper.

‘1 was called upon at the instance of my esteemed friend,
Mr. A. Ramaswami Mudaliar, to explain my conduct before a
Court. He called the attention of the Court and said: ‘ Look
here, by writing these matters in his paper Swarajya he has com-
mitted an act which amounts to contempt of Court ’. He referred
to the comments I wrote in my paper on the proceedings of the
Court. Mr. Ramaswami Mudaliar is an old friend of mine and
he asked me then why I should not be committed for contempt of
Court. I received a notice to this effect and you know, Sir, what

I wrote back on the back of the notice itself? I wrote, ¢ I refuse -

to appear before the Court’. The matter came up before the
Court. Then, Mr. T. R. Venkatarama Sastri, who is now reputed
for his statement in connexion with the Governor’s Address ar .
my walk-out, was the Advocate-General and the Judges of ti.f
Court asked him: ‘ Well, Mr. Prakasam has refused to appear
before us; what have you got to say?’ Honest man, that Mr.
T. R. Venkatarama Sastri was, at that time (laughter), he gave
the opinion : ‘ T am not prepared to say anything off-hand. T was
not prepared for this point. Give me time’. A fortnight’s time
was given to him during which period he examined the papers,
records and precedents. He finally found that T was right, came
to the Court and said : * Well, Mr. Prakasam is right in refusing
to appear before this Court because it is not a Court of Record.
It is only a Court of Record that can try a person for contempt of
Court ’.  Therefore, Sir, this House should not be called upon to
decide whether I have committed any offence or any irregularity
in conduct. We must go into the very root of the matter and T
hope the Leader of the House will realize the fact.
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“ He said, Sir, that it was his painful duty to move this
Resolution. 1 say nothing of the sort. It is no painful duty either
for him or for me. I am not afraid of this. . Even if I am shot 1
am prepared. The Government have the power of shooting people.
They have the power to shoot at sight. That is why the Com-
munists have come on the top. That is why Mr. Adityan and I
have come to occupy these benches here. In this country, free
shooting was going on. ‘If a man says he is a Communist, shoot
him ’—that is the rule now.”’

Sr1 V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—** Shoot him in jail also.”

Sri1 T. PRAKASAM :—** It is nothing if you are put in jail.
But you cannot shoot any one. Many persons have been taken
away from their homes. They have not returned to their homes
yet. Their children and their families coraplained to me, as I was
travelling in the train, about these matters.”” (Interruption from
the Treasury Bench.)

Sr1 8. B. ADITYAN :—*“ The accused is on trial. I do not
think anyone can interrupt him while speaking.’’

Sr1 T. PRAKASAM :—*“ I am not on my trial. (Laughter.)
I wish I could be on my trial. I wish I could be on trial—
prosecuted and accused. There is nothing of the sort here. There
he is and here T am. A point of jurisdiction I am raising before
the House and I say that this House cannot be called upon to go
into this motion. I hope my Friend, Mr. Rajagopalachari will not
pursue this.”’

Sri 8. B. ADITYAN :—* This is not a Court of Honour.”

* Tug Hon. Srt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* Mr. Chair-
man, Sir, I want to say a word about the point of order raised. If
the Chairman after hearing me is in doubt and if he is willing to
hear the opinions of other hon. Members here upon this subject
before giving a ruling, then it is a different matter. The short
point raised is a point of order and if I am permitted by Mr. Adityan
w thout interruption to reply to that point, I would say . . .
(Q_}Q 8. B. Adityan: ¢ This is not a Court of Honour.”) It looks
as though this Is a general debate and not a point of order. 1 am
afraid, Sir, T should seek your help.”’

Spr V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—* May I interrupt, Sir?
On this matter Mr. -Adityan and other I'riends who have studied
these questions, want to place before you the position according to
their light. The Leader of the House should not take advantage

_of a point of order and do all the speaking himself. Tet every-

body speak. T.et everybody come forward to give evidence. There
should be no objection.”

Tue HoN. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—“ 1 am entirely
in the Lands of the Chairman.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—** The Hon. the Leader of the House
may now speak.” S
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* 8r1 V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—* Is it that when the

Leader of the House is on his legs nobody else shounld speak or -

question him? Only when the Chair is on its legs, none else can
stand. If the Leader of the House also has the same right, we
will not then interrupt him.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*“ I have permitted him to speak and I
do not want any hon. Member to interrupt the Hon. the Leader
of the House.”’

* Tug Hown. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :(—“ The point
which I have to answer before anything else is done is a point
of order raised by an hon. Member that this House has no
jurisdiction to take up this matter. The plausible case cited by
Mr. Prakasam is this. He says that, as in a contempt case, the
Court that treats a particular piece of conduct as contempt has
Jurisdiction to try that case and not any other Court here also,
only before a joint assemblage of the two Houses of Legislature
can I bring up this Motion. He said: ‘The two Houses of
Legislature were assembled together which the Governor was
to address and the joint assemblage was to listen to that address.
The substance of the Motion before the House is that something
took place then which amounted to disorderly conduct, discourteous
behaviour and the like and-therefore that joint assembly alone has
the right to listen to any story about it or any complaint about it
and not this House.” Sir, the point is a short and understandable
one. The only question is whether it is right or wrong that so
and so should have done so. I submit that the objection is mis-
conceived for this reason. This House as well as the Legislative
Assembly has the privileges of Parliament in this respect under
Article 194 of the Constitution.”

Ser 8. B. ADITYAN :—* This does not apply here.”’

*Tae Hon. Srr C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* Will you
kindly let me proceed? The hon. Member wants to shut ort
others. He cannot interrupt always, and there must be decort 1
and a certain amount of order in the proceedings of this Hot's,
If the Chairman desires elucidation, he will certainly ask the hon.
Member to speak. You will now see, Sir, that under Article 194
of the Constitution, this House as well as the Legislative Assembly
—both the Houses of Legislature or either House of Legislature—
has privileges which are well recognized as privileges in the Houses
of Parliament, and breach of these privileges or any of these will
be a subject matter for them to consider and take steps about.
Bach one of the Houses has that right. According to the
Constitution, the two Houses that make up the Parliament, the
House of the People and the Council of States, have individually
the same rights. So also, the Council here and the Legislative
Assembly here have—eéach one of them—the same rights and
privileges, as the House of Commons in England, until they are
defined by the Legislature by law.

:‘ th.] ;‘vv
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. ““ The next question is whether the misconduct that we refer
to in this Motion should be taken as falling under what may be
described as a breach of privilege, and if so, whether it should be
taken notice of by this House. Now, if any Member of this
House does anything which amounts to‘mlsconduct—.-the question
of fact is different and 1 am not going into the merits of it—and
if he is found guilty of a breach of privilege, this House has full
competence to protect itself by admonition or censure or otherwise
by imposing a penalty on the Member . . . -

Sr1 8. B. ADITYAN :—“ For actions committed In this
House.”’

* Tug HoN. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :——’“ No, please.
Tt is not at all so. It would be a kind of layman’s law. What
1 wish to say is that every Member is bound to act In accordance
with the decorum prescribed and therefore if any Member goei‘
anything which is not right and which amounts to a breacA )
privilege, this House has jurisdiction over that Member. st'a
matter of fact, the assemblage that was referred to does ?Ot consti-
tute itself into a separate House. (Sri S. B. Adityan: It does.”)
Please think along with me. But do not shout along with nfxe.‘
(Laughter.) There are two Houses assembled together for
performing a particular function, namely, to listen to the Ad(}ress
of the Governor. Any misconduct anywhere, including that p alie,
is  misconduct and if it amounts to a bregch _of anﬂegela,d.,vze
particular House whose privilege has been violated is entltfe L c;
take it up. It has jurisdiction over one who is a Member of tha

House. . ‘ ‘ )
““ The question now is whether this misconduct should de
limited to misconduct within the precincts of this Hou:se. ‘1th'0
not think that a breach of privilege is limited to misconduct wi thl'll
this House. Fven if I commit a_breach.ot privilege outbs.lde1 is
House I am liable to answer for it here if I am a MerPler %ere.
As a Member I am answerable to this House only.- Therefore,
Mr. Prakasam, who has acted In a particular mam;er 1in.
(Interruption by Sri V. Chakkarai Chetty.) I amdno ippea ymgt
» > you but to the Chair to rule out the point of or elr. tan‘;e. 1
Leginvincing you. This is a point of order, which I have to repty

]
~ gr1 V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—** Why do you get angry? "’

:—*1 am not
* Tug Hon. Srr C. RAJAGOPALACHARI:
! Neither do I hate you. (Laughter.) I am not by &I}l)y
But I do not wish to permit myself to be
T am submitting to the Chairman
e point raised whether this

angry at all.
means angry. '
interrupted. That is nc;t anger. o
ry simple answer to a very sSimple 2
?{Zssz has jurisdiction to enquire into a breach of Ir)iru}/::e%g
committed elsewhere. They say this House has 'nﬁt Vgigew o
admonish a Member, whereas T say that it 1s not atxlv]g b view o
the case. Article 194 confers certain privileges on .lns on:O o
general terms. There is also mention about the privileges enjoy
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by the House of Commons which we also enjoy. This House has,
therefore, a right to restore good conduct among its Members if
any Mewmber has misbehaved. This House has the right to call
upon him to express regret and to admonish him. The misconduct
may be here, it may be in the lobby; or it may be in the other
House at a joint session. I go further and say that the two
Houses were assembled together there and, therefore, any mis-
conduct that took place—misconduct in the presence of the other
Members including the Chairman of this House who was there
along with the Members of the other House and its Speaker—
should form a subject-matter of enquiry in the ‘appropriate House.

Therefore, there is no point whatsoever in the point of order
raised.”’ : : .

*8r1 S. B. ADITYAN :—¢ Sir, the Motion which has been
brought up before the House is not one which can be discussed
by us. That is my first point. You may call it a question of
Jurisdiction, or you may call it a question of competence. I have
devoted some time in looking into similar cases and the authorities.
Here is a Motion unprecedented in our history. Never before,
In this State, never before in a Legislative Assembly, was such a
Motion brought forward. The only recent case was the case of
Mr. Mudgal against whom a Motion was brought forward in the
Central Legislature for a breach of privilege. It is cntirely
different from the one before the House here. That was g case
of bribery and corruption. Mr. Mudgal was charged with having
received remuneration for duties which he ought not to have done
as Member. There is no case either here or in England wherein
a Member was hauled up for interruption or disorderly conduct.
A Member of the House is different from a stranger and it is only
a stranger that can be hauled up for interruption or disorderly
conduct and not a Member.

¢ Sir, the issue is simple. The speech of Mr. Prakasam in the

Joint Session of the Legislature is alleged, on behalf of the
Government, to be an act of discourtesy and constitutional impro-
priety. But, actually it was not so. It was an exercise of the
constitutional and fundamental right of freedom of speech, ay,
objection to it is sought to be brought in this unprecedented 2194
unheard of way. In fact, it is a new weapon forged for inu
purpose of bringing pressure on the Opposition. But the chatie
is a very serious matter. In case this House finds him guilty, the
punishment is admonition. The admonition is that the hon.
Member, Mr. Prakasam, who is the seniormost Member, will be
asked to stand in his seat and the Chairman will address him and

. administer an admonition and the Member will have to receive

the admonition with howed head. This is the procedure for any
breach’ of privilege, followed in the House of Commons. Sir, this

‘book (showing it to the House) was published by the Superinten-

dent, Government Press, Government of Madras. Tt is surprising
that the Hon. the Leader of the House has not seen this book."
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Tue Hon. Srr C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—** I have seen
i’

% Qr1 S. B. ADITYAN :—** If he had seen this, then he was

‘not following the procedure laid down therein. In this book,

‘ Note on the Privileges of the House of Commops of the Parlia-
ment of the United Kingdom ’ the punishment for the breach of
privilege is— :

ivi i i 1t infli . mbers.
¢ IUI. Breaches of privilege-—(iv) Punishmeut inflicted on M. 1 .
In many cases of vreach, arepr.mand or udmonition by the dpeaker, admini.

* stered to the offend;ng membver standing in his piace 15 dested sufticient.,

Sir, to a politician, even if he is chargd weith murder, it will not
be so serious as this. This charge, if proved, is ?J.pub.hc shame
and in a matter of serious charge as this, the Opposition is entitled
to take all the advantages of the procedure and to insist that the
procedure laid down by the rules of this House and by Law should
be strictly enforced. There is no precedent in India for a case of
breach of privilege and contempt in recent times except the

_ Mudgal case, but there also it was for an offence of a different

nature.

““ Then, Sir, on the point of jurisdiction, the speech complained
of was made in the Joint Session. The speech was not made us

_a Member of this House, but as a Member of the Joint Session—-

and I will quote authonties soon. Our Constitution is different
from the British Constitution. Under the British Constitution.
it is only the House of Lords which sits in session when there is
King's Address. The Members of the House of Commons and the
Speaker are merely asked to go to the House of Lords to listen.
Tt is not a Joint Sitting. Whereas in our Constitution, there are
three different entities, the Legislative Assembly, the Legislative
Council and the Legislature, that is, the Joint Session comprising
the Members of both the Houses. Article 176 (1) reads—

» firet sossion after each general election
to the‘1127:}81(;1)».'{1&:;g:szmw:?én;:?]?: (t:gmﬁ-.encement of the ﬁ::stgsgssion of estt‘ch
year, he Governor slall address the Legislative Assembly or, in the c(:iisg ;‘J <
State hav ng a Legislative Coune I, both Hous'es assembled tegether and inform
the Legislature of the causes of its suu mons.

In this motion it is sought to be made out as though the hou.
Members are being called merely for the purpose of listening, as
though it is not a sitting, as though it is not a separate entity Izy
itself and as thotgh the Members assembled are not there to
regulate the procedure and control the proc?edmg_s. The wording
is clear, ¢ both Hotses assembled together. It is not as though
- the Members in their individual capacity are heing called for the
~ purpose of listening to the Address of His Excellency the ‘Goverrf\or.
Tt is a sitting. Sir, in the actual wording of the HIOtI?D b; ore
the House, the word ° listening * s very cunningly p}.t. 1§1 13
made to appear as though-the individual Members are ‘gsiml et
only to listen as in the case of the House of Commons. . ql, d1e€e
in this State, it is a sitting and the joint session Is entitled to

C—R
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control its proceedings. Here, the rules regulate the procedure of
the House. Article 176 (2) reads—
*176 (2) D'r vision shull be made by the rules regulating the procedure ot

the House or e.ther Houso for the atlotment of tune tor d.scussi0n of t}. matters
reterred to in ~uch address. ’

Then, Sir, Rule 4 of the Madras Council Rules says :

‘4 (1) On the day appoint-d by the Governor for the commencenient and
bolding o1 & session o1 the Legilature (not berng a new Legisluture) and in
case ot a new Legslature at the tirst sitiing of tue Legslature. . v
Therefore, Sir, the Members are attending the Joint Session hot
merely for listening, but to sit and conduct * a sitting ’

** Therefore, Sir, my submission is that the control of the
procedure 1s vested in the Joint House. 1t may be that the correct
procedure 1s that the Joint House should elect a President, but that
was not done, and my opinion.is that ought to have been done.
Anyway, the control of the debate is vested in the hon. Members
of the Assembly and the Councii, in a Joint Session. We have
got to remember that, so far as the Assembly is concerned, all the

Members are elected and they are more numerous. It is very

wrong for us sitting in the Legislative Council consisting as we
do, of Members who have come through indirect elections and
through nomination, to consider this question. This House 18
not competent to question what was done by that larger body.

*“ 8ir, what 1s to-day compluined of was done in the presence
of the Leader of the House. What is it that prevented the Hon.
the Chief Minister from raising an objection there? What
prevented the other Hon. Ministers who were assembled there, from
raising their voices of protest if they found anything disorderly?
Even His Excellency the Governor did not raise any objection.
What were the 375 Members doing? The speech in question was
permitted by them all. In fact, if my information 1s correct,
certamn chits were passed in which the Governor mentioned that it
might be permitted. I am_ asking, Sir, who are we to haul up
an hon. Member here for what he said in the Joint Session?
Supposing for the moment we administer an admonition to. the
hon. Member finding him guilty of the charge which has been
brought before the House and supposing in the next Joint Session
which is going to be held in June, a Member in that Joint Session
brings in a motion for the breach of privilege and coutempt of that
larger House, saying,.‘ here is a Member of this Joint Sessw‘n
who exercised his right of freedom of speech by delivering a speech
.in the Joint Session and who has been found fault with and haukc:
up in the Upper House for the exercise of his rights in the Jomi
Session ’, what answer could we give? Will it not be a breach
privilege of the Joint House for us here to question the fr'eedon‘x of
speech expressed in the other House? As a Joint Session, that
hody has its own privileges, and control and conduct of proceedings.

** Sir, there is one other very strong reason whv this House
has no jurisdiction. We have our own rules which have been
framed long ago ~nd which regulate the conduct of the Members
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of this House. A certain procedure is definitely laid down in our
rules which by implication excludes othier procedures. Rule 70
says— . ‘
* I'he Chairman shall pregerve order and have all powcrs nceessary for the
purpose ot enforcing the rules and preventing d.scrder.’ )
There are definite rules for every House. In this connection, 1
may be permitted to mention the Madurai Muunicipal Council case
wherein the High Court delivered judgmient only last week that the
rules obtaining there should be strictly and literally followed, and
there 1s no other way of taking disciplinary action against a
Member. ‘
* Bir, here we have got a definite rule. Rule 72 of the Madras
Council Rules says—

¢ The Chairman may direct any member whose conduct 15 in his opinion
grossly disorderly to withiraw 1nmediately from tue House, and any memter so
ordered to witndraw shali do so forthw.th and absent hims.If during the re namn-
der of the day’s meeung. If any member s ordered to withdraw a second
time in the same s2s:ion, tho Chawman may direct the member to absent himsolf
from the mcetings of t .e Coun: il for any period not ton_ey than the remainder of
the sess on, and the member so d.rezte.l shall ab:ent hinvs If nocordingly. If such
member refuses to withdraw, the Cha.aman muy order his removal by
force.’
The procedure laid down by the rule is as follows: Tirst of all,
the Chairman draws the attention of the House to the conduct of
a Member. Secondly, after having called the aitention of the
House to the conduct of the Member, he directs the Member to
withdraw from the House. Thirdly, if that Member is ordered
to withdraw a second time in the same session, the Chairman
directs the Member to absent himsell from the meetings of the
Council ”

MR. CHAIRMAN :—* What has this rule to do with the

motion before the House? ’’

“ 8Brr 8. B. ADITYAN :—‘‘ Having a definite set of rules for
the conduct of our business, it 1s not for us to go beyond those rules
and apply another set of rules applicable to the House of
Commons. We have got these fixed, definite rules which have
heen in force for a considerable time.

“* It has been definitely held that the House cannot enlarge
its privileges through a resolution of this House.. In this connec-
tion, I should like to invite the attention of the House to the
useful hand-book, ‘ Note on the Privileges of the House of
Commons of the Parliament of the United Kingdom ’ published
by the Superintendent, Government Press, Madras. On page 1
of that Hand-book, you will see that this principle is laid down,
viz., that the privileges of the House cannot be eularged by any
resolution or motion brought by the Hon. T.ieader of the House
before this House. 1t savs— : SR

" ‘In 1704 at a joint coferrneo.of the Lords and Comimons i wags rogolved,

That noither House of Parliament has anv power hy anv vote or 'eclaration to
create to themecelves new privileges not warranted by the known laws and customa
of Parliament **.’

4-16
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What are the known laws and customs of this House, we know.
Then 1t says—

‘ In practice the Houso insists upon no more than the bare minimum of
its rights necessary to uphold uts proper dignity and efliciency.’

“ Sir, reference was also made to Article 194 of the Constitu-
tion in support of eniarging the powers of this House. I request
you to read a little more carefully and you will see that it provides
oniy for cases which will not be covered by the rules. Article
194 (1) says—

¢ Subject to the provisions of this Con titution and to the rules and stand-
ing orders regulating the proe dure of the Lig.slature, thore shall be treedom of
speech iu ths Loagtsl.ture of every State.’

So, there shall be freedom of speech in the Legislature. 1t does
not mean the Legislative Assembly. It does mnot wean the
Legislative Council. It means that even in the * Legislature
which means the joint session of both Houses, there shall be
freedom of speech. You cannot go out of the Censtitution. . And
you cannot go outside the rules, and standing orders regulating
the procedure. The Article says, there shall be freedom of speech.
Therefore, you cannot import the custorn and procedure of the
House of Commons. What does Article 194 (3) say? Tt says—

‘In other resp ets the powers, privileges and immunit es of a House ol the
Logi lature of a State and of the members and the committees of a House of such
Legisinture, 8 all be such as may frum time to time be defined by Legislature by
law, and until o defined. . . -’

Even this is a termaporary provision. So, my submission Is that
we are governed by a definite set of rules regarding all discipli-
nary proceedings. Sir, our leader, Mr. Prakasam, has been
accused of a very grave charge and we claim and we are bound to
insist, that the procedure of this House must be strictly followed
and if there is loophole in the procedure, the benefit should be
- given to Mr. Prakasam. Article 194 (1) and (3) will apply only in
cases where there are no definite set of rules. You cannot, go
outside these rules and the kind of privilege which has been
claimed in the wotion does not exist. It is entirely out of the
jurisdiction of this Honourable. House to go and enquire as to what
happened in the joint session of the Legislature which, as I told
you already, is a separate.entity. So, I consider this motion is
out of order.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*“ 1T do not want any more speeches on
the point of order. T.et me give my ruling on the point of order.
The position appears to me to be perfectly clear. The wotion
refers to the conduct of a Member of this House at the joint
session of the two Houses. According to the Rules, this House is
competent to take note of the same. Now, it is only for the
House to decide whether the hon. Member committed a breach of
privilege of the House or not and whether disorderly conduct was
" eommitted by the hon. Member.”’

o Ser V. 'f'}URUNANDAN ROW :—*“On a point of order,
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*THe Hon. Sm €. RAJAGOPALACHARI:—'* Mr.
Chairman, Sir, when I began to speak, I was interrupted by
Sri T. Prakasam on a point of order. ‘T'hen I had only just read the
motion. If the point of order is first settled and I am to proceed,
I have to support the motion. 1If, of course, any other point of
order is raised, it becomes a different matter and I will not object
to it. Since the discussion began and is going on in a desultory
way, I only want to make it clear that I have not yet supported
the motion.”

*8rt V. GURUNANDAN ROW :—‘ Mr. Chairman, Sir,
the motion before the House is out of order because this House
has no jurisdiction to enforce any breach of its privileges. Sir.
the history of privileges of the Parliament in Kngland has arisen
out of what is known as the ‘ High Court of Parliament’.
Parliament exercised certain rights which courts exercised and as
a matter of fact, contempt proceedings of the High Court of
Parliament are similar to the contempt proceedings of courts.
As far as our own House is concerned, Article 194 (3) of the
Constitution provides for the privileges of this House. Article
194 (3) says—

¢ In other resp'ec(s. the powers, privilees and immunities of a House of the
Le -ig'ature of Stave, and of the members ar d the ¢ mmittecs of a House of euch
L gislature shall be such a- may from time to t me h defined, by the Legislature
by law and until so defined, shali be thoss of the House o. Commons of the Pur.ia-

ment  of the United Ki gdom, and of it members and commi tees, at the
commencement of this Constitution.’

Sir, apart from these rules and privileges, there are Fundamental
Rights granted to the citizens of India. Certain procedure has
to be followed before any action can be taken against any offender.
In England, for the conternpt of the House, the Speaker can send
a person to jail. But can you do so here? Also, there is the
question whether the Fundamental Rights granted under Articles
21 ang 22 (1) will not be contravened. In this connection, 1
should like to invite your attention to the pamphlet ¢ Note on the
Privileges of the House of Commons of the Parliament of the
United Kingdom ’ published by the Superintendent, Government
Press. At page 12, the note says—

.‘ Article 104 (3) seems to be defective inasmuch as it does not lay down any
sanct’'ons or pun'shments«r p ocedure for dealing with the offenders. In the
absence of such sanctions the power conferred by tha clause srems to be more
imagina'y then real T the Hounse of Commons, different  ways of dealing

with d fferent breaches of privilege ame laid down by long established custom
and tradition.’ .

So, unless a law is made defining the privileges of the House there
is no sanction behind the decision of this House. Mr. Chairman,
you might have heard of the case of Mr. Mistry, Deputy Fditor
of the ‘ Blitz ’, where the difficulty arose as to how the sanctions
for the breach of privilege could be actually enforced. Tt was not
only because the contempt was outside the jurisdiction of the
State (Utter Pradesh) but it was also because it became impossible
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' hich
the exact procedure of the House of Commons W.
o foill(l):: an oﬁ'ende}) shoalg be put in the Tower and 1 understand

o Tower built in Uttar Pradesh.”

they wanted to have a . '
# Qpr V. CHAKKARAY CHETTY :—7They want to build a
cage! "’

* Qpr V. GURUNANDAN ROW :—" 1 think that unless a
law is made defining the privileges of each Iouse, .thl? Ho.usrc;
has no jurisdiction to pass any punishment at all on any perso
because it does not have sanction. T

° is no procedure. A person is being punished wi 1on
obserwllli‘rlxlgr;ny proc%dure at all. 1s there any proYlsmp ma;q;a f:;:ei
person who has been called to defend himself to e.&a‘m‘;ne'r\?l i nfu kre.
or has he got any other rights of an .accuse'd person i dere Omi
Sir, unless a provision which complies with the ; un aTmlep :
Rights is there, nn action under privileges can be taken. 1S 18
my submission on this point.”

;. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :— Sir, 1 wish to raise a
ver? Igtr:ngcpoint. A good deal has been said by the Leader <t)f
the House regarding his freedom from hatred. I want to remﬁrolca e
that statement. I tco do not want to hate him. We all love
him as far as human nature is capable of doing. Apart from t_h'amt,
Sir, I wish to ask this question. On Gth May 1952, at a lomit
weeting of both Houses something s supposed to have happened.
T do not know what really happened. Because you are calling up
Mr. Prakasam to answer a charge, your charge must be authenti-
cated by evidence as to what really happened on that occasxoné
e is supposed to have made a speech. Fave we got a copy @

y | : in the
the speech before us so that we may cxamine for ourselves in ,

context in which that speech was made,'whether that speech was‘
an infringement of the privileges of this House, and wheth};n
there was anything improper or indecorous in the speech that he
made on that occasion? All these are suppositions which the
Leader of the Hours wants us to make in erder to facilitate hira
to pass this vote of censure. This is altogether unprecedented.
As my Friend, Sri V. Gurunandan Row, pomted.out tl}ere is no
procedure that has been laid down so far as this legislature 1s
concerned regarding inquiry into the conduct of any person V:{llo
is supposed to have committed a breach of the privilege of the
House. I was simply astonished when the Leader of the House
said he will take cognizance of anything that may be done even
outside the precincts of this House. Supposing a Member of th1§
House beat his wife. It is altogether a bad thing, although' many
people indulge in that pastime. Do you mean to say, Sir, the
Tieader of the Fouse will come forward with a motion to censure
tke conduct of that Member as being unworthy qf a Member of
this Honourable Legislature. Sir, my point is this that we have
no matetials on which to come to any judgment. T can give you,
Sir, my own version of what happened on that occasion. On
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that occasion, there was no interruption of the si)ecch of the
Governor. My Friend, the Leader of the United Democratic
Frons, rose tp—indeed you must not forget that ne rose up—ana
sa1d, * On a pont of order, 1 wish to draw Your Iixcellency’s atten-
tion to this . . .° We must know all that really took place.
The Governor sat down. If the Governor really thought that it
was an unseemly conduct, he could have asked Mr. Prakasam to
sit down. From the way in which the Governor sat down, I came
to the conclusion that he wanted to hear Mr. Prakasam’s point
of order. It seemed to me to be quite a legitimate thing for
Mr. Prakasam or any other Member t6 have drawn the attention
of His Excellency to something very important that he wanted
to say. -

*“ 8ir, betore | si1t down, L hope you will permit me to put one
more question. Supposing you invite me to your house just as
the Governor invited all of us to the joint session of the Legis-
lature and supposing I wanted to make up my mind to go away
from your house for some reason or other, do yow not think it
would be consistent with iy duty to you and wy respect for you

. that T should explam why I am leaving you? Would it be really

honourable on ruy part if, instead of doing so, I turned my
back upon you and went away? So, my Iriend, Sri Prakasam,
got up on a point of order and said, ¢ This is the reason why I am
leaving the House followed by the Members of the United
Democratic Front.” Taking all these circumstances into consi-
deration, it does not seem to me that this House has the right
to go into a matter like this without having all the facts before it,
and without taking all the circumstances into consideration.
There is no procedure and there is nothing except that resolution
of the Leader of the House and what he is going to say from wuig
own imagination. He is indebted for many of his facts to his
imagination which is a very fertile one. Therefore, Sir, I
impress upon this House that it has a great duty to perform and
if you are going to censure the Leader of a great party in this
C_‘lty and in this State, we will be placing ourselves open to
ridicule. We cannot summon the public for contempt of the privi-
leges of the House. Tf meetings are held all over the State
condemning the action of the Ieader of the House, then the
Leader of the House cannot summon all these lakhs of people that
might assemble at these places. T appeal to this House and the
Leader of the House to ponder over these facts and not to rush to
conclusions in order to vindicate, not the dignity of the Governor,
but to vindicate his own dignity and the unfortunate position in
which he and his friends have been placed.” -

Mr. CHATRMAN :—** T have listened to the further point of
order and I do not see any reason which would make me change
the ruling I have already given. This House is competent to deal
with this matter. T now call upon the Hon. Sri C. Rajagopala- -
chari to speak.” : '
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* St S B. ADITYAN:—' Sir, I do not question your
ruling that this House has jurisdiction bug 1 wish to submut a
further point of order, viz., that this motion as brought forward
is out of order, for another entirely different reason, in that it
may lie against a stranger and not against & Member. T will now
quote authoriies in support of this.”

Tue Hon. Sr1 K. VENKATASWAMY NAIDU :—** 8ir, on a
pomt of order, U would submit that Sri Adityan has already
raised a point of order in which he should have mentioned all his
objections. T do not think 1t 1s open to him to raise a further pomnt
of order after the Chair has given its ruling.”

Srr M. P. GOVINDA MENAN :—*‘ Mr. Chairman, -Sir, on
a point of order, can a person who is not a Member of this House

interfere in this discussion about the privilege of this House? ’ -

. (Laughter.)

* Qg1 8. B. ADITVYAN :—** Sir, this is not a watter to be
langhed at, but a very seriots matter and I ask you, Sir, to pay
concentrated attention to this. My submission is that such a
Motion can be brought only against a stranger and not against a
Member of this Honourable House.”’

Mgr. CHAIRMAN :—*‘ The Motion before the House relates
to the conduct of a particular Member at a joint session of the
Legislature and I have given my ruling that this House 18 perfectly
competent to deal with this. There is no further argument

about it except for the Hon. Sri C. Rajagopalachari to move his |

resolution.”

Srr S. B. ADITYAN anxp Srt M. P. GOVINDA MENON :—
“ Does it mean, Siv. that we cannot for ever raise any more
points of order? >’ (Cries of * order, order ’.)

Srr N. ANNAMALAT PILLAI :—'* Mr. Chairman, Sir, on
a point of order. Q@shE ogrom ey eaaLnr @o2 wrt gGs
246 ST Ay, BIEHE Slaeuson point of order @ erupriNECETsIGL
QB 5516 @55 oo 1 BrEBpsT @a%awt ! Lz S@UEWDTES
amerh SenRng. Jwisst GuaBpssé Calugd it BiaseT (JEGs
ovramipa Qsiamg raB@mih 2 G BLESD  BLaNg.E 6T
sV HEQET oS Hes BIEEET aub8 ha®3mb.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*‘ I have given my final decision. Ther«
will be no further point of order. The Hon. Leader of the House
will now move his motion.”

* Qpr B. V. SUBRAHMANYAM :—*“ Mr. Chairman, Sir,
I want to raise a point of order which has not been raised by any
other hon. Member, and which goes to the root of the matter. T
request you, Sir, not to rule it out of order, as each one of the
rulings given by you applies to the particular point of order raised
and not to all points of order irrespective of their having been
raised or not, and whatever they might be. If you are not going
to allow it, Sir, I say it deliberately, you are gagging our mouths.
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You, Sir, holding the privileges of the House in "your hands,
cannot forejudge what points of order- can be raised by other
persons, because I have peen waiting to raise my pomnt of order,

"{or the last twenty minutes. FProbably, my friends have fore-

stalled me in catching your eye but that does not mean that the
rulings with respect to their points of order cover the point of
order which I am raising and I wish that you, Sir, as Chairman
should not say that future points of order are also ruled out in this
manner. There is no provision in the Rules to rule out any '
point of order. The hon. Members of this House can raise a
point of order at any stage. Once a point of order has been
raised, it is for you to consider whether there is any substance in
it. Without hearing a point of order, I submit, it would be the
barest act of injustice to democracy to say that we should not
open our mouths even in this House. Therefore, Sir, I request
you very respectfully to hear all those who have got points of
order to raise whatever those points of order may be. If they
are irrelevant or if they-are meaningless and merely neant to
waste the time of the House, I certainly agree that you, as
Chairman, can say they need not be gone into.”

Mgr. CHAIRMAN :—* The hon. Member has taken more
than ten minutes to say what could have been said in 5 seconds.”

.. Smr1 B, V. SUBRAHMANYAM :—‘“ Sir, 1 have not taken
more than two minutes.” .

‘Me. CHAIRMAN :—** The hon. Member will please sit down
when I am speaking. One, two and more than three points of
order have been raised and I have given my ruling on these points
of order. e cannot go on raising points of order the whole day.
The hon. Member has not caught my eye and I have given my
final ruling and there is nothing more to add to that. 'There will
be no more points of order.” .

8rr 8. B. ADITYAN :—** No more points of order now and
for ever? "'

MRr. CHAIRMAN :—*‘ There should be a certain amount of
decorum and decency in this House and the hon. Member, Sri
§. B. Adityan, should not interrupt me when T mm speaking. T
have given my ruling and that is final. I did not say the ruling
is for ever. 1 have got the business of the House to be carried on
and the ruling will be given effect to.”’

—- 8w T PRAKASAM :—'“My hon. Friend, Sri B. V. Subrah-
manyam, has got a new point of order to place before you. Do
you say, Sir, that you vefuse to hear him? "’ , '

¥ Bri B. V. SUBRAHMANYAM :—** Sir, 1 did not want to
say anything in respect of the points of order raised by the others
and that is .why I did not get np. Tt shonld be understood, Sir,
that I did .not know that -even if I did not intend to talk on
another Meber’s point of order, T should rise and try to catch

C—s
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your eye in order to raise my own point of order. If you, Sit.
gag me out, and I cannot raise my point of order I shall have to
submit to your decision respectfvlly. I am in your hands.

Mg. CHAIRMAN :—** The business of the House must go
on."”

*T'Hg Hon. Srt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* Sir, after
al! that has happened, although they were called points of order,
there was a considerable amount of discussion on the merits also.
In fact an appeal was made by one of the speakers, speaking on a
point of order, that a senior Member of the rank and status of
Sri Prakasam should not be put through this kind of Motion or
tmal, if I may so call it- 'I'he point is very simple. We have juris-
diction, first and primarily, over our Members and also in respect of
certain matters concerming outsiders. The jurisdiction over our
own Members is comprehensive wherever the conduct that we
cowpiain about is in derogation of the prestige or the authority
of the House. In respect of others, certain other things have to
be proved. So far as Members are concerned, if a Member
misbehaves at a meeting, that bebhaviour must be dealt with
under the ordinary rules, but where we have to deal with the con-
duct of a Member at a time and at a place when the two Houses
assetnble together under Article 176 of the Constitution, it is not
treated as a separate House but it is an assembly of the two
Houses together sitting for a particular purpose. Mr. Adityan
was arguing—now 1 am not referring to the point of order raised
by him "

(At this stage Sri M. P. Govinda Menon was seen raising from
his seat.)

*Toe Honx. Sri C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* Mr.
‘Govinda Menon, I know a certain amount of procedure, though
I am not as clever as you are. The point that was raised was
that the behaviour of a Member at that place should be adjudged
by some authority at that meeting and by no other authority.
That was not only a point of order but also a point of merit. Thé
question that I am addressing myself to is that the Constitution
does not provide for a third Honse constituted by a joint sitting.
There is a provision for that with regard to the Parliament at
Delhi but so far as this T.egislature is concerned, there is no pro-
vision for any joint sitting. The two Houses are two Houses only.
When there is a difference of opinion, there is a special procedu;'e
prescribed and there is no question of a joint sitting. The only
time when the two Houses assemble together is under Article 176 ot
the Constitution and under that Article the two Houses sit
together in order to fulfil a particular function. There is no
question of a third House having been created and all privileges
and other procedures in respect of that third House, being
governed by a different set of principles and rules. Therefore we
are concerned with the misconduct of one of the Members of
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onr House in respect of a matter in which we ave i.n’(grest.ed, and
deeply interested. We had assembled at the joint sitting in order
to listen to the Governor’s Address and we had to be on our
‘behaviour—every one of us—and instead of that, we observed there
was interruption. It is not the subject-matter of the speech that
we are concerned with so much as the interruption itself. 'The
interruption was there and the interruption was not by chance or
provoked by a casual incident, or in excitement, or something of
that kind. But it was deliberate interruption followed by delibe-
rate walk-out, when that interruption was not accepted as law-
ful or as legal by the Governor. In fact, when the thing
was finished the gentleman who made the interruption followe1
by others did not even sit down but walked out. The main
point to be considered is whether that interruption 1s o
matter which may be overlooked. Tf it had been even a case of
interruption or mis-conduct of a kind which could be overlooked
without detriment to the future work of the House and W%thqut
detriment to our prestige and without detriment to the dignity
of the House, I would not, Sir, have brought this Mot{on. 1t is
becanse T feel that it is a bad precedent that I think it must be
se! down as wrong. It is because of that T consider it necessary
—as T described it a painful duty—to bring this motion. The
question as to what should be done for the offence is covere'd_by
the Motion itself. The Motion is that we should hold our opinion
and express that opinion. That expression itself will be the
admonition of the Member concerned. All that I genuinely svant
in that this incident should not be treated as a precedent, that
when we meet together under the Constitution, with the Head of
the State giving the programme of the Government through an
Address it should not be an occasion for debate or wrangle or inter-
ruption. I, therefore, wish to appeal to the House to accept the

Motion.

“ Ag regards the gravity of the conduct in question, hor).
Members have referreq vaguely to the unfortunate fact that it is
a very senior Member who is concerned in the matter. I W1_sh
to point out that misconduct by a new Member or by a junior
Member is not of much imnortance, but if the interruption is wrong,
then the more senior a Member the greater should be the attention
directed to that matter. If a Junior Member reads out a long
manuseript speech, the Chairman or the Speaker does not interrupt
him. Supposing a senior Member does it, the Chairman or the
Speaker intervenes. Here, it is a clear case of interruntion and
misconduct. and T submit with all resnect to mv friend, Mr. Praka-
sam. that there is no question of mala fides in the mater, or that
we are led awav bv our political ovninions. There ia no donht
whatsoever that when ‘we have a nolitical plan we are often misled
into error in aupport of it. But that error would not matter if it
&d not lav down nrecedents for future evrors bv others, Here the
idea is that a particnlar Government which was called unon to take
over charge should not take over charge. T am quite sure that
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Mr. Prakasam thinks genuinely that T should not have been'cz‘tlled
upon by the Governor, that I should not have formed the Ministry
and that the Governor should not have accepted my Ministry as
the Government and therefore the Address should not be read. 1
have no doubt, he was sincerely convinced that his interruption
was just, good and right on merits. But the question before us is
whether it can be passed as legitimate or constitutional or proper

Tt is only when we are convinced that a certain thing is necessary
and that happens to be a political step, we lose our judgment and
we are sometimes misled into errors. That is the genesis of this
action. It is no justification. Surely Mr. Prakasam is not one
who woud have indulged in such a thing if he had not been con-
vinced that it was the right thing to do. 'That is the very reason
why we should mark our disapproval of that act. I shall not say
more about the facts. The facts are known as the whole incident
oceurred in the open House. You, Mr. Chairman, were present.
The entire House was present on the occasion and 1 am not refer-
ring to anything that happened outside. All people knew about the
interruption, the manner of the interruption, the time of the inter-
ruption, the context of interruption and the manner in which Sri
Prakasam spoke, namely ‘ Since vou think you are competent to
address and I do not think so, and you do not accept my argument
that vou are incompetent, 1 walk out with-my friends.” That is
the incident which happened at that time before evervbody. And
apart from other people we were all present there. It would be
a waste of time for me to go into the facts. T submit it was
highly improper conduct and we should mark our disapprobatior
by adopting this motion. Sir, T move the motion standing in mx
name.’’ PR

The Hon. Sri K. Venkataswamy Naidu seconded the motion..

Srr 8. B. ADITYAN :—*“T wish to know whether the Hon.
Chief Minister can cite one instance of a Member being hauled up
for interruption and disorderlv conduct and whether such a motion
is not applicable only to strangers and not to Members? ”’

*Tue Hon. 8rr (. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* My ' hon.
Friend, Sri Adityan, was saying that this was the first time’ such
a Motion was being brought in. I am very sorry to have to
answer in his own language. This is the first time that"a man
of Mr. Prakasam’s position and seniority has chosen to interrupt
on an occasion of that kind. Since the event has happened for
the first time, notice of it also is taken for the first time. '

““ Mr. Adityan asks whether the House has ever exercised its
jurisdiction .over its Members and not over outsiders only. The
most recent case which the hon. Member should have known is
Mr. Mudeoal’s case in Parliament. It was disposed of by that
House. The offence might differ and the nature of. misconduct
might differ. .But the question hefore the House is. the same..
There is nothing wrong and everything is right, in the House
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~exercising its jurisdiction first over its Members before proceeding

against outsiders. The question is, whether the conduct of the
Member was right or wrong. That depends on and is answered by
the plain facts.” '

Srr T. PRAKASAM :—** 8ir, The Hon. Sri Rajagopalachari
has put the case very briefly. His complaint is that I got up at
the joint sitting and addressed the Governor and that is wrong.
Sir, I am very glad, he has admitted or he has stated that no fur-
ther enquiry need be made in this matter. Since you, Sir, are
new to your place and I am also new to my place in the Opposi-
tion, T wish to explain certain matters. ‘ o

 This morning before 1 cawne here, there was a call on the
telephone.  The person at the other end said that it was
* Mr. Rajagopalachari speaking.” Well Sir, what did he say? He

.asked me, ‘' Are you attending the Council to-day?’ The same

yuestion was repeated thrice by the person at the other end of the
phone. 1 said, * Yes, I am attending the Council positively.’
'T'hen the person at the other end told me ‘ They are going to
expel you; are you going to attend the House still? * I told him,
‘ Certainly I am going to attend the House and face that music
also, my friend, don’t worry.” At first I thought that it was
really Mr. Rajagopalachari whohad spoken tc me, but then I had
a suspicion because the voice was not exactly like that of Mr.
Rajagopalachari. So, as-soon as I came here, 1 asked him, ¢ Did
vou call e on the phone this morning? * He said, * No’. 1 am
giving this incident for the amusement of all the Members and
visitorg of this House. I want to know who was that man that
called me on the phone and asked me three times the - quertion
whether I am attending the House. I must only appeal to the
authorities if there are.any in this land, to find out who that
man is.”’ ‘ ‘ T

T Hox. Sm C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—“Are vou satis-
fied that it was not I who spoke? *’ : R

Sr1, T, PRAKASAM :—* 1 a2 perfectly smisﬁed,thaf,‘i‘t was
not you. . o

*“ As regards the charge, 1 am sorry, it was considered proper
and necessary that a resolution of this kind should be placed before
this House. The resolution was communicated to me saying that
T will have to reply to it this day—13th of May. I do not know
what ig there for trial before the House now? Mr. Rajagopala-
chari has set out the case for the resolution.. I am here in flesh’
and blood to say what I have to say in the matter. "T say, I am
the man who stood up in the joint sitting before the Governor and
made the speech. There is no complaint so fatr as the speech is
concerned. I made the speech -on a point of order. To consider
why I had to make that speech, we must take into account all that

hae happened in this State during the last five years, ... "
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t:‘ 8o far as Madras was concerned * there wds an -order
from the Congress High Command that I should not -move
any resolution, before the Assembly over which Sri  Siva-

" ghanmugam Pillai was presiding, regarding the conduct of the

then Ministers. I refused to obey that order. Then there was
ar order from' the so-called High Command of the Congress that

- 1 should not make any speech on my charges against the Ministers.
I refused to ohey that order also, because it involved the funda-

mental rights conceded not to Mr. Prakasam, or any legislator or
any particular person, but to the people of India as a whole. In
the Preamble to the Constitution—I was also a member engaged in
drafting that Constitution—we changed the name of King George
and we stated in clear language that the people of India shall be
the rulers of India from to-day onwards. It is in accordance with
that dictum we have to conduct ourselves.

* T need not be told what to do on matters of decorum and

decency. Unless T had been properly advised and was - quite
* certain that T was perfectly justified in doing so, I would not have

got up to speak while His Excellency rose to deliver his address.
1 got up and spoke what I had to speak. You, Mr. Chairman,
bave not become used to rules and precedents in the House of
Commons, House of Lords and even this House also. You may

~ in course of time get used to all’these things. You have got +

hear all sides. I am not arguing. T am not quoting anything
in support of what I have done. My conduct is one that would

¢ . be perfectly justifiable having regard to the circumstances in which
.- we had been placed and conditions obtaining in the State during

. the last five years. : ‘

7. ** My hon. Friend, Sri C. Rajagopalachari has said sométhing

about decency and decorum in connection with ‘my rising and
interrupting the Governor while he rose to deliver the Address. I

~ -told the Governor that T was rising on a point of order. The
: Governor after hearing me sat down in his chair and allowed me

to complete what I wanted to say. Why did the Governor do

like that? My friend should examine that point. He hag to

. framed T had to struzele on
~dent of that Assembly who

. examine our previous history.
- Great Britain for nearly 200 years.
_ tution of Great Britain. Even in this
- to. tell vou, Mr. Chairman, that T am

We have been the subject race of
We have copied the Conat:
Constitution of ours allow me
not very proud of it—which

bour, we have copied bodil
While the Constitution was bei‘ng

the ﬂ(_)or of that House with the

we have framed after three vears 1
! a
the - Constitution of 1933.-

governed bv our

'+ ™e to.be governed bv the British * " Peole or are

. change made in the Preamble

, I asked. Then

there’
to the Constitution, c s e

T Apart from all these, :

) 2 whv di s ‘
Qxe Governor was addressi y 4id I rice to make my speech while

n2? T wanted to rise on a point of
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order, because 1 wanted to place before the very eyes of the Gover-
nor certain facts. 1 did this knowing fully well that I was per-
fectly right in doing so.

“8ir, I think I have made my points very clear.”’

Mr. CHATRMAN :—“ Am 1 to take it that hon. Members
want to sit till 6 o’clock to finish off the agenda? ™

Srt 8. B. ADITYAN :—* 8ir, under rule 21 of the ‘ Rules
of Procedure of the Madras Legislative Council ’ it has been our
convention that discusssion, if at all should be continued after
5 p.m. should be proceeded with only if there is agreement on
poth sides. Now we are completely washed out and T request that
we may continue our discussion tomorrow.’’

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*“ I now adjourn the House to meet
again at 11 o’clock tomorrow morning.”’

The House then adjourned to meet again at 11 a.m. on
Wednesday, the 14th May 1952.

VI.—~PAPER LAID ON THE TABLE OF THE HOUSE.
Amendment to the Malabar Tenancy Rules, 1951.
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ap”
THE MADRAS LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Wednesday, the 14th May 1952,

_ The House met in the Council Chamber, Fort St. rGeorge, ab
eleven of the clock, Mr. Chairman (rHe Hon. Dr. D. V.
CHERIAN) in the Chair.

[Note.—An asterisk (*) at the commencement of a speech indieates revision
by the Member.]

MOTION FOR ADMONITION TO A MEMBER FOR BREACH OF
- PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE-——coni.

" Mr. CHAIRMAN :—* I wish to inform hon. Members that
I have received notice of an amendment from Sri 8. B. Adityan,
to the motion moved by the Hon. Leader of the House yesterday,
namely :—

« Omit the words ** And wheveas by such indecorous . . . admonition to
the hon. Member for bis misconduct” snd add the words < This House, by

virtue of the powers and privileges vested in this House as per Article 194 (3) of
the Constitution and in conformity with those of the House of Commons of the
United Kingdom, hereby refers the above matter to a Committee of Privileges
to be constituted as per Rule 143”.° :

““I call upon the hon. Member to move it formally.”’

Srr 8. B. ADITYAN :—* Sir, I formally move the following
- amendment * now and reserve my speech to the end :—

< Omit the words “ And whereas by such indecorous . . . admonition to
the hon. Member for his misconduct * and add the words “ This House, by virtue
of the powers and privileges vested in this Houge as per Article 194 (3) of the
Constitution and in conformity with .those of the House of Commons of the .
United Kingdom, hereby refers the above matter to a Committee of Privileges to
be constituted as per Ruje 143.° » .

Sgr1 M. P. GOVINDA MENON :—*“ I second the amendment,
Sir.” g - .

Mgr. CHAIRMAN :—‘‘ Both the original motion and - the
amendment are now for discussion.”

““ 8ri T. Prakasam may now continue his speech.”

Srt T. PRAKASAM :—* Sir, yesterday, I was dealing with
the question whether there was anything wrong done by me when
I stood up in that House and spoke on a point of order. Taks"this
resolution. The resolution says, ‘in deliberate disregard of all
constitutional proprieties.= What is the Constitution which the
Hon. Leader of the House is thinking of ? What is the provision in .
utter disregard of which I stood up in the Joint House to speak on
a point of order? The Constitution must be the Constitution under’
which we are governed. If it is not so, is it in utter disregard of
constitutional propriety that prevailed in Great Britain in the past,’
or that prevails to-day. Sir, we have nothing to do with the British
Constitution to-day after we have passed the Constitution Act. We
have nothing to do with King George, who was once the ruleir of
India. But, we are now guided by the Constitution that we passed

» Please see addition to the amendment page 222 infra.
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: . . Lo s . e House might become lawful and look reasonable also. It me
a‘t'ter three yzarsvOlt)ldehbl\czatl:srzegngleull“lfielrllldwslelzzglzvatso Ck‘:flaleﬂng;r © submit togyou,.Sir, that old age cannot give any protection 0
Constituent Assein g . tyll nder the rule of King George. Weo anybody who wishes to come under the new Constitution of India
- the impression that he is SI;' u (George. We were once under his and who wishes to become a ruler of the State. Recently, Sir, in
are not under thedﬂ?ée of -Kli]:]g égorge'that appointed Sr1 C. Raja- the general elections of England in 1950, Sir Stafford Orlpps,‘ now
rule, no d(,)-ubt’ ;n é w;x Sor-ngeral of India. When King George no more, who was the leader of the Labour party asked the Secre-
gopalacharl aslt eeth?re ﬁ-om our presence, Sri Rajagopalachuri’s tary of the Labour organization to tell the people of his constituency
genz I?(?Z?J(};eger(ﬁship also ended. Sri Rajégopalachari should not, that he was unable to address them and so, he could plead to his
th(;‘;e?ore be under the impression that we are still controlled by constltusents on his beh‘;«if- You know, Sir, Vi/{hat I‘etplg ‘iV{aS Se?t
ik Constitution. We are controlled by our own Consbi- - by the ecr_etar_y‘of the ab_opr organization. e sent back a note
the British Consh o i sition of the Governor under our to him saying: ‘ My dear friend, you will be running the nsrlf of
tution. An(;, ‘év @ tiILSnes ereIE(e)rence was made to the King’s posi- losing the seat if you do not address the electors yourself. That
Constitution Bo?ée. nd the King opening the Parliament of . Wwas the position of the electors. That was the position with
tion n GI:%I n ;mn(?w we are controlled by our Constitution. reference to the election of a Member by his constituency. But
}Brltam. s 1 sald, Constitution might be looked into by the - now, here, see the manner in which the Leader of the House
The Preamble of the Constitutio bl g this motion. What doss approached the Governor, made a request to be nominated to the
Hon. Leader of the Housia) whoblta e . O’j the quéstion who are Council; and having got that done, to have gone to the Congress
that Preamble say? The Preamble Saé‘ had wone away, Lpat Committee here and accepted ,the leadership is unconstitutional
the rulers of this gountr§;ilatteli fll‘{lr:)gf Isg;ge 'Iz‘lhaif is the bya’ius of and unpardonable conduct. It was unconstitutional and unlawful
the people of India are T‘;’) r eosl of India are the rulers of this and no excuse can be offered for it. This country is governed by
the whole Cons_tltutlon. __Lhe pe P% 2 How are the pcople the people under the new Constitution, and under the Constitution
country. Then vx{hat ((11;1 ‘%7;; plfoxzeea neri{)vision that the people of everything is provided for, for carrying on the elections and every
of India to be governe b © r_?a ¢ Migisters who should function one who wanted to have a share in the governance of the country
India shall lbelfgofverréﬁd_ 3{);’:& © Who are these Ministers? No must come through the election and this he failed to do and he got
gn {;hEII‘ be :1& i o I,;h eliocedure ‘of the British in this matter also, himself nominated. "I have cited the case of Sir Stafford Cripps to
ou ﬁ,hweua gptea gpother things. That is, these Ministers who show what value is attached to the position of electors who, in
as wit r,eticafi by [trllie Y ole ace ked to carry on the administra-  Practice, are the real rulers of this country as King George is no
are aPPokl)nle g Yt o p ople Minister, you tuay call him. But, longer the ruler of this country nor are the British people the
tion on he ?1& HO ‘ lesgsvzlx)nt.of e peoéle. The Prime Minister is rulers of the country, because the people are the real rulers of the
:‘llhatﬁl'st " : ls;f athe eople; the other Ministers are the other country, the people of India who fought for freedom for nearly
he first servant o people; th utive and carry on the thirty years under the leadership of the great departed soul,
servants of the people, to form the exec Mahatma Gandhi. We, however, adopted the British method
administration. ' - because for two hundred years and more we have been under their
““ Now, Sir, having said how the Ministry should be fqrmgd, ~ rule and we hayg; been used to their met}}ods and to thinki_ng. in
what furt’her provision was made to make the Constitution terms of the Brltlsh-mgde Agts and Regulat{ons.. As1 was pointing
really representative of the people who are made.the rulers of this out to you yesterday, Sir, this .is.not a Congtltutlon over which I. was
country? It is in the name of the people of India, and every part very p}eaged myself.. I was sitting there like a fool without raising
of India, that the Government is to be carried on. Ministers bad the point in proper time. Then I rose up and asked Dr. Ambedkar
to be aﬁpointed. And what is the procedure laid down? These » Who was in charge of this subject : “For whose benefit s the
Ministers should be the elected members of the Assembly. Was Constitution being framed; are you framing this constitution for
such a Ministry formed in this State? No. It was not formed by the benefit of King George and the British people who have left
the elected representatives of the people in the Assembly, or even this country or for the benefit of the people of India who have
in the Council, if you make a provision even for that. A nomi- made all kinds of sacrifices and ultimately succeeded in getting the
nated Minister was called by the Governor and asked to be the British people out of this land? ° When T raised this point, there
Leader of the Congress party and also to form a Government. were some little confusmr} in the minds of the people who had
) “« Yesterda m' hon. Friend, Sri Adityan, was referring to the f\%}len dmtct) thehrut Gof framing the ]?odr}sfslzt_;\uttlonf 011;) E;Géle British lflnes.
l’l’:'l:' fact thaetstie IYeaer of the Hous;z pleaded Linability to go through an. Cois%i t?:%gg Eraemeé)vlfmgllnznt :Of len ti?ou (}3] Ehat Acta:v a%artr;) 3523
election at his age and he wanted a nomination to this House from and passed by th Br);;i h po lp h gW e were in revoltpalp; +
ho was quite new to this Province. T do not wish them: it Way © d ! SEpelePfl w gn t in this countr ‘ga(lingt
:gedggﬁeflr;)?)rnwwhat passed between the Governor and the Leader ’ S passed In lingland and not In nury and 1

t the ho approached him and made a request that he ;VaS,PZESSteg without caring. for the people of this country. When
chould be made a Member of this Council so that his teat in the rawsed the poms, others followed and a general debate ensued in
sho : this U ; ‘
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- which many people supported the position taken up by me. What
were they to do? They had already gone half-way in the matter

of framing the Constitution and they said, if my objections were A

to be accepted, they would have to cancel the whole thing and get
‘back to the very beginning and already more than a year and a half

" had been taken and it would lead to further delay and then it was . '

suggested that the present procedure might'be followed and the
" Constitution might be completed adding Article 40 to the Consti-
tution. If you take that Article, you will see, Sir, that what was
wanted for the people of India was a Panchayat Raj, a Panchayat
Raj which will do away with all these costly paraphernalia of these

institutions. If the Panchayat Raj was established, people’s Raj -

would be established and the people will be in a position to get
their money into their own hands and carry on the administration
from the village to the top and not from the top to the bottom,

and everything would be in perfect order. If you look into the

proceedings, you will see, Sir, that they said: ‘ We cannot give
up this Constitution at this stage and begin again; so, we shall,
within the frame-work of the Constitution, introduce the panchayat
system so that it would become the real People’s Raj and the
People’s Government.” Five years have elapsed and my Friend
was away as the Governor-General and then as the Governor of a
_Province and then the Home Minister and what has been done all
these five years? We are in the second quinquennium, in the
beginning of it. What have I done in utter disregard of the
Constitution and of constitutional propriety? Have I done any-
thing which can be described as disregarding any portion of the
Cons’qtut}on; have I acted in disregard of constitutional propriety?
Constitutional propriety is the propriety that related to the people
of India who are the real rulers of this country, the people of India
who have secured for their benefit the services of these Ministers
and Governors who are really their servants, although they go by
the name of Ministers; and in the exercise of the authority that is
vested in them, they will have to go according to the will and desire
(g tldle people who-sent them to power. These Ministers and the
lie'a :I‘ Og the House are still under the impression that they are

ving under the rule of King George, that the Finglish people are
the rulers and that they are governing thi t Th 6
understand that the constit el orenriety which Shsorve
then must o and nstitutional propriety which was observed
by anybed g o ,110t Such thing can be pleaded now in this House
the'péopleybﬁt particularly by Ministers who are the servants of
that it is throu a}I])p;)ﬁnted by the Governor. Let them understand
from. amon t§ e electmr}s_ that Members come up and it is

: g them that Ministers are selected and whoever

comms _
undgtq;kd:t;]};e confidence of the country should be called upon to

11-30 Pherefore, SirreSPOUSibility of Government on behalf of the people.

tional propri et;r Iwam submitting that no disregard of any constitu-

. as shown by me. Far f it, T ly doing
my d 3 ar from it, T was only doing
nazneu(ffy t}xh“g:) Yas cast upon me under the Constituti.onyin the
of my functie)np ¢ and on behalf of the people, and in the exercise
failed, Sir. in i: a(;; @ representative of the people T would have
test to that G ¥ duty if T had not got up on that occasion to pro-
3 overnor, who, T submit is there only as the agent of
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the Ministers, who, in their turn, are only the servants of the people.
1t is in that way the Governor is there under the Constitution.

" Therefore, Sir, 1 got up on that day from my seat when the Gover-
‘nor came to open the session and aid, ° My good Sir, I have to make

a request to you.’ Linmediately, like a good man he sat down. Not
one word of protest came from him. He did not say, ‘ When I am

_here as the King’s representative and when I speak here as the

King’s representative, nobody should stand in my way.” No such
thing did he say. The moment 1 stood up in my place, he sat quiet
and I stated what I had to say. Now, in this, where is the
disregard of any constitutional propriety? I was only discharging
a duty which was cast upon me to make a particular repre-
sentation at the proper time. This new Constitution has not
changed the attitude of my Friends in this country after they have
becomes Premiers and Ministers. They still imagine they are still

" under the British rule, that they are bound to carry on on the British

model. It is not so; they are bound to proceed only as per the
Indian Conustitution. Therefore, I am submitting there is no dis-
regard of any Constitutional propriety. There was no discourtesy
shown to anybody by me. Nothing of that sort. What was the
discourtesy that I could have shown to the Governor? The Gover-
nor, poor man, he came there to do his duty because his name is
mentioned in the Indian Constitution as the person who has to go
there to open the session of the legislature. So, Sir, if one under-
stands the whole spirit of the Constitution and not merely the
language, one must also know all these facts. Simply because the
British people ruled in our country for such a long period and
British traditions have been handed down to us we should not go
under the impression that a constitutional impropriety has been
committed by me. People fought for 150 years to secure their
freedom under the leadership of that great man, who is now no
more, and 1t is for those people to do the necessary thing to carry
on the administration by themselves, that is through their repre-
sentatives. Because the Ministers during the past four years
turned against the people, they denied that they were their true
representatives and they challenged them and asked them: *‘ Who
are you to talk on behalf of the people and who are you to rule
over us? What we ask you to do must prevail.” T tried to put into

‘their heads the. constitutional position; but they disregarded me

and finally they were thrown out by the people themselves in the
general election, no doubt with one or two exceptions.

) ‘* Now, Sir, why should it be taken that the Governor was
insulted? To the Governor I could have stated certain things
which perhaps may have offended him, if only those facts were
stated. But I did not touch on those things. My Friend conceded
yesterday so far as my speech was concerned that he was not
troubled about that speech or about the statement of facts set out
in my speech then; but he wanted the Members.of this House to

- note that the disregard of the constitutional propriety was the ques-

tion, that is, Mr. Prakasam getting up in his seat and stating that
he was raising a point of order. That was the crime committed by
Mr, Prakasam. That is the huge offence of Mr. Pakasam. I never
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expected Sri Rajagopalachari would have taken that point as a
constitutional impropriety and put it in the form of a resolution
before this House. Is it that 1 am working against the interest
of the people and Sri Rajagopalachari is working in the interest
of the people? I was obliged or rather compelled to say all those
things in the speech that I made before the Governor because of
the various happenings in this State before and after Sri Raja-
gopalachari was appointed Chief Minister. We were concerned
with all those matters and we looked at the whole thing ever since
he took charge of this State as a leader of the Congress Party and
also as a leader of the people. I said, he did not really constitute
the leader under the Constitution; I said, he cannot contend that
he was the duly appointed leader or the Chief Minister of this
State. Therefore, no offence did I commit and no disregard did
I show to the Governor. The Governor allowed me to have my
say. He was so good he did not say one word; he did not say * You
sit down; I am in charge of the House; you cannot get up when
I am in charge of the House.” He sat back in his Chair when
I rose up tc speak and he sat there till I had finished and walked
out. Why was this considered unconstitutional? In Britain they
put a lot on procedure. Why did they provide for the Speaker
going to the House of Lords and the King’s representative
opening the Parliament? I ask, why all these things were provided
there? Because they had gone through their struggle for freedom
through a space of hundred years; they walked through rivers of
blood in the City of Liondon; there was an autocratic King; he did
not recognize the will of the people; he put his interests before the
interests of the people; this went on until it came to the time of
King Charles I; the head of King Charles T was cut off, because of
the tyrrannical rule by him and his refusal to have anything to do
with the people. After that incident the British people established
a constitutional Government and they were ever after anxious to
see that no such incident as in the past occurred in their country.
Here, in India, we dispensed with all those things when we framed
our Constitution ; because it was all a thing of the past. Such things
would not happen here. Such things would not happen in this
part of the country, which has one-fifth of the whole population of
India, of six crores. Nobody complained here of the tyranny of
the State. T was once speaking on the budget four years back;
I said, T would not give my vote, because there had been persistent
misrule in my part of the State. My people framed charges against
Ministers and wanted an inquiry. But there was nobody in the
name of the great Congress, who said there would be any inquiry.
There was utter disregard and contempt for the complaints. I then
said in the course of my speech that I would not give my vote to the
budget. That budget was concerned with the salary paid to the
Ministers. The people in my part of the country were feeling that
the Congress or its leaders in the State, the Chief Minister and the
members of his Cabinet were not willing to give relief to them. So
T refused to give my vote to the budget. Now let me give this

warning to the Government and to the Congress people. They -

are under the misapprehension that the people in my area are dead.
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I tell them, let them note that the people of my area are not dead;
they are fully alive to their duties. 1 have been asking them to
proceed in this manner and then justice will come to them. So
they kept quiet. I stated so at that time. But no change came.
We thought we would be freed from the shackles of the old tyranny
and we would have the freedoin to constitute our own Government,
but this leader, the Chief Minister, considered it fit, after refusing
several times to become the leader of this area and take up the
responsibility of forming a Government, rushed into it and took
charge of the administration. Now, what has he been doing after
be took charge? Look at his performance from day to day. He
took hold of those innocent fellows who are called Communists and
simply hurled into their face the words * You are my public enemy
No. 1; I am your public enemy No. 1.” This sort of statement,
1s it to be expected from a Chief Minister who is expected to be
gquaﬂy disposed to all people, including the criminals who are in
jails after conviction ? '

“ No one should have felt it right to get up and say, ‘ You are 11-45

"y enemy No. 1; I am your enemy No. 1. What is the consti-

tutional procedure that was adopted by this great leader? It is an
unthinkable position. 1 had been through the constitutions of the
rest of the world and their pracfice. Nowhere in the history of the
world, even in the worst days of the Czar and other people, do we
see such a precedent. Nobody would get up and say this. After
saying that, he thought that Mr. Prakasam should not be left alone
for having delivered the speech interrupting His Excellency the
Governor’s Address. When the speech was delivered, were not
other hon. Members sitting there? He was seated there. He
could have got up and raised the objection, ‘ How can this man
be allowed to go on speaking in this manner? ' They were also

- good at that time. After four or five days they thought that they

should take note of what was said there. TFor this purpose they
thought they should blow up Prakasam and free this country from
all other troubles. He might have thought so. But Prakasam
has not .been blown up. Prakasam is ready to be blown up by the
leader if he thinks that he has committed an offence in getting up
before the Governor and attempting to speak on behalf of the
people. As I told you, the misrule in this part of the country

. went to such an extent. I was not a particular friend of these

Communists. When I was in charge of the administration of this
State, I dealt with them very severely and attempted to deal with
them very severely. What has happened during the last four years
of misrule? All the worst troubles which any human being can
suffer have been suflered in this area. What did the Congress do
with the Comiunists? On the one hand, they took some of the
Qommgnlsts into the rooms of the Ministers, pardoned them and
immediately liberated them. On the other hand, they wanted to
put down Communism. In what manner? By shooting at sight
any man who is reported to be a Communist. If information is
given, the policeman is there with his gun to shoot the Communist

~down at once. Like this, misrule of the worst kind prevailed in this -

part of the country. As I was travelling in the train, women and

am.
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-children came to me and complained, ‘ My husband was taken
away on such and such a date and until now nothing is known
about that man.” 'This is the way in which the administration
has been carried on. As a result of all these activities and atrocities
committed in the name of law and order, when the general elec-
“tions came, the people voted for the Communist candidates. 'The
Communists were underground and they were not capable of creat-
ing danger. I know the kind of men who commit most of the
atrocities on the border of the Andhra area and other parts of
the country. Those men are altogether different and they are not the
Communists who have come into the Legislature. No mistake
should be made because of the stories that were told in the past.
In certain areas Communist friends have been working in their
own way. I have not been spared by them in the elections. They
defeated my candidates and they have come-out successful. 1 have
no particular charm or love or affection for them. They are the
men who have been elected in a legitimate manner under the
provisions of the Constitution. They have been sworn in and
they have become Members of this House. To such people, with-
out any provocation given by them to the Lieader of the House,
the Leader of the House said, ‘ You are my enemy No. 1.” He
has disqualified himself to be the ruler of this State by that one
statement. Then again, see how he thought it fit to promulgate
an order under section 144 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, and
say all kinds of things against the Members of the Assembly and
Members of this House, perhaps, without any enquiry and without
_any material before him: He promulgated that order and he
wanted to terrify the people of that area in that particular manner.
What are the other things which this Hon. I.eader of the House
may not be doing in future? I am one target for him. He said,
* You are public enemy No. 1. I am working for the people
disregarding all these restrictions and obstructions caused to the
people in the name of the Ministry. You must take off my head
if you are to change-the Constitution. You have changed the
Constitution there to cut away the rights of the people conceded by
the original Constitution. You may do that thing also here and
I am prepared for that. Yesterday, Sir, when.a false Rajagopala-
chari called me on the telephone and asked me whether T was going
to attend this House, even after he told me that they were going
to expel me, I said that T wanted to see what expulsion was, though
I had seen so many other things. Therefore, T said that I would be
going to the Council. Sri Rajagopalachari himself should take
pity upon all of us who are the subjects under his rule. He is
not the real ruler.” If I have got my own way of thinking and
doing and acting in this matter, after this thing has been done,
I would have adopted a different course altogether and different
methods altogether. Mahatma Gandhi taught people not only to
carry on the constructive programme but also to deal with wicked-
ness when it came from the rulers. Tt is by the methods that he
taught us, by the methods employed by uns and by sacrifices made
by the people that freedom was achieved. When these Congress-
men themselves become the rulers, one should never expect them
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to do things in this manner. After five years of misrule, this thing
comes up in this manner. To begin with, when we are face to face
with this tyranny of the Congress, we have fo resist. We are
prepared to resist whatever may be the consequences and whatever
may be the position which other parties take. They should not
think that they constitute the whole country. We do not consti-
tute the whole people. We are here only as representatives. We
come here in their name and on their behalf. If we abuse our
position, they are entitled to send us away from this part of our
work. Yesterday, the Leader of the House was good enough to
say, ‘ I do not.want to go into the contents of the speech or to say
anything of the speech itself, but the question is one of violation
of propriety.” That violation consists in my standing and making
a speech. He did not want to go into the allegations. About the
teachers, look at the position taken up by him. The tedchers,
according to him, did pot come here mainly for their own sake, but
for the sake of all the people, and only incidentally for their sake.
They said they were not getting sufficient income to make a living.
The teachers may remain content that they have come here though
not mainly for their own sake. They have their own problems of
food and clothing for their families. They are doing public work.
About the public work they do, not a word was mentioned by the
Leader of the House. Teachers are representing the pupils in the
country. What is the system of education that was given to the stu-
dents under the British rule? After the British rule, what is the
system of education that is given to the people? What is the provi-
sion that is made with regard to the enlargement of schools? These
things did not enter into his mind. I am submitting, Sir, that
everyone who has come here has come to serve the people and to
do his work in a particular manner. Sir, in the course of the
debate I do not know what other Friends are going to say. 1 have
come here deliberately. I do not want to escape by any back door
or this or that technical objection. Friends are bound to raise
objections. I spoke in the beginning about the jurisdiction of the

Court. I am fully prepared to take the whole responsibility. What

I'said to the Governor is the fruth, the whole truth and nothing
but ’qhe trutb. I stated the truth in the interests of the country
and in the interests of the people. Now this House consists of
72‘Mgmbers, 60‘elected and 12 nominated. This nomination busi-
Dess is also copied by us from Great Britain. I would say one
thing to the twelve nominated Members. They are nominated by
the Governor himself or they are nominated by the Gévernor at

- their request or on the recommendation of Sri C. Rajagopalachari.

None of the nominated Members should be under a mistaken
unpression that they are the Governor’s servants or Sri Rajagopala-
chari’s servants. They are the servants of the people. Provision
Was made in the Constitution for nomination so as to cover repre-
sentation under the different heads. Allow me to tell the nominated
Membel'*s of this House, there was a period, long ago, when
Dr. Nair who was a particular friend of Dr. U. Rama Rao. was
hommated. Dr. Nair was a good fighter. Although there were

divisions created at that time and though Dr. Nair was defeated in noon,
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the elections, he was taken by the Government as a nominated
Member. Then there was the prevailing belief that whoever was
nominated by the Governor would be bound to carry on the work
according to the wishes of the Government. Take the files and you
can see that invariably wherever the people’s interests were con-
cerned, Dr. Nair was voting against the Government and not in
favour of the Government, merely because they nominated him as
a Member. The nominated Members of this House must keep
that in view.

‘* There is another party here which calls itself the Krishikar
Lok Party. A speech was made by my old friend, Sri. V. Rama-
krishna. Sri V. Ramakrishna was not aware of the conditions
under which the Krishikar Lok Party came into existence. It is
part of my belly. They came out of this belly. They quarrelled
with me on some points of detail and then constituted themselves
into the Krishikar Lok Party. If Sri V. Ramakrishna had known
all these details and how the whole thing came about—I1 have got
the papers with me—he would not have risen to justify the position
of the Krishikar Lok Party. I would deal with it separately when
it comes up.

*“ Then, Sir, there are certain Memberg who came to this House
on our ticket, the K.M.P. ticket, who have ‘changed their minds,
have called themselves ‘ Independents ’ and have been voting with
the Government. All these matters will have to be dealt with in
detail when opportunity comes. Therefore, Sir, I do not want to
keep other Members long on this matter and I shall resume my
seat.”’

*8r1 V. GURUNANDAN ROW :—‘ Mr. Chairman, Sir, T
oppose this motion on more grounds than one. Well, this is a
matter which, I consider, does not raise any question of privilege
at all. The resolution, Sir, runs as follows :—

‘ Whereas on the. sixth day of May 1952, when the two Houses had
assembled together for the purpose of listening to the Address of Mis Excellency
the Governor under Article 176 (1) of the Constitution, the hon. Member Sri
T. Prakasam in deliberate disregard of all constitutional proprieties, rose
and interrupted the proceedings by delivering aspeech questioning the compe-
tence of His Exosllency to address tho Houses and casting reflections on his
conduct as Governor of this State;

‘ And whereas by “such indecorous and disordorly conduct, the hon, Member
committed a breach of the privileges of this House and was guilty of a grave
econtempt; . . .° :

Sir, what is the privilege that has been broken? Whose privilege
has heen broken? Who is the person who has got a privilege?
I say, Sir, both under Article 194 (8) of the Constitution and
according to the procedure of the House of Commons, it is only
either the House or the Members collectively as a House cr
individual Members that have a privilege. No person who is not u
Member of the House has got any privilege. I say the Governor
is not a Member. of any House and, as a matter of fact, it is a
disqualification. Article 158 of the Constitution says that the Gov-
- ernor shall not be a Member of either House of Parliament or of a
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House of the Legislature of any State. 1Is it the privilege of the
Governor that is now alleged to have been broken? Is it contended
that he had a right to speak and the hon. Member interrupted him ?
1f at all there can be any question of privilege in this case, it will
be the privilege of the Members to listen to His Excellency.
Otherwise, there can be no question of privilege in this case. I say,
under Article 194 (3), the privileges are not what the majority of
the Members may think that they have. DPrivileges are given by
the Constitution. They are not something which you can have
by saying you have got a majority and you have got a privilege.
On that ground, you cannot say that this is a breach of the privi-
lege. Article 194 (3) specifically gives privileges in two ways.
One is the existence of a law made for the purpose. Law does
not mean a Resolution of this House. Liaw means a law passed
by both the Houses to which the Governor has given his
assent. Such a law will define what privileges this House has.
I submit there is no law today defining the privileges of this
House or of the Assembly. Another kind of privileges are those
which actually exist as privileges in the House of Commons at the
time of the commencement of the Constitution. I have searched
all over ‘ May’s Parliamentary Practice ’ and I do not yet find a
single instance of Parliament having claimed any privilege of
listening to the King's Speech. Therefore, if no such privilege
has been claimed by the House of Commons, I do not understand
where this privilege arises of either the King's right to deliver a
speech or of the right of the Members to listen to the King’s
speech. As far as I can see, the only privilege which the Parlia-
ment in England has not only claimed but has exercised in rela-
tion to a monarch, is to behead a monarch. There is no other
privilege in England in relation to a monarch that I can find in
May’s Parliamentary Practice. This question of privilege should
not be used to soothe the wounded vanity of an oversensitive Gov-
ernor or his nominated Chief Minister. This is a case where the
hon. Member in question has exercised his fundamental right under
Article 19 (1) of freedom of speech as well as under Article 194 (1)
where it is. sought to confer on a Member of either House of the
Legislature entire freedom to say anything he likes in the House
of which he is a Member. That is one of the privileges given to
every hon. Member of this House. No doubt, Sir, I shall take you
to the privileges under Article 194 (1). Of course, that privilege is
not absolute. It is only subject to the Constitution and subject
to the rules framed by.the House in regard to the conduct of pro-
ceedings. Article 194 (1) of the Constitution says—

. Subject to tho provisions of the Constitution and to the rules and standing
orders regulating the procedure of the Legislature, there shall be freedom of

‘speech in the Legislature of every State.’ i

So, at the time when the interruption took place, was it this House
that was sitting? You cannot say for some purposes that this

_House is sitting as a House and for other purposes this House

Is not sitting and the thing has happened outside. We
have to see whether it was or was not a sitting of this House.
T take it that this House was sitting there. Is there any rule or
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regulation which restricts the freedom of speech of a Member
under Article 194 (1) whereby you can say that the hon. Member
in question has done anything wrong? What is the reason for
saying that? He has exercised his .privilege. It is the privilege
of a Member to speak in'a House when it is assembled and only
if the presiding officer or somebody asks him to sit down in accord-
ance with the rules, and the Member refuses to do so, one can
say, if one prefers to do that, that the Member has interrupted.
Otherwise, there can be no question of interruption when there is
freedom of speech not only as a citizen but as a Member of the
House in that particular House. Now, has the Governor who is
not a Member of the House a privilege as a Member? Suppose
the Governor and all of us are assembled and there is indecorous
.conduct. Can you say that it is a question of privilege?

‘*“ Now, the question is not if I have freedom of speech. If
we were not sitting as a House at the time of the Joint Session,
then, Sir, I say this has happened somewhere outside and there
is no rule or regulation to say that I cannot speak or interrupt
anybody. This 1s a point which has to be taken into considera-
tion. .

‘*“ Then, yesterday there was a lot of interruptions. Does
it amount to a breach of privilege of this House? If that is the
case, then every time there is an interruption, there is a breach
of the privileges of this House. On a point of order anybody can
- rise and speak even according to the rules. I have got that right
and if it was a House that was sitting there, then how can any-
body say that a person cannot rise on a point of order and address
the House? If it is a question of breach of privilege, neither
you, Sir, nor the Mover of the Resolution then objected to this.
It was not considered to be disorderly conduct. If it was, anybody
could have risen to another point of order and said that there
could be no speech at the time when the Governor’s Address was
going on. Nobody raised any objection then. This is purely an
afterthought. This question of privilege is something which has
been thought of afterwards and it is a deliberate action, because -at
that time nobody thought that one could be prevented -under
Article 194 (4) from having freedom of speech. I do not want to
say much more on that point.

‘““The next point is this. There is also a question of proce-
dure involved here. As was said yesterday, we should not act
hastily in this matter. We, ag hon. Members, must show some
sense of responsibility before we say that we have got this privi-
lege or that privilege. We cannot, merely for purposes of some-
thing which we do not like, say :that such and such a thing has
happened and that, therefore, we must take it as a matter of privi-
lege. This is a case where there is a .certain procedure to be
adopted. On the question -of breach of privilege, even if yon take
the British Parliamentary Practice, it has to be referred to a
Committee of Privileges. It has to -be enquired into. It is not
an ordinary matter that a Member should be -charged with having
committed a breach of privilege. Tt is the right of .the person

~

_only be done before a Committee of Privileges.

‘In the resolution are not correct.
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who is now charged to adduce any evidence he likes, and that can
That is the ordi-
nary procedure and it is the ordinary right of a man to adduce
evidence before he is found guilty of something.
resolution runs like this : Here is the charge; here is the sentence,
you pass it. This is a peculiar procedure which, I can never think,
will be within the Constitution. As a matter of fact, though the
punishment suggested does not involve imprisonment, there is
nothing to prevent this House from saying, ‘ This is a thing
which is punishable with imprisonment.” If that is so, we are
not giving the hon. Member the right of adducing evidence to
prove that what he has said is not wrong or that the facts stated
We have not been given
a copy of the speech. We have not been told what actually hap-
pened. All that is said is, the proceedings were interrupted. We
are not told what the observations made were and what the
reflections cast upon the conduct of the Governor were. Sir, we
have no record to show how this is a breach of privilege. The
Hon. Chief Minister too has not made the point clear. 1f there
was an interruption in this House, what is the position? If a
particular Member interrupts, you as Chairman, have got the right
to ask him to sit down. . If he refuses to sit down, you can ask
him to withdraw. This is the first time I hear that if a Member
interrupts another Member or even a non-Member, it should be
considered as a grave act of breach of privilege.

‘“ Now, I shall come to the merits of the case. We have
to consider whether the Members of this House as well as the
other House who had assembled to listen to the Governor’s speech
were prevented from doing so. It is very clear that nobody was
prevented from hearing the Governor’s speech. As a matter of
fact, the Governor did proceed with his speech and there were
debates also on his speech. If the Members had been prevented
from hearing the Governor’s Address, then there is some point and
I can understand the application of Article 176 (1) of the Consti-
tution which deals with the Governor’s right to address both the
Houses of Legislature. He has addressed both the Houses. To
say now that there was disorderly conduct is to murder the word
* disorder . 'What is orderliness and what is disorderliness? No-
body raised any objection then. If anybody, or for the matter of
that, even if the Mover of this resolution had stood up and told
Mr. Prakasam that he had no right to interrupt the Governor and
therefore he must sitf down, and in spite of this if Mr. Prakasam
had continued with his point of order, then it may be considered
as disorderly. Mr. Prakasam’s conduct the other day was most
orderly. He said what hd had to say and quietly walked out.
There was no question of any disorderly conduct.

_ “ There is one phrase in this resolution which says,
‘in deliberate disregard of all constitutional proprieties’ . . .
What is the constitutional propriety which says that a Member
should not speak at a joint session? There is no provision at all,
either rule or law to support this statement. Surely, constitutional

But the whole
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- propriety cannot mean one thing for one person and another thing
for another person. What is the meaning of the word ‘ propriety ’?
Who is to define it? It is not a question of the majority of the
Members thinking that a particular act was constitutionally proper
or improper. It is a question of law. The Constitution gives us
the right to speak.

“* Why has this resolution been brought before this House? Ts
it because that the breach of privilege has taken place only in this
House? Is it not a breach of privilege of the other House as well?
If it is really a breach of privilege of both the Houses, why then
has this resolution been brought forward before this House alone?
It is because, in the other House the Government do not have as
comfortable a majority as they have in this House, which contains
many nominated Members who have openly expressed their grati-
tude for their nomination to His Excellency the Governor. 'We
must be careful in this matter. I for one cannot be a party to
a motion which really claims something which is not a privilege
igsue at all. Nowhere is it stated that we must listen to the
Governor’'s speech. What about the Members’ right of not listen-
ing to the Governor’s Address? If some of us say that we have
a right not to listen, will it become a privilege issue? It is not
a question as to what the majority of the Members think about
this matter. The question is whether in fact there existed a privi-
lege in the House of Commons or the House of Lords to listen
to His Majesty the King’s Address. I oppose this motion.”

*8r1 T. G. KRISHNAMURTHI :(—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, if
has been pointed out by the Members of the Opposition that the
procedure adopted by the Hon. Leader of the House in bringing
forward this resolution is unprecedented in the history of the
democratic Parliaments of the World. I wish to ask them this
simple question. Has the action of Mr. Prakasam the other day
in interrupting the speech of His Txcellency the Governor got
any precedent anywhere in the history of .the democratic Parlia-
ments of the World? No. If the Opposition Members want to
set up healthy conventions, they must do so. What is sauce for the
goose must be sauce for the gander. What is right for them
must be right for us also. They unfortunately forget that a des-
perate disease requires a desperate remedy. Mr. Chairman, the

" . point raised by the other side is very strange. Lawyers argue

things in a peculiar way. The argument of the other side seems
to be this. ‘ Why should the Chief Minister bring forward this
motion before this House now? At the joint session of both the
Houses of Legislature the Chief Minister was present. The Chair-
man of the Council and the Speaker,of the Assembly were also
present. When Mr. Prakasam interrupted the speech of His

Excellency the Governor and himself made a speech, neither the

Chairman, nor the Speaker, nor anybody prevented Mr. Prakasam
from doing so. Why should the Chief Minister bring forward this
motion now? ' They seem to maintain that all actions that are
not prevented are legal. It is a strange argument indeed to come
from a lawyer of Mr. Prakasam’s standing.
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‘“ Bir, I was happy to note one most welcome and redeeming
feature in Mr. Prakasam’s speech this morning. In the midst of
the hymn of hate he has been singing outside as well as on the
floor of this House, he at least acknowledged Mahatma Gandhi
to be a great man. I was immensely pleased at that. At the same
time, Mr. Prakasam feels sorry that the K.L.P. Members who
came out of his belly have turned against him. I would like to
ask, ‘ Wherefrom did Mr. Prakasam come?’ He jumped out of
the belly of that great organization, namely, the Indian National
Congress, and be has turned against that organization now. We
know adversity finds strange bed-fellows. 1 may say that no one
in adversity has ever found stranger bed-fellows than Mr. Prakasam
in the Communists. In this connexion, I would very much like
to refer to the policy adopted by Mr. Prakasamn when he was in
office, with respect to the Communists. Due to the policy adopted
by him at the time of the railway strike in Tiruchirappalli, we had
to lose a few seats in that place to the Communists. At that time,
I and Mr. Kosalram went to Mr. Prakasam and told him,
' Liook here, Mr. Chief Minister. The railway workers say that
their grievances are very simple and they can be easily redressed.
So, please consider their case sympathetically and try to redress
their grievances in a peaceful manner.” Do you know what reply
Mr. Prakasam gave us? He said, * You people do not know any-
thing. Drastic action must be taken against them. Then only
things will be all right.” That was his reply. He did take drastic
action against those poor workers with the result that we lost a
few seats in the recent elections to the Communists. When
today I find that the same Mr. Prakasamn who took very drastic
action against the Communists at that time, has entered into an
alliance with the Communists, I am reminded of a story that I was
told when I was reading in the elementary school. A frog and a
rat once met together and decided to be chums. They wanted to
be very close to each other. With this idea in view, they tied
their legs together and were roaming about in this manner for
some time. One day when they were going like this, the frog
came across & tank which was full of water and it suddenly jumped
into that tank. The poor rat could not disentangle itself from the
frog and so was drowned in the tank and died in the end. I do
not know when Mr. Prakasam’s allies, the Communists will jump
into the ocean of unlawful activities along with Mr. Prakasam and’
when we must go to his rescue and save him from sharing the
same fate as the rat, by relieving him of his association with the
Communists. (Liaughter.)

“ Mr. Chairman, much has been said against this resolution.
Hon. Member Mr. Gurunandan Row seems to maintain, ¢ Oh!
the rules provide for interruptions. We can interrupt any speech
at any time. We can very well interrupt the Governor also while
he is addressing us. After all, who is the Governor? What is his
lOCu«? standi?’ In that strain, he goes on arguing. In support
of his argument, he quotes British Parliamentary precedents. He
forgets at the same time to note that Britain has no written Con-
stitution as we have. The Brilish tradition itself is built up on
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healthy conventions set up by the members belonging to the
Government side and also the members of the Opposition.
Nobody there has ever taken it into his head and walked out of the
Parliament when His Majesty the King was addressing. Here,
we find that Mr. Prakasam walked out of the House. This is a
strange procedure and this is the first time when we hear of such a
procedure being adopted anywhere. 1t 1s argued that every mem-
ber has privilege and freedom to raise a point of order at any time
he pleases. When I hear such an argument, 1 am reminded of a
story. Once an American went to England. One evening, he
‘was walking along the streets of Liondon waving his stick back-
wards and forwards. His stick hit the nose of a man who was
coming behind. That man preferred a complaint against this
American before a Magistrate. The Magistrate cailed the
American and asked him why he was waving his stick like that
and hit the nose of the complainant. The American replied,
“ Your Honour, I was told that yours is a free country and so I
thought I had freedom to wave my stick as I pleased.” The
Magistrate replied, * My dear Sir, you are no doubt in a free
country and you have freedom. But the freedom of your stick
ends where the nose of the other man begins.” (Laughter.) I
would like to remind the Members of the Opposition that their
freedom ends where our privileges begin. Our privilege here is to
establish healthy conventions. The Members of the Legislature
must be allowed to hear the speech of His Excellency the Governor
without any interruption. That is the privilege of the Members
and nobody should be allowed to interfere with this privilege. 1
am amused at the argument that everybody has a right to interrupt
His Excellency’s speech.

“ Mr. Chairman, we have heard another strange argument. It
is said that even granting that it was wrong for Mr. Prakasam to
have interrupted the Governor, he is a senior member of the House
and therefore he deserves consideration. I grant it. Mr. Prakasain
is a veteran statesman and there was a time when I too looked
upon him as my Guru. We all know Mahabharatha. Bhishma
was on the side of the Kauravas and Arjuna had to kill him. He
was held in reverence both by the Kauravas and the Pandavas. But,
as he was espousing a wrong cause, he had to be eliminated to
. establish law and order and dharmma. So, nothing is unfair in love

and war.

““ One thing I wish to make clear. Everyone should under-
stand that this resolution moved by our esteemed leader, Rajaji,
is not an act of vendetta and it is not an attempt to be vindictive
against anybody. It is an attempt to establish healthy conven-
tions in the House that will be followed as precedents by future
generations. Trom the speeches of the hon. Members of the
Opposition I am inclined to think that they too are very much
interested in establishing very healthy conventions in our House.
With these words, I most heartily support the resolution moved
by the Hon. Chief Minister.”

- Bun@senssin,
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Mkg. CHAIRMAN :—* As there are a fairly large number of
speakers, I fix 15 minutes for each member.”
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Sert V. CHAKKARAI CHETTY :—‘ Mr. Chairman, Sir, my
hon. Friend, Mr. V. Gurunadhan Rao, has practically smashed the
illegal and unconstitutional position taken up by the Hon. the
Leader of the House. It is an unfortunate thing that we are
called upon to decide legal and constitutional issues here. If I
could have my own way, I would certainly advise my hon. Friend,
Mr. Prakasam, with due deference to you, Sir, to take up this
matter before the High Court of Judicature and get a ruling as to

whether this House 1s competent to go into this question or not. -

But I will not go into all the legal arguments that have been put

forward to which no adequate answer has yet been given and I

know no adequate reply is possible. Let me put forward my views
as concisely as I can. In the first place, as has been pointed out

already, this resolution is absolutely meaningless. It is a mere

piece of verbiage ‘ privileges,” ‘ constitutional propriety > and what
" not. What are these privileges? What is the constitutional pro-
priety? Are we looking into any book of law? Are they well-
known to Members of this House? Have they been embodied in
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the rules and regulations governing the conduct of the Members of
this House? Or are we going to give up our conscience and act in
such a way as to suit the political exigencies existing now and the
political warfare that is being carried on? It has been said by the
Leader of the House that he is free from all prejudices, hatred and
contempt. I wish I could say so emphaticallly. But unfortuna-
tely, human nature being what it is, I do not believe, either on the
one side or the other, people are free from these. But I can say

" this much. At least the people—common people—are free from

political partisanship and passion.

*“ Now, 8ir, what is the position of the Governor, to whom
discourtesy is supposed to have been shown? The Governor,
according to the Constitution, is appointed by the President of the
Indian Republic. We all know that the President of the Indian
Union was recently elected. He is not a President by divine right
as the Kings of Fngland were supposed to be from the early times
to the time of the ill-fated Charles I and his successor later on,
James II, who was driven away from England. The Governor
holds his appointment during the pleasure of the President. The .
President himself is not an irremovable fixture. He can be
removed from office by following the procedure laid down in
Article 61 of the Constitution. Therefore, the Governor is not like
the Governor of the olden days, surrounded by a halo of sanctity and
holding his office because he is appointed by some kind of dodu-
ment emanating from the King. Now, according to the Consti-
tution, the Governor has no privileges. One of the Articles in the
Constitution says that he will be entitled to certain salary and
emoluments, free house, etc., and will enjoy privileges that are
defined by law. Therefore, it cannot be said that we broke or my
Friend, Mr. Prakasam, broke any of the ptivileges enjoyed by
the Governor. Well, then, 8ir, what is the position? The
Governor came there to make a speech. As lias been very well
pointed out by certain hon. Members, nobody is obliged to listen
to his speech. It is said in the Article relating to the Address—
we can understand it if we read it property—that the Governor
shall address the session. It is an obligation cast upon him. But
there is no obligation cast upon Members to listen to the Governor.
The Members may sit there and plug their ears with cotton
wool. We are not obliged to listen to the Governor. It is an
obligation cast upon the Governor to make the speech and there
is no obligation on my part to listen to his speech. He shall
inform the Houses about the policy to be pursued by his Govern-
ment but whether I am prepared to listen to it or dccept it is a
different matter. Therefore, it seems to e wrong to bring in
such a motion. My Friends here spoke about establishing con-
ventions. Sir, we cannot establish a convention by means of an
invention of this nature. The Leader of the House wants, to set
up a convention by the contrivance, or device or invention of this
motion. Tt is not possible to establish a convention on these lines.
Conventions must grow from the necessities of the case. MThere

- must be law to condemn a Member. A mere majority in this
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House cannot take upon itself the duty of setting up a convention
merely for the purpose of saying that a certain Member violated
the privileges of the House.

‘“ Then, iSir, the Leader of the House referred to the ‘ walk-
out '. Walk-out has become the cominonest thing in India to-day.
People have walked out in various Assemblies. The Congress
and the Congress members in the old days—in the days of the
Home Rule movement led by Lokamanya Tilak—staged walk-
outs. Lokamanya Tilak was present, Sir, at a meeting convened
by the Governor. A large number of people including the Princes
of India were present there. Mr. Tilak with his characteristic
courage—a courage that our friend Mr. Prakasam has probably in-
herited from him from those days, got up, protested and walked
out. People thought in those days that there was nothing wrong
in protesting against the advice of the Governor. to mobilise the
resources of India for carrying on the first World War.

““ Sir, T wish to say one thing more. Suppose we pass this
resolution. You must remember this thing. It may be satisfac-
tory to you. It may satisfy the helpless anger of the Leader of

" the House and other members here because Mr. Prakasam has

12~-45
p.1ae

been leading a campaign for the downfall of this Ministry. But
if we are trying to establish a convention, let me say this. I am
not pleading for Mr. Prakasam because he is an old man. He can
defend himself for what he has done. He is called the Lion of
Andhra by his own people and by a majority of the people of the
country at large. He deserves that title. He has the backing of
the people of the Andhra country and a considerable section of the
people of Tamilnad too. We may pass this resolution. But it
will be a farce of a resolution passed by this House. Whereas my

friend will go back to the Andhra Desa and he will be received by

thousands and thousands of people and what he did on that memo-
rable day of the 6th of May 1952 will be approved and our resolu-
tion will become an object of ridicule. I do not want that this
Honourable House should expose itself to the reproach and ridicuie
of the vast masses of our countrymen and therefore my friend
Mr. Adityan has brought forward his amendment. We do not
know the procedure; we do not know whose privileges have been
broken and how we are to proceed and we cannot establish a con-
vention without going into all the circumstances attending that
event. Unless a Committee is appointed and it goes into all these
matters and brings forward rules and regulations which may guide
the future conduct of the Members of the House, I do not believe
that we will be well advised in passing this resolution. By passing
this resolution, I do not think we will be making anybody feel that
Mr. Prakasam has done anything’ wrong; on the other hand the
people of the Andhra country and a considerable section of the
people of Tamilnad with whom I am connected, i.e., those who
have been following us and have elected many of us to the
Assembly and the Council, will certainly not approve of this resolu-
tion or any censure that we may pass upon Mr. Prakasam, the
leader of the United. Democratic Front. Sir, I thank you for

- Hon. the Chief Minister.

~whether this is an undignified act or not.
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giving me this .opportun-ity to speak and hope that the Hon. the
‘Leader of the House and the other Members will bear in mind
what I said last.”

* Janas MAHOMED USMAN :—* Mr. Chairman, Sir, I am
glad that this resolution has been brought before the House by the
The issue is very simpie. Nobody can
deny that on the 6th of May 1952, my hon. Friend Mr.
Prakasam did an undignified thing when His Excellency ihe
Governor came to the Joint Session of the Legislature to perform
a. constitutional duty. It was his privilege to address and it was
the privilege of Mr. Prakasam that he should hear. Instead of
that, he made an interruption. He insulted not only His Excel-
lency the Governor, but he insulted the Hon. the Chief Minister
also. In our Assembly consisting of gentlemen we should have
gentlemanly manners. We in our House address the Chief
Minister as, ‘ the Hon. the Chief Minister ’, or'as * my Hon. Friend
the Chief Minister.” No one can address him as ‘ this man ’ as
my friend Mr. Prakasam has done. It is no doubt an insult to the
House. It is an insult to people who have got any sense of deco-
rum: Then, after having performed this undignified act, Mr.
Prakasam and his followers left the Hall raising slogans. 1 ask
: ‘ In order that such
gilpgfstaytbe Ipreverﬁted in future, T am glad that the Hon. the

itef Minister has taken this correct st i ioni
P puster has f ct step for preserving the dignity

‘“ 8ir, I am glad that my friend Mr. Adityan in givi i
' , ) . yan in giving not
of his amendment has practically admitted that a deli%erat% act l]?s :
disregard of all constitutional proprieties has been done by .
%\ﬁr. Przikitgam, II):_([epause he has not touched the first paragraph of
e resolution. 1s amendment relates to paragraphs 2 ‘
Paragraph 1 of the resolution reads— paragraphs 3 and 8 only.

- the hon, Member 8ri T. i i i
(;orsxst;iet;lﬁonal prppqritx’es, rose agd ':1'[‘ntefrr:;{::smth;nprﬁig);g;: %l;mg;erl?vgiigg
HO\r;Ses . (?ue.ssx?mng the competence of His Excellency to address the
So, Sir, according to Mr. Adityan, Mr. Prakasam is guilty of
having acted in deliberate disregard of all constitutional proprieties
If that is admitted, then the mutter is very simple. We can
}ogxcally come to the conclusion as stated in the second paragraph
. that there was an indecorous and disorderly conduct :
Ope cannot help coming to the conclusion that, having deliberately
disregarded the constitutional proprietias, my friend Mr. Pra-
kasam has committed an act of indecorum and disorderly conduct
We can therefore take action as suggested in the Resolution Witll:
out reference to any committee. I think a strong case has been
made out and we should pass the resolution that has been given
notice of by the Hon. the Chief Minister,”’ ' 7

*Snr P. N. MARTHANDAM PILLAI :(—* Mr. Chai
Sir, on the 6th of May 1952, the hon. Member Mr. Pi:lizr;;zrx;
acted in a manner which is against all rules of etiquette and -
gentlemanliness. I know he'is a gentleman worthy of respect and
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reverence from most of us. He has sacrificed a lot for the cause

for which he stood, but that does not empower him to go in wher-

ever he wants and shont whatever he wants. Sir, we were assem-
bled there to hear His Excellency. Instead of doing that, he
made a speech and walked out. He disturbed the meeting; he
disturbed the peace of the House and disturbed everyone’s calm-
ness. I thought Mr. Prakasam would now get up and say, ‘ I am
sorry for what I have done and it wiil not be repeated again ',
Then, fhe matter would have ended to the satisfaction of all.
Instead of that, to justify his conduct and to say, * We have the
. privilege of speaking whatever we want and wherever we want’
is not a proper defence. Sir, if everyone speaks out his griev-
ances when the Governor comes to address, what will be the posi-
tion of the Governor? What will be the position of the House
and. of the country? It is clear that rules ought to be followed,
however great the Opposition Leader may be and it was improper
on his part to have done what he did on that occasion.

“ Sir, I have one more word to say. He advised the Members
who are nominated to act in a particuiar manner. 1 am very
sorry that Members of this House talk of the nominated Members
in a light-hearted manner as though they have come by the back
door. I want to tell you and the Members, Sir, that the Consti-
tution provides for a mass election and a group election and a
number of people, 15 or 12, electing one, and election or selection
by the Governor. And I do not see any objection in the Govern-
ment nominating a gentleman for the purpose. It is true, Sir,
_that Members have been elected in the general elections at the
“rate of one for every 75,000 people. Is there any superiority in
the gentleman who represents these 75,000 people over the gentle-
man or the lady who is nominated by His Excellency the Governor
or the Hon. the Chief Minister or the whole Cabinet? Is the
Cabinet inferior to the masses? Is the Chief Minister inferior?
Or is the Governor inferior? Sir, it is'a wrong conception of the
matter and I wish our hon. Friends do not indulge in such cheap
criticisms. Regarding the duty of the nominaed Members, I may
say, Sir, we have our conscience and.it is not for any one Member
to dictate to another Member what he must do. Whichever way
our conscience dictates, we will follow. Mr. Prakasam may be
the Chief Minister tomorrow and another Member the next day.
But, to express our gratitude in this House or elsewhere is nothing
wrong. Sir, on behalf of all the hon. Members who have been
nominated, I express our gratitude at this very moment again, here
and now, to the Government and the Hon. the Chief Minister for
nominating us, and as to how we would act, Members may please

wait and see.”’

Srt M. P. GOVINDA MENON :—'* Mr. Chairman, Sir, with
very great respect to the Leader of the House, the Hon. the Chief
Minister, I am constrained to remark that this resolution is not an
ordinary resolution and is not heard of till now in any legislature.
Tt has been conceived in hafred, and it has been nursed in hatred;

and it has been pursued in a gpirit of vindictiveness. The other
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day we had the noble example of no less a person than the great
Prime Minister of India saying how the party in power must treat
the Opposition. That great soul said, * We must not hate the
Opposition and treat the Opposition like enemies. We must con-
vert the Opposition to our side and for converting the Opposition,
we must convert ourselves.” Mr. Chairman, look at that picture
and look at this picture. Sir, the Hon. the Leader of the House
has got another method of treating the Opposition. In another
place he said, that he treated a particular party in the Opposition
as his enemy No. 1. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, with great res-
pect to the Hon. the Leader of the House : Is it not a declaration
of war on the millions of people who rightly or wrongly voted for
this particular party? I can understand the Leader of the House
trying to persuade the people by telling them, ‘You made a
mistake. Those people whom you have voted for do not deserve
your confidence. So, reject those peopie.” Instead of that, he
declares war on that particular party. It is a war not only on the
party, but on the mullions of people as well who have rightly or
wrongly voted for that party. Now, Sir, in this House another
war is declared against a veteran of our country. 1 thought good
sense would prevail. The Leader of the House knows what is
good and what is not good for this country. My humble opinion
1s that this is not the way of treating the Opposition. Here is a
person who is revered and respected by millions of people of this
country for his past sacrifices and for his noble stand on behalf of
the people, and he and the Leader of the House have been .collea-
gues and brothers in arms. The motion before the House is called
a privilege motion. But, with great respect to the Leader of the
House, 1 beg to say that he is out to crush the Opposition.

““ Of course, Sir, he had been telling my hon. Friend Mr. ! Pm.

Rajeswara Rao the other day that in a Communist country, no
opposition would be allowed. .1 know it. I do nob like o be
ruled by a Communist Party. I do not like to be in a Communist
country because in a democracy we can function as an opposition
party. I think the great Rajaji would welcome opposition even
though his administration may be ideal and good. He must cer-
tainly welcome opposition so that the opposition may serve as a
corrective and the Hon. Chief Minister may have an oppor-
tunity of knowing what the other people have to say about his
administration. So, rightly he said that in a Communist country
no opposition would be allowed. But the Hon. Chief Minister is
following the same methods followed by the Communist Party to
crush the Opposition by treating the Opposition Party as Public
Enemy Number One and discrediting the Leader of the Opposition
Party. Perhaps in a subtle way or in his own usual clever way
he wants to crush the Opposition. What is the difference
between the methods adopted by the Communist leaders of totali-
ta.rlqn ccuntries and the methods adopted by the Hon. Chijef
Minister in dealing with the Opposition. With all respect, 1
request, him to reconsider the position he has taken up with regard
to the whole matter. °
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‘** Now, coming to the merits of the motion, what happened
on the 6th May, the Hon. the Chief Minister was pleased to state
before the House. He said that he did not take objection to the
walk-out. On another occasion he said that staging demonstrations
was one of the constitutional and legitimate methods in vogue in
political life. He also said that he did not take objection to the
speech made by Sri Prakasam. The whole charge against Sri
Prakasam, according to him, was that he stood up before His
Excellency the Governor and interrupted his speech. Sir, my
hon. Friend Sri Prakasam and those who follow him wanted to
stage a walk-out by way of protest against some action of His
Excellency and make him understand and realize that there was
another side to the picture, and that in nominating Mr. Rajagopala-
chari on the eve of his election as the Congress Party leader, he
had acted unconstitutionally. What we have done may be wrong
but it is a matter purely for the constitutional pundits to decide.
We have made our position clear by staging that walk-out.
Before staging the walk-out, Sri Prakasam had to say something

to His Excellency the Governor, for otherwise will he not be-

accused of showing discourtesy to the Governor? I ask, is it
courteous on the part of anyone to stage a waik-out without
making a speech? So Sri Prakasam had to make a speech explain-
ing the position of our party in relation to the Governor’s action in
calling the Congress Party to form the Government, and giving
the reasons for not listening to his speech. Is there anything
wrong? It is the most constitutional and courteous thing to be done
by any person. Who is the person to decide whether it was
courteous or discourteous? You were there and the Hon. Speaker
was also there. According to the rules, both the Chairman and
the Speaker have no right to control the deliberations of both the
Houses when they meet together in a joint session. His Excel-
lency the Governor is the only person to decide the issue. What
did he do? The whole thing I have pictured in my mind. When
His Excellency entered the House we all stood up. When he sat
down we also sat down. Immediately Sri Prakasam stood wup.
Without noticing that Sri Prakasam stood up, His Iixcellency the
Governor began to speak. Then Mr. Prakasam said; * On a point
of order, Your Excellency . Immediately the Governor sat down
and allowed Sri Prakasam to proceed with his speech. Here is
the verdict given by His Excellency the Governor. He was the
only person entitled to control that House at that time. He had
accepted the position taken up by Sri Prakasam at that time.
There is nothing discourteous in this action of Sri Prakasam nor
is there any disregard of constitutional propriety or decorum. His
speech was listened to without any murmur or any syllable of
protest. Are we sitting in judgment over His Excellency’s action
as if we are an Appellate Court? His Excellency accepted the
position taken up by Sri Prakasam with good grace. Why do you
want to raise that issue again here. With all respect to the Hon.
Teader of the House, I request him to consider whether this is the
method of dealing with the Opposition. With these few words,
I oppose the motion moved by the Hon. Leader of the House.”
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*8r1 V. BASHYAM AYYANGAR :—*“ Mr. Chairman, Sir,
I wish the House has a clear understanding of what it has to do at .
present. The House is called upon to give its opinion on the
motion moved by the Hon. Leader of the House. The question
is really very simple. On the 6th of May both the Houses of the
Legislature had been summoned and invited by the Governor to
hear his speech. The right of the Governor or—one may say—
the duty of the Governor to address the Legislature is laid down
in Article 176 of the Constitution. It says—

*At the commencement of every session, the Governor shall address the
Legislative Assembly or in the case of a State having a Legislative Council, both
Houses assembled together and inform the Legislature of the causes of its
summouns.’

So, the members of both Houses of the Legislature were meeting
on that day to hear the Governor. It was not a meeting of the
Council. It was not a meeting of the Assembly. It was a meet-
ing of the Members of both the Houses. Therefore, it was a
special meeting. Ordinary rules of procedure which apply in the
case of meetings of the Council or the Assembly do not apply to
that meeting. Therefore, my submission is that no member is
entitled to raise any point of order on that occasion. Now, the
interruption which the hon. Member Sri Prakasam made on that
day, is sought to be justified on the ground that it was raised on
a point of order. What I beg to submit to the House is that no
point of order is allowed at such a gathering because there is no
single authority who can give a ruling on a point of order. So the
excuse or the pretence that has been put forward that the hon.

- Member rose on a point or order is completely untenable and the

hon. Member was not entitled to speak on a point of order by
interrupting the Governor’s speech. All the members of both
Houses of the Legislature had the right and privilege to be there,
to hear His Excellency’s speech and then disperse. That is the
purpose of that meeting. If there was any point on which the
Members wanted to have their say, rules provide as to how that
right has to.be exercised. Article 176 (2) of the Constitution itself
5ays— ' ’

¢ Provigion sahll be made by the rules regulating the procedure of the House

or either Housefor the allotment of time for discussion of the matters referred
or in such address. ’

The rules of procedure framed for this House under Article 208 (2)
provide for the exercise of that right as regards the Governor’s
Address. Rules 4, 5 and 6 of the Council Rules also do not provide
for any point of order being raised on that day. Therefore, the
House is entitled to say that an affront and an act of disorder had
taken place which this House has to take notice of. The point as
to where this question should be raised has already been answered.
It could not have been raised in the joint sitting because it was a
temporary meeting. It could be raised only in this House because
the concerned Member is a Member of this House. Therefore, we
are perfectly at liberty to express our opinion as to the propriety
of the action taken by the hon. Member.

c—14
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*“ Only one point more I would mention, and that is as regards

_the observation that has been made about the nominated

Members. The hon. Members are aware that there are Members
in this House who tried {or a seat in the Assembly but failed and
even lost their deposits but still they were put up for this House.
Tt must be said to the credit of the Congress that they did not
put up any such members to this House. It is not for members

- who were defeated in the elections to the Assembly to dictate to

1-15 .
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the members who have been nominated to this House. As a
matter of fact some of them who have been nominated to the
Council wished to be excused from undertaking that duty but the
Government wanted them. It was thought that their knowiedge
and prestige would be of service to the people if they were
members of this House. They have accepted the nomination as a
matter of public duty and not for any selfich end. It is not as if
they are anxious to come and spend their timme here. Therefore,
it 1s not open to any member to make cheap jibes at or offer
gratuitous advice to the nominated members. As regards their
duty and right to vote on a particular occasion, they themselves
know it. My hon. Friend Mr. Marthandam Pillai has already
replied on that point. They have their own conscience and they
will act according to it on any subject. They are not bound to
vote with this party or that party. They wiil vote for the side
with which they agree on the point In issue. There need be

‘absolutely no doubt about it. I lLope nothing more will be heard

in this House about the position of the noininated Members or
their right to take part in the deliberations of this House. With
these words, Sir, I support the motion.”

* Sp1 B. V. SUBRAHMANYAM :—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, 1
rise as a Member representing the Socialist Party on the floor
of this House to oppose the motion so briefly and therefore so ably
moved by the Hon. the Leader of the House, regarding the alleged
breach of privilege that occurred at the joint assemblage of the

. two Houses of thé Legislature on the 6th of May. 1 may state

at once that the party to which I have the honour to belong did
not on that occasion think it fit, and does not even on this occasion
think it proper, that anybody should have walked out of that joint
assemblage to mark his protest in the manner in which the
protest was made. But, this does not maean that I am, or the party
to which I have the honour to belong is, with the Leader of the
House and with the party that he leads in thie matter of the
motion before this House. It was a great Frenchman who said
to one of his deadliest enemies, * I thoroughly disagree with your
opinions, but I shall give my life to save your right to express
them.” It is in that spirit that I rise before this House to place
before it certain aspects of what might be called the perpetuated
hatred which during the last few months or weeks is trying to
make of this House an arena for itself. It seems to me, Sir, that
the House is proceeding on absolutely wrong lines, whoever might
have started it so, in considering only the rights or privileges of
the Governor on the one hand and of the House as a whole on
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the other hand, without at the same time considering the much
more important thing that has been enshrined in our Constitution,
on which the whole fabric of the Constitution rests. viz.. the
freedom of speech of the individual. Article 194 of the Constitu-
tion which deals with the privileges of this House—if T may make
bold to state to persons who might not have read it with the care
that it demands—states that this Article itself is based on the
pre-condition that it shall not be misused, or misquoted against
the liberty of speech which each individual has in this country, and
which he can effectnate not merely on the floor of this House,
not merely in the streets of this country, but in Courts of Law,—
in the High Courts of Judicature and in the Supreme Court—where
he can move for the right of speech being given full effect to. It
is not properly understood, Sir, that this is not a matter on which
so light an attitude can be taken as merely to think that, if 55
people on one side vote against 17 on the other side, the freedom
of the individual to speak as he likes on the floor of this House
or on the floor of any other joint assemblage of Houses is lost. It
is not the majority of a few persons that can make or unmake
this freedom of speech. The Constitution protects it; the Consti-
tuiton enshrines this deity, and it is the God to which the whole
Constitution turns. If we turn away from it, we turn away from
our basic rights in this country. I say this, Sir, in order to start
studying the events of the 6th of May from a particular angle
which I, in my own dispassionate view of the matter, wish to place
before this House. What happened on the 6th of May? There
was a walk-out. That was the most prominent thing, the most
important thing that happened on that day. Are we to-day to
state here that persons, who are assembled as a joint assemblage
of the Houses of the Legislature before the Governor have no right
either as a whole or in part to walk out, even if they have a right
to protest? I submit that this resolution itself which is confined
to Mr. Prakasam and does not touch everyone else who walked out
on that day, makes a distinction between the offence or alleged
offence which might have been thought to have been committed
by the other Members who walked out and the offence that might
be thought to have been conceivably perpetrated by Mr. Prakasam.
The other Members who merely walked out are not subjected to
this privilege motion or whatever it is. This means that the basis
on which we have to discuss this motion is that there is a right to
walk out which this House is not asked to question. Let us start
from that point. If the right to walk out is granted, I submit
that it is no use trying to quibble about points of order, points of
information and things like that, and I state, Sir, that any person
who is intending to walk out has a right to explain why he intends
to walk out. If it is stated that any of the Members on
this side have argued that Mr. Prakasam rose to raise a
point of order in the ordinary, facile, easy way in which
points of order are for instance sought to be raised before,
Sir, a person of your status, and that the same thing was
intended on that day, and there was to be discussion on
one side followed by discussion on the other side, I do not think
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the position is being quoted properly. The last Speaker, Sri Bash-
yam Ayyangar, is trying to treat it from too legalistic and too
technical a point of view when he speaks of the point of order on
which Mr. Prakasam rose not being a proper point of order.
Nobody agrees, Sir, that anyone had a right to raise a point of
order in the usual, facile way in which points of order are raised,
and sometimes dismissed by men like you, Sir; and what I state
is that if the right to walk-out is there, the right to explain the
walk-out is also there. Tt cannot be that the right to walk-out,
" merely as a walking-out, is permissible but that the explanation
why the walking-out is taking place will not be permitted. Con-
ventions have to be built up. If one of the conventions centres
round the fact that a person can walk out of an assembly or
assemblage, it should be a further convention, Sir, and I say it
should be, and will be, as healthy a convention as any, that one
could explain why he is walking out. We are not thinking strictly
within the realms of law, and nobody is thinking in terms purely
~of the rule of law. I am surprised at the manner in which some
things do happen on the floor of this House, and I shall not
adumbrate all of them here. If we are trying to follow a rule of
law, let us follow it by all means, at every stage. I wish to say,
and it is very painful to a lawyer, that in this matter there is no
question of thinking in terms of strict rules of law. In this very
House we have not had the decency or courtesy to ourselves, first
to constitute and create a Committee of Privileges before moving a
resolution or a motion of this nature. Although this breach cf
privilege took place, Sir, on the 6th of May and we are on the
14th, I ask, Sir, if people are believing in the rule of law and
believing in the strict letter of the law, what prevented this
Committee of Privileges being formed before the 13th when this
House was asked to consider this question of privilege? It was
prevented merely because there was a desire to hit in the dark.
I am not used to being hit in the dark. We are not used to

"being hit in the dark. ILet there be proper rules; and, if there -

are no proper rules- why is it that we are trying to speak of a rule
of law without the rule of law first being written for everybody to
understand? I, therefore, say that it is no use being too legalistie,
and no use stating that the speech made by Mr. Prakasam on the
occasion of his walking out in explanation of why he was walking
out is a thing that cannot be permitted under the Constitution.
People who say so do not know what the Constitution is, what the
Constitution has provided for, and what things have been left
unprovided for even after the coming into force of the Constitution,
even after the coming into force of a Ministry in the State, and
the Legislature having begun to function. I would like to warn
anybody who states the contrary, because the rules of law and the
- legal position have been examined by me with some care and I
state, Sir, the right to speak follows the right to walk out.

" ““T would then like fo ask, 8ir, is it the length of the speech
that makes the difference? Suppose Mr. Prakasam got up and
said ‘ Your Bxcellency, as a protest against the formation of a
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Ministry out of the minority party, 1 and people of my way of
thinking walk out,” would there have been any difference, Sir,
between the position then and the position now when Mr. Prakasam
has spoken for more than the time that would have been taken to
speak that one sentence which was necessary on that occasion? I
say, Sir, that once the right to walk-out is granted, once the right
of speech with the right of walking-out is granted—it cannot but
be granted—it is not the length of the speech that makes it
constitutional or unconstitutional.

‘‘ 8ir, we have no precedents for an occasion like this, but it
will be hard to say that in this country we should insist upon
every Member of the assemblage sticking to a conformity of rule
and that there should be no * walk-out’ at all. Imagine some
five years or ten years hence a whole majority, not of Congressmen,
not of Socialists, not of Kizan-Mazdoor-Praja Party men, and not
even of Krishakar-Lok Party men, but a whole majority of
Communists sitting there, and a handful of us who are in thorough
disagreement with them—and I wish it to be known that we,
Socialists, are as much in disagreement with certain Communist
ideologies and policies as are Congressmen—sitting on the other
side, and imagine things were being said to us and things were
being done, against which we should protest. Then, I say, Sir, we
have as much right to walk out, and as much right to state to
whoever presides on that occasion why we are walking out. I feel,
Sir, that if we are to barter away this right to walk out, and barter
away this right of speech to explain why we are walking out, we .
are creating a bad precedent for the future, because the walk-out
is a precedent that we may have to use some day or other. 1,
therefore, state that looking at this matter too legalistically would
not lead us anywhere, A

““ What is it that Mr. Prakasam has done in addition to the
speech that he made? He is said, in this resolution, to have got up
and interrupted the speech of the Governor. Now I was present on
that occasion and was watching very carefully what had happened.

- I noted, and many others did too, that Mr. Prakasam was standing

at the mike long before His Excellency got up. I do not know
whether others noticed it, but I noticed the fact that Mr. Prakasam
was not looking at the dais or at the place where His Excellency
was standing. His Excellency got up and read a half or three-
quarters of a sentence when Mr. Prakasam became alive to the
fact that the Governor had risen and was spcaking. Mr. Prakasam
said something—TI did not hear him distinctly—but I heard the word
‘point *. I believed he was going to talk on a particular point or
raise a point of order or of information or something like that. His
Excellency, who was in full possession of his own prestige and
dignity, and who took much better care of these than some of us are
trying to do for him here, immediately sat down. When he sat
down, Mr. Prakasam raised the questions that he wanted to put
before His Excellency. If His Excellency had asked Mr, Prakasam
to sit down, and Mr. Prakasam did not sit down, I, Sir, speaking
for myself and for my party, would have been entirely in agree-
ment with the spirit of this resolution, even if it was not too
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correct an attitude, and was too much of an exhibition of one’s
own littleness. I say, Sir, with all respect, I would not have
opposed this motion. DBut, Mr. Prakasam did nothing like that.
He simply. went on, and His Iixcellency allowed him to speak. 1If
His Ixcellency’s allowing Mr. Prakasam to speak is a thing about
which this House is asked to protest, I say, Sir, we are trying to
be more royal than the King, and we are trying to out-Governor
the” Governor. That is not the spirit in which, T say, this House
should proceed in such a matter. The whole thing shows little-
ness of mind, and reveals that the object of this motion is not
really the purpose which appears on the surface, but merely to
hinder the Opposition, harass Mr. Prakasam, and hurt the feelings
of those who think with him. This is not the way to deal with men
and things. This is not the way to strengthen the Congress Party.
And I would like to warn the Congress Party and the Leader of
the House who is the Leader of the Congress Party that, if this is
. the manner in which he is trying to out-do Mr. Prakasam and his
group, he will be doing a very wrong thing both for himself and
the Congress Party. 1 warn him that, if he still persists in this
manner, he will be getting not what he wants, not what I want,
but what somebody else wants. I warn him against this spirit of
vindictiveness. I conclude with the words of one much greater
than he or I, and much greater than all the puny creatures of this
Petty House (he was pleased to call it ‘ Petty * yesterday); yes, I
quote the words of Shakespeare who said : * Tis excellent to have a
giant’s strength, but tyrannous to use it like a giant.” I do not
know whether the Chief Minister has yet acquired a giant’s
strength. He is probably trying to acquire it, and this motion is
one of the processes of acquiring it. But I can tell him that this is
tyranny all right against the right of speech, this is tyranny against
the human spirit and tyranny against old comrades who deserve
much hetter treatment at our hands, and who lhave done much
better things for us in their time than what the Congress Party
and the Government in power are trying to do in the future. The
Socialist Party and I cannot associate ourselves with such tyranny."’

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—'* The House will now rise for lunch and
meet again at 2-30 p.m.”

(After tunch—2-30 p.m,)
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S0E18 2l euflib sToenTh GaLig (FESCaeh. 2auiaeT 9liug o g

seuuGsn e susen &l8g sl%vaur  QFiss  Flwrerg,
QETHETL USHLTLIYDE 2LULL &1t §uF OFlemsGUT@iD 6166 USsn S
Qaigvevrin  aunTgth QFUSS  TeRCUIGTD VT EEHEE — AlLIlIG & 5 168T
SRS . TOGIRIME, BIRSET TCAEL e LanibBmHGsMD.
TS BB S SRS WaIHE 2 Ll b Bk sniEeT, sreflaeien
@ITENONG &SN e L& ES BB STis, 2bs Grrsgln &b
tiE g5 oot I&TFD Cuereny FHuBw seuieni sl Cuaeiimz
S6055 PDpsH omGs el s1ibEGESITLGT TG (0D LjevLIL_d
siguw M%) cretT—or s SLEG sl%veurt seuTD 24,8 & B 2euits Bar,
e LUl @ ¢ prsen CuBugGurgid, &8 o angmrhissT Szl
QT Bs QFredenine), BT 2iBES Hatt SosnssHesT & eLen
@oanpepen Qupss T8 waer Canowns Qubksa."

Sri 8§ B. ADITYAN.—*On a point of information, Sir,
I did not pull Mr. Prakasam.”

*Sr1 M. P. SIVAGNANA GRAMANI :— * sroné@é Qsneisin sem
BEIMES Qofly. @enedo wF FM6H. FLen e Qupssecndey
QueTgy oo GETeanGrur@e, &erh Sosrstn  weuisen GuSw
guigone  Quiass CalGs0sian® QuITmewlur® el anisb8 mes
epgwns Bulile senin 255560 IQUTEETLYI  (1pED &1 5T,
Fop8l Gurenwg mnaT pamss swuallsCa. et wewHgienen
GTEIG G5 2iaulf 1pEGLO BEIME TBSHS sTlqug. &% eun Osiuls
Qelensen, slLgmg Bl e pLsomiow, & 06E Qupdens s
Bs9s555 @ swly swislom &g S5 Esse11D, 2@,

Qveurr  Seuisenew Qaerreigengsd &STUUSGC. 6, Sananf] U s
Ble Blays5s Qsnereneg Sune, smsen GaeTregenguh &rseT
BLEmamwyh s1HPle) upssell ¢ SLEU CuBigyiaen. S BTGHT
GisensGs  QFogy@Gmer : seb  emsSHent  oans s b
QuTEEEsE QriGL usSeowdl., seuise &1 @Ww Csarrau g s,
presr HBewis  sond  enssBng  Qseriaupty  seradiugnin
Qegusss sLeol Ul GSRCDE. K@), &ID  ybE s
,_Qggngrgl@a?oﬂl_ﬂ@&@m L!E?‘@ﬁww@ﬂl_, g@@&m&mw@ﬂg @/Lﬂwnmrg;mg
AL GTem&E 6168 LINTS BILIGGH L g Ber Bgieten uss), 5th ) damz,
awonesin Quiig araiumsd Fms0srerer®Cmre.
‘ “ geod omEEs S STS0FL  DEITET BULET 9,515 5 Hevi sl
up ) Quareraus e aeutenllsh Ceassiaon Guire, Slugw wp i Milesr Goieds
amyisen Guned pLEsCuanLmd acugres GO, oeimew
FBasrsr nsgDosens® 0810s@W wlurtes Q& re o6y
NG SjalenTd CaL88psy 2 ueliBoun® Bss smbewninGui@ B ITGUT
CsL88mes. LMW STV H sauiet Haraset Sz Qarenansemiu
@gmuug;bsn&Gw, 10&sa116)  C&1 B0 FOEEILL T E % @iy
sLB wndgaspstsCel, &St soly LU Gh Goggmlg.
wrs  (@Q@ssBuantQuaugnsisGa  mrfullar Guoie, g s B
Guuné, Opurt eu@ulSler Guone, Seney LGS S mEsesrslon
Buwenn  Qeweugl  @pdsh. QUL seuferone  Budgari
26 S Pertaet eTiQUIPEID FISETT &L AauGw 2450 1@ euevriqur g
GTeR ) UOESLONE el S HBBE1IE. e, Qem @QbHwu  men
s giidgniaefiest Qoeenty SBBW Seudel SQuTEeT o1 Gulesr
QuuwrnQen, wgsbes GuuwanGern eguler Quuanler Buioenn

MOTION FOR ADMONITION TO A MEMBER IFOR 207 -

'BREACH OF PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE

I4th May 1952]

Qsiuyb aupGssas PSS, safiuGuiries feserrer sufleydsns,
&%y oypmaysans, Quig Geeaauullgierer @%wrullevs senés s SHHENs,
FLOPe QuissHat GuuaounssTs e.epsdl wLbS sLbs &1
Quumsans PudlssuuddmiaGor Quriu, orfwe enneyily s femw
Oy, & Bwund seugpansGoun, LQUWSID Fi&smt ol
o sféaCauan® OGuaughanslear syoer—wala  Se). a@sod
0mgred lertact L Sw wpSiiwnes anng @wmba, p16@, aaGuresip
Cavgy snu@osvsnoisen  wigraGsr aibSGHES, Qs B s nd
2467 QT ERUNHEGD ULFSBed, BNHmbE LT GUIRl 2860 S1H%
gan&TrisenisGou—2ipsu 12 Cueannyih—our ms@ullmiGumn. 9,@s,
senb TngYTed NS &8 FUBbSETON, LA enlLTEIaRLns S

[Sri M. P. Sivagnana Gramani]

QUUTHULL G185, 2evenwts SpawBun® b e gapaeies) Quman

ussll  apbmlesmn ear QwislnCu Quir msB@masdmiser. Sps sarf
WE@HDEL HIEEHT 24mbleihn ucludelwm g eflevs eSlmthun g, @k &
2inE g THenr Useloow  GULELETETET 10 MSEEFL  BeOID grgel),
Saunslon Gauerig &osren®, 2wisen BFmeu QuGs s euPwinneTd
eretiy  &roew SHHans  QEranbalsHHEBmirelen  salt, srdésmi

C Hunllett  ensenw @EB wss oTLEUIIPSID Fi&Ln@EdGs  Ceunl @

Gum Geuerm®@wap  eiypssC8r® eautalm @Quls Qusrau@alg
Sewdov. g e.eviEGOW®, sw 2PH8un®, Fw seoner wHGUI®
Qb B EDes poutadr, swvith yhsd Sent SosnFd oeuissn (G ngum
Buseougr ? Q35 wopbleor whutmsg Qer@iug ? et wBUH
i slueui seith yEssHent Sloatan Jeutsaps@s Caergeunnm !
8w aunigems Gemeve elmbyDenGmert. ¢ gend (Nas1sth  oarECGen
siwsen Cods San®s s FSEHTSMEG, STHEH UTEULE Cubmp UTTS
BTG e o Gplvenn, SuEdT s upaiCamGu, steeCen, swser
L genGunbalu &g sieiiGaianbolneiiug eflgliuwn 2 utrs Brc@
WdsETsGs Fa5H00w @aeTs Bl Smerg Sa NGusHT & S
a6l apy@iiaert 2 . . . b, Tt QFreel TEGemun@ney, ¢ auaL
CurBles Shis@EeLW &[5HENTEQRES SEEEHDLL (GLHMSEEHES
Briser Qi Saum@ g, FO CFuu apgurs GODWUTEGH &
eTest [y euat s s & gieit Glrivelslsnerer el yBGmarr, (R4 Siomesn

‘Gevith oyiEs g St Nosneg s s B8g COsnas®eal Tl FEDeE mUguTe),

Syeurr ereor gl W EUSHGN.L s%vour eyeswunet, Q6 oflaut s g By GLogyh
Gus i erpfevdev, wemb u@GEHEDE. (@USUTEAZIh 968 MIth SHeh
&L 5 giedl_efler ey, aeitn  Loasnsih  Yeuraen  ellBilee, @&
Bworen gen g senullss o Gé@ flmoBaCu salissaag.uyb. Qe
wneney, @Qisas Qsaer@y som aLeolled BrEH WBHDHm, euepsdlnm
gy adiss@ @QuideeTod sl gems WBplug, sblrsnuseng
WHS58, gWamss GWsHsH, Vapoins QurEsrend sil, sem
LGV, Sjalmen i D FInEdiE Qs sneun 5, CFissm sa1m Sy
Bneir ereiiLen g Blg s B, QBs5S Brotersms as0eISns Henm
BeupPeneuss GeauenGoloss pitb Balwibsncnenfmesr.”

.8r1 C. RAJESWARA RAO :—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, T rise to
oppose the motion moved by the Hon. Chief Minister., While
moving the motion, the Hon. Chief Minister said that it was not
to impeach the leader of the Democratic I'ront that he had brought
in this motion, and that it was only brought in to see that no bad
precedent was set up. But anybody who reads the motion can find
out that it is not so. Here in this resolution, Sri Prakasam, Leader
of the Democratic Front, is accused of several charges.  Still it
is very strange for the Hon. Chief Minister to say that he has
brought in the resolution only to set up a good precedent. Dlease
see, Sir, some of the words used inu the resolution. ' Indecorous and
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digorderly conduct,” * gmilty of a grave contempt,” ‘ administers a
stern admonition to the hon. Member for his misconduct,’—these
are some of the terms used in this motion. T fail to see why the
Hon. Chief Minister should fight shy of saying what he has got in
his heart and say frankly and courageously, ‘ I accuse Sri Prakasam
and I want to discipline him ’. It is very strange that he has not
said so. If the Hon. Chief Minister only wants to set up a good
precedent, why is it that none of the Members on his side among
whom there are a number of constitutional lawyers raised a point
of order and stopped Mr. Prakasam from doing what he did on
that occasion? Instead, he has brought forward this resolution
six days after the incident happened. 1f only the Chief Minister
wants to set right any constitutional flaw in the rules of procedure,
he is at perfect liberty to do it. DBut he has not adopted that
course. If his intention 1s only to set up a good precedent, he could
have proceeded in that line.

‘“ Becondly, I wish to point out that this is a link in the chain

of the policy which the Chief Minister has been pursuing during
these ten or eleven days of this Legislature session, though he has
not been courageous enough to say so frankly. Tirstly he was
responsible for the promulgation of an order under section 144,
Cr.P.C. Therein he made charges—or he was responsible for
making charges—against Members of the Democratic Front and
the Communist Party as if we were about to start a revolution and
he had come to save this country from it. On the floor of the
House, the Communists have not declared that the Hon. Chief
Minister is their enemy No. 1 or public enemy No. 1. On the other
hand, the Chief Minister and Members belonging to his party have
declared that Communists are their enemy No. 1. The Chief
Minister is flinging accusation after accusation against the Mem-
bers of the Communist Party, and is trying to isolate the Members
of the Communist Party from the Members of the other parties of
the Democratic Front. Now he has brought forward this resolu-
tion against the leader of the Democratic Front. 'Though he says
.that his intention is not really to impeach Sri Prakasam, the leader
of the Democratic Front, his real idea must be to break up the
Democratic Front, by adopting a policy of ‘ divide and rule ’ which
the British Imperialists adopted in this country. The Hon. Chief
Minister wants to try this game of the British Imperialists to break
the Democratic Front. Firstly, he has isolated the Communists
by declaring them as enemy No. 1, and now he has come out with
accusations against the leader the Democratic Front. If the
Hon. Chief Minister moves along these lines, 1 warn him that
he will not only make the Communist Party his enemy, but he
will make other parties of the Democratic Front and all the
people who support it, his enemies. The attempt of the Chief
Minister to isolate the different parties of the Democratic Front
and beat them one by one will fail, because we are living in the
year 1952 and not 1948 or 1949, when it was possible to isolate the
Communist Party from others. I want to congratulate the Hon.
Chief Minister on his attacks on the different parties constituting
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the Democratic Front, beginning with the promulgation of an order
under section 144, Cr.P.C., then his declaration of the Communist
Party as his public enemy No. 1; and lastly his bringing forward
this resolution of censure against the leader of the Democratic
Front, Sri Prakasam. All these three acts have only strengthened
the Democratic Front and not weakened it. I thank the Hon.
Chief Minister for helping us to unite. Perhaps he thinks that
there is a split in the Democratic Front. 1 read in some of the
newspapers that some of the members belonging to the Congress
Party were declaring at public meetings that there was a split in
the Democratic Front. One of the hon. Members.of the Congress
Party gave advice to Mr. Prakasam as follows :—* Do not join the
Communist Party. If you join, some day you will also have to
jump into the well along with the Communists.” Sri Prakasam 1s
very well experienced—he is older than anyone of us sitting here—
and he knows what to do. He knows how to fight the Commu-
nists and when to unite with them. One Congress Member who is
supposed to be a votary of non-violence and a follower of Mahatma
Gandhi said that there was nothing unfair in love and war. The
Hon. Chief Minister and other Ministers have been saying that
the Communists are for violence and chaos in this country and that
the Government will suppress them with a strong arm. I am the
leader of the Communist Party and about 61 members of our Party
have been elected as Members of the Lower House. We fought che
elections single-handed, and we had no alliance with the K.M.P.
Party.  After the elections were over, we joined hands with
the K.M.P. Party and other parties, and put forth a programme
which was appreciated even by a newspaper like the Times of India,
owned by one of the biggest Indian business houses. The Times of
India wrote as follows : ‘ Nobody can find fault with any part of
the programme of the Democratic Front. The Congress has to
take up this programme and isolate the Communists.” We say
that we have come to the legislature to implement that programme
honestly and we only want you to allow us to work out this pro-
gramme on the floor of the Liegislature. 1 see no necessity to fling
such accusations as the Communists being wedded to violence and
101 other things. While the leader of the Congress Party is say-
ing that Congress men are votaries of non-violence, one of the
members of his party says that all is fair in love and war. If
the Congress Party is a votary of non-violence and a follower of the
principles of Mahatma Gandhi, why should they have a big Police
budget? Why should they spend seven crores of rupees out of
50 -crores of rupees or so on the Police? Why should they spend a
large sum of money on the defence forces? Are they not for com-
mitting violence? I can give a lot of facts about what the Con-
gress ‘Government had done in this State during the last five years.
I ask the Chief Minister to take up my challenge, and set up a non-
official enquiry committee and find out who committed violence dur-
ing the last five years. If I have time, I can describe what the
Congress Party has done during the last five years. T consider that
the Congress Party has no right to talk about non-violence especially



3 pm.

210 MOTION FOR ADMONITION TO A MEMBER FOR

BREACH OF PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE

[Sri C. Rajeswara Rao]  [14th May 1952

after having committed violence during the last five years. Their
policy will not work at all and people will not be deceived by their
professions of non-violence. . Iivery day, every hour and every
minute, they are committing violence and their regime is based
upon violence. I say, * You cannot provoke me to make this type
of statement or that type of statement’. T have come here as a
representative of the Communist Party to implement the pro-
gramme of the United Democratic Front. I oppose the motion.”

*Janas A, M. ALLAPICHAI :—** While supporting the
motion moved by the Hon. Leader of the House, I wish to say a
few words. It is true that this motion is of a serious kind. As a
matter of fact in the words of the Hon. Leader of the House, it was
with a great amount of mental agony he had to move this motion.
I can say with emphasis that there is no Congress man here who
did not love the hon. Member Sri T. Prakasam. I am not letting
out a secret if I say that even to-day we, Congress men, have at
least some love left for him in our hearts. But when we saw
clearly that the Communist Party is making use of him as their
atom bomb and as their sword, we in our own self-defence had to
take action. When we did take it, we did not do it with any
feeling of hatred. It is not with any idea of vengeance, but it was
with the idea of making the hon. Member Sri T. Prakasam realize
that he was being made the tool of the Communist Party. The
Leader of the Communist Party the other day very eloquently
observed that he would take up the challenge thrown at his party
by the Hon. Leader of the House. If the leader of the Commu-
nist Party has interpreted the expression ‘ war’ as meaning war
in a military sense without taking into consideration the explanation
given by the Hon. Mr. C. Subramaniam, we cannot help it.
The word * war ’ was not used in a military sense at all. Let it be
understood clearly. It was made very clear in the speech of the
Hon. Mr. C. Subramaniam that it was in response to the charges
levelled by the Communist Party against us and their subsequent
threats of violence. -

‘“ 8ir, the Leader of the House is a trusted follower of
Gandbiji. Gandhiji, as we all know, declared the greatest possible
war against British Imperialism. 1t was with no feeling of
hatred against the Britishers that he did so. In fact it is a known
fact that he had abundant love for them and some of the Britishers
also in their turn had reverence for him.- It is on the same lines
that war has now been declared against the Communist Party by
the Hon. Leader of the House. :

‘“ Sir, allow me to observe that we Congress men do not believe
in violence as the Communists do. We do not believe -like the
Communists in the non-existence of other parties. On the other
hand we welcome the formation of opposition parties. As a matter
of fact there is proof of what I have just now said in the very
existence of the Socialist Party and the United Democratic Front
composed as it is of the Communist Party, the K.M.P, Party and
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some Independents. All these clearly go to show that the Congress
stands and will continue to stand for democratic principles. The
Congress stands for the working of the Constitution of India which
we have framed after great labour. The Congress is not here to
scrap the Constitution. Therefore let us not misquote certain
expressions that have been made by the Hon. Leader of the

House.

“ The Leader of the Communist Party stated the other day
that the Communists are wedded to constitutional methods. I
say certainly they are nmow wedded to constitutional methods
because the people have refused to believe in their violence which
they so virulently practised before. I say with emphasis that the
Communists believe in violence and violence alone. It is their
conviction. When they realize that the people have given a
verdict that they would never tolerate violence, they begin to say
that they also believe in constitutional methods. Consistent with
the principles of their party, they have silently adopted constitu-
tional methods and got into the legislatures. Well, we know they
will come round to our view in due course. But we know they are
too weak now to use violent methods. Therefore they now resort
to constitutional methods. When once we come to realize that
they believe in constitutional principles and in the freedom of
opposition parties also to exist, we will never declare war against
them, even from the psychological point of view. Therefore let it
be clearly understood that what the Hon. Leader of the House
meant by the term ‘ war ' was not war in a military sense but war
based on non-violence. Let there be no more misunderstanding
about it.

““ The Communist Leader has stated that their party believes
in constitutional methods. In fact it is not so. If what the
Leader of the Communist Party said is true let me put certain
straightforward questions to him : ‘ Where 1s your Communist
Party? How many are your members? Where are your distiict
committees? Do you have any panchayat committees? What are
the contributions of your members? What are your rules and
regulations? *°  Can any one answer these questions? I say the
Communist Party is nothing but a misnomer. It is a clique of
some gentlemen, some well-organized gentlemen, very intelligent
gentlemen, and I can very well say, gentlemen who are determined
to do anything which they” think right.

‘“ Take for instance the Socialist Party. No doubt they do not
have as large a membership as the Congress. But they - have
formed themselves into an organization with a clear-cut policy and
programine.

‘“ The Communists on the other hand are composed of a group
of men who believe in the leadership of the proletariat. The
Leader of the Communist Party here, Mr. C. Rajeswara Rao, said
the other day : * Give us an opportunity to rule for six months. We
will make this place a Heaven'. 1 would request the leader of
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my party, who is also the Lieader of the House to give them an
opportunity to rule for the period they want. But can they give
us an assurance that they will allow other parties to exist? 1 am
quite sure they will never do it. They may say at this moment
that they will do so because they are for power. But the moment
they get power, they will lose no time in wiping out other parties
because they have not changed their creed.

““ It is not mere gas, Sir, when I say these things, becagse
they think that the very existence of many parties involves conflict
of Interests. The people of Soviet Russia, of whom they are so
very proud, have only one party throughout their country. The
words of Stalin stand as bayonets against his enemies if at all
there be any. When, at the time of the changing of the Constitu-
tion of Russia in 1937, Stalin was questioned by the people about
the desirability of allowing other parties to exist, he observed that
allowing other parties to exist would amount to recognition of
conflict of interests and as such it would retard progress. That is
why only one party is there in Russia, and that is the proletariat.
Thus we see that there is absolutely no scope for other parties to
exist in Soviet Russia. But we, the Congress, stand for an alto-
gether different ideal, viz., the growth of democracy.

““ While supporting, of course painfully, this motion moved by
the Hon. Leader of the House, I beg to submit that there is one
point in Mr. Prakasam’s speech, which deserves notice. He has
said that he did not mean any insult whatsoever to the Governor.
While speaking in his defence he has made this point very clear.
T request the Hon. Leader of the House and other friends also to
look into this aspect of the question, viz., that the interruption
caused by Mr. Prakasam was not meant as an insult to His
Excellency the Governor.”

* Tug HoN. Sri N. RANGA REDDI :—** Mr. Chairman, Sir,
it is ' my very unpleasant duty to support the motion. Mr. T. Pra-
kasam has been a respected leader of the Andhras for a very long
time. I was one of his disciples; but it is rather unfortunate that
when one has to do his duty no other considerations should stand
‘n the way. Hence I am compelled to support the motion moved
by the Hon. Leader of the House.

““ On the 6th of May 1952 His Iixcellency summoned both
Houses of Legislature to hear his Address. Before the Address
was delivered and at a time when the whole audience was in rapt
attention to hear His Excellency and when His Excellency had
just begun to deliver his Address, the hon. Member Mr. Prakasam
stood up and interrupted His Iixcellency saying that he was
rising on a point of order, and began to question the propriety of
His Excellency delivering the Address to the joint session of both
Houses. We have heard the defence of Mr. Prakasam. Various
other members of this House have defended. Mr. Prakasam on
various grounds. Some said that Mr. Prakasam was perfectly
justified in making a speech of that sort. Of course some have
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admitted that the speech was not really in order. Some have
contended that His Iixcellency, who was in full possession of both
the Houses at that time, could have objected to Mr. Prakasam’s
interruption. ~

“ May I remind my hon. Friend that a wrong which has been
committed at a particular stage continues to be a wrong in spite of
the fact that no objection was raised to it at that time. It is not
purely a question of order. The fact that no objection was raised
does not make it right. My point is, it was wrong on the part of
Mr. Prakasam to have interfered and interrupted His Excellency
while delivering his Address: and if other people did not protest
against it, it was because they thought that it would become more
disorderly. Iis speech amounted to an nterruption and if others

had objected and said it was a case of interruption, and raised
“points of order, all these would have amounted to greater inter-
Therefore, Sir, it was very wise on the part of those who .

ruption.
kept quiet and did not raise any objection, but allowed Mr. Praka-

- sam to proceed with his speech.

‘ Bir, some hon. Members have raised an objection that as the
speech was made in a joint session of the Legislature, this House
sitting apart and in a different place, has no right to go into the
question at all. May I submit, Sir, that it was an Address deli-
vered to the joint session composed of both Houses of the Liegis-
lature? The very same Address has been debated for nearly two
days in this House. When His Iixcellency delivered the Address,
we were sitting there as a House and that is why we have a right
to discuss that Address and debate on it. We sat there as Mem-
bers of the Legislative Council and so anything that was uttered by
a Member of the Legislative Council, any act done or any word said
to interrupt His Iixcellency's Address, should be construed as one
having been said or done by a Member of the Liegislative Council in
the forum of the Legislative Council.

““ Then, Sir, another objection has been taken by my hon.
Friend, namely, that His Iixcellency has no place at all in the

-Legislature under the Constitution, that he was a perfect stranger

there, and therefore any insult or affront caused to him cannot be
taken note of. DBut, I submit, that my Friends have already
answered that point and 1 do not want to go over the same ground
again. Of course, other.Friends have taken obhjection and said,
‘ Well, something was done in the joint session: we are all Mem-
bers of this Legislative Council, we do not know what has been
done there and so you cannot judge the conduct of Mr. Prakasam
without having a copy of his speech at the joint session.” May
I submit, Sir. that all the Members who have taken this objection
were present there, hody and soul, they heard every word of what
the hon. Member, Mr. Prakasam, said. Otherwise, I can only say,

.that they were not very punctual, or very diligent, or they did not

want to take their duty to the Legislature as, seriously as I do.

(An hon, Member from the Opposition benches : “ The speech was

not audible.’) Very well,. Sir, if the speech was not audible, the

c—6
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mike could have been set right. I only wish to say that it is a very
feeble objection. If they were not able to lhear the speech of
Mr. Prakasam, how was it that they joined him in walking out?
And on such an occasion as that, all these things contributed to
this indecorous conduct.

** Then, Sir, my Friend, Mr. Burra Subrahmanyamn, a very
clever lawyer that he is, began to cut or incise, as it were, every
part of the argument and said that if Mr. Prakasam had walked
out in protest, it came within the rights of a Member. Or, if he
had only protested and not gone out, then also it was within his
rights. Well, Sir, you cannot cut out things into small  parts
and say, this is admissible in law, that is admissble in law; and
therefore all these things put together are admissible in law. But,
I do not concede the proposition that he has a right to walk out or a

right to say this or that. It was not an ordinary meeting of the -

 Legislature, as has been pointed out by the hon. Member,
Mr. V. Bhashyam Ayyangar. But, it was a special meeting which
is governed by a special procedure Therefore, all the points of
order that were raised here on that ground were trivial and need not
be taken note of. I only want the House to look into the matter
from the cumulative effect of the speech and the subsequent action
of the hon. Member, Mr. Prakasam. It is said that if he had
walked out, it would not have amounted to an indecorous conduct.
But that is not the way to look at the matter. On the other hand,
you have to look at the whole proceedings from beginning to end,
with what intention he started the long speech he made and his
subsequent conduct. All these put together will give the impres-
sion that his behaviour amounted to indecorous conduct. Well,
Sir, I only submit that after all His Excellencv the Governor came
there to deliver an Address. My hon. Friend, Mr. Prakasam,
began to question the propriety of His Lxcellency delivering an
Address at that particular stage on the ground that he had called
upon the Leader of the Congress Party, Sri C. Rajagopalachari,
who was not duly elected, to form the Ministry and that he should
not have been called to forma the Ministry. It was his object to

bring prominently to His Ixcellency’s notice that it was not a -

validly formed Ministry.

** Sir, if that was his only object, I submit that the hon. Mem-
ber, Mr. Prakasam, had already sent a letter to His Ixcellency
stating that the Congress Party was in a minority, that the Leader
of the Congress Party should not be called upon to form the
Ministry and that the so-called Democratic Front, which was com-
posed of hotch-potch parties as it were—some Communists, some
Democrats, some Independents and some from the Praja Party——~
amounting to only 166 members in all, but still not being a majo-
rity of the whole House, should be called upon to form the
Ministry. If the hon. Member who interrupted His Excellency

still thought that his party had a greater majority, he should rest
content with the fact that he had brought it to his notice already. ,

Having done such a thing, it was unnecessary to stage a walk-out.

~
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In fact, there are very many other channels by which this informa-
tion could be made available to His Excellency. But, he thought
that the only method was by telling this to His Excellency when he
was delivering the Address to a ]omt session of both the Houses of
the Legislature which was definitely convened for hearing the -
Address. In fact, he had said so on a previous occasion.. There
was also the other occasion when, for one or two days, this House
debated the Address of His ILxcellency. So many things have
been said on the floor of this House not only about the aspect of the
formation of the Ministry, but also about other grievances and so
on. Therefore, it was unnecessary on the part of the hon. Member
to have interrupted the Governor at that stage to criticize his
action in calling upon the Hon. Sri C. Rajagopalachari to form
the Ministry as unconstitutional.

‘“ Well, Sir, some hon. Friends said, ‘ After all something has
been done; why should one be severe; let bygones be bygones.’
Sir, no one is in the least keen on pursuing these things. I know
it will make our feelings more bitter. But, then if there is any
chance of rapprochement being made and if there is any chance
of a compromise being made

Srr S. B. ADITYAN :—* Then apologise and withdraw the
motion.”’

* Tue Ho~. Sr1 N. RANGA REDDI :—** Yes, the hon. Mem-
ber will know who will apologise and withdraw. I expect the hon.
Member also to speak and let us wait and see who will apologise
and withdraw. Merely saying ‘ apologise and withdraw ’ cannot
carry us any further. I can also talk, but there is no use in talking
with vehemence. After all, there must be some point, some sense
in saying things.

** Then, Sir, some hon. Members asked : should this be fought
out to the bitter end? I say, Sir, that nobody is anxious to fight
this to the bitter end. Of course, people make mistakes and if they
are not intentional, they will be allowed to pass by. But, if people
make not mistakes, but deliberately do certain things with a view
to annoy, insult and act in & disorderly manner then, I think, such
action ought to be taken note of seriously. Age does not confer
immunity. In Criminal T.aw only children below the age of seven
years have immunity. You know, Sir, the reason why? The
reason is that an immature mind which cannot grasp things can be
excused. I have not the least objection to it. But in this case there"
is no reason why it should be withdrawn.

‘*“ Again, Sir, my hon.. Friend has been commenting at great
length on what Mr. Krishnamurthi said, namely, that * all is fair
in.love and war ’. TFrom what I understood, I think, he was
referring to the unholy alliance between Mr. Prakasam and the
other parties. He said that at one time he fought very vehemently
against the Communists, but to-day he thmks .« . (An hon.
Member from the front Opposmon Bench: ‘Not I.’) Not you.

-You would never say so, but you would do something else. He
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said that Mr. Prakasam had found strange bed-fellows in the
Communists. If soch a man as Mr. Prakasam should become a
friend of the Communists and try to help their policy by saying
that it is the proper policy and so on, I would also say that all is
fair in love and war. My friend was referring to people who have
lost their chance of being Ministers by pulling down the Congress
Ministry. 1 think it was only in that spirit, if 1 understood my
friend aright, that he said that all is fair in love and war. (Inter-
. ruption.) Very well, he might not have put it so cleverly. 1 am
speaking for myself and I have also asked him and he has said that
he said so only in that light. Well, people who do not feel with
the Congress or agree with the policy of the Congress may say that
all is fair in love and war. But, we care for the means much
more than the end. That is the policy of the Congress. We want
to fight honourably, if we want to achieve the end, not like other
parties which are wedded to immoral means. All is fair in love
and war for people who have fought the Communists and other
parties on different political programmes and are now coming to
unite with them. That is not our policy. 7Therefore, S, 1 am
saying that it was in that spirit my hon. Friend Mr. Krishnamurthi
said that all is fair in love and war. Well, Sir, for these reasons,
though with the greatest reluctance, I support the motion.”

Sur D. VENIKATA RAO :—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, there was a
very unfortunate incident on the 6th of May. Nobody was happy
about it, neither those wha were prompted for reasons of their own
to stage a walk-out, nor any of us who sat down and observed that
pathetic sight of the seceders passing out. It was a very unfortu-
nate incident and it ‘was a very bad beginning for the life of our
Legislature, a Tegislature which His Iixcellency so significantly
called the historic legislature. We have begun our history with
a quarrel and is this quarrel to continue? Sir, in the context of
the critical position in which we are placed in this State and in the
larger interests of the country, 1 wish we should not press the
motion. I wish we forget and forgive (hear, hear). I wish we will
not allow any more bitterness to continue, but work together in
peace and harmony.”’ "
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* Sr1 G. KRISHNAMURTHI :—** Mr. Chairman, Sir, hon.
Members have been hearing both sides, speakers for the motion and
speakers against the motion and it has been really a painful duty
for me to be sitting here hearing both sides: it is so on account of
the fact that the motion has been brought against a great leader,
the Andhra Kesari, the hon. Member Sri Prakasam, who was a
terror to the Britisher when he was ruling this country. And by

.whom has the motion been brought? It has been brought by our

revered Rajaji, our Chief Minister, the gentleman who was once
holding the reins of power from Kashmir to Cape Comorin. When
these two hon. Members are just having if T may say so, a consti-
tutional clash, it cannot but be a painful duty for junior Members
like me to be observing it. How I wish these two great brains put
their heads together for the ' prosperity of the country! Healthy
differences of opinion will go a long way to shape the future
destinies of the country but unfortunately, this motion does. not
come under that category. This motion is one which is concerned
with procedure and these two great leaders hold different opinions
with regard to procedure. The question has to be settled whether
the joint session is to be a third House of the Legislature and if a
third House has been recognized under the Constitution, whether
there are special laws for that purpose, whether there is special
procedure for the third House (a joint session of both the Houses),
whether the rules applicable to the Council apply to that House,
who is to be considered as the Chairman, whether Rule 71 of the
Council Rules applies and whether His Excellency the Governor as
the Chairman could be expected to stop a gentleman from making
# speech. When we—when I say we, I mean members barring
the two great leaders—do not have any precedent and when the
two great leaders differ in regard to their view of the procedure, we,
especially I, think it is my duty to beg of the Hon. Rajaji not to
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press the motion. We know that he is the embodiment of
philosophy and nothing from a junior Member like me is necessary
for him to show that the purpose of the motion has been fully

-served. The Hon. the Lieader of the House yesterday pointed out

that the purpose of the motion was only to see that there was no
recurrence of such incidents in the future joint sittings and I think
that the purpose has been fully served. 1 have been wondering for
some time whenever Rajaji was leaning and watching the younger
members speak, whether perhaps in the debate on these two days
he has created a background and a training ground for us to speak
on such motions. Every member in this House has had a
full knowledge of what the conduct should be at the joint sittings
and I think it is my duty to beg of the Hon. the Chief Minister
not to press the motion but kindly to withdraw it and thus help
public opinion to be formed that the Government have risen higher,
greater and bigger by not pressing the motion but by simply
pointing out the flaw in regard to procedure.”

* Spr B, H. PARAMESWARAN :—*“ Mr. Chairman, Sir, I-
had not intended to take part in the sorrowful debate for the reason
given by the previous speaker. I have been a great admirer of the
hon. Member Mr. Prakasam and [ remember how even when I
was a student, we looked up to him with admiration and we have
been following the great man who has been working for the freedom
of the country. When, therefore, the Lieader of the House brought
forward a motion of this kind, I did not know what to do. I
thought that the hon. Member Sri Prakasam being a ‘follower of-
the Father of the Nation, Mahatma Gandhi, would come to the
House and say, ‘ I did not mean anv disrespect, but if it is felt bv -
the Members of the House that a deliberate insult was offered to
His Excellency, I am very sorry and (to maintain the spirit of the
Constitution in respect of which only two days back I took the
oath of fealty) I express contrition for what has occurred. There
would have been an end of the whole matter. But what has
happened? We find Member after Member from the Opposition
pointing out that this House has no power to look into it
because this House has no jurisdiction. I maintain, Sir, that this
House has every jurisdiction to consider this breach of privilege.
An hon. Member said that His Fxcellency the Governor is not a
Member of the Legislature but I told him even outside the House
that according to Article 168 of the Constitution, His Excellency
the Governor is part of the Legislature. Tt reads as follows :—

€168 (1) For every State there shall be a Legislature which shall consiat
of the Governor, . J
and then sub-clauses (a) and (b) follow. He is a part of the
Tegislature and according to the Constitution he summons the joint
session of the Liegislature.”

Swt M. P. GOVINDA MENON :—'* Why not the hon. Mem-
ber read the other portions of the article?

* Sri B, H. PARAMESWARAN :=—** This is enough for my
purpose and I do not want to read the latter portions. I feel realfy
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that the friends of the hon. Member Mr. Prakasam did no
Zr?frfayhim proper advice. I certainly feel that he had every right
%o advocate his point of view. But there were opportunities for

him to do it and there was a time for it. 'There was the‘debatg on -
_the Governor’s Address and he could have at that time given

expression to his ideas concerning the alleged unconstitutional acts
of His Excellency the Governor in nominating 8ri C. Rajagopala-
chiari as one of the Members of the Council. The hon. Member,
Qri Prakasam, in the course of his speech to-day repeatedly said,
T am very glad that no exception has been taken to the speech I
made but only to the interruption.’ Sir, we certainly take
exception to his interruption. We who have come here for the
first time were shocked to see, when the head of the State, His
Excellency the Governor, had already stood up fo address the
House, this hon. Gentleman in utter disregard of constitutional
propriety standing up and raising a point of order, when the
Constitution has not provided for a point of order to be raised then.
The framers of the Constitution with all their experience, never
contemplated such a situation to arise, and so they did not provide
for it. Sir, I do not want to take up the time of the House at
this late hour of the debate. I want only to read to the House
an extract from Halsbury’s Laws of England. T got a copy of
that book from the Library of the Legislature. (The hon.
Member could not get at.the correct page in the book.) Sorry,
Sir, T am not able to place my hand just now at the exact portion.
There, Sir, it is said that there shall be a breach of privilege when
certain things take place. One such thing is, when there is some
obstruction to the normal proceedings, there is a breach of pri-
vilege of the House. In that book are given several instances
where a breach of privilege could be said to have been committed
and action taken for the same. But I do not want to go into those
details, now. I feel after consideration of all the observations
made on the floor of the House, I feel along with many non-party
men. and many people who are only interested in the progress and
welfare of this country that the action of the hon. Member
Mr. Prakasam the other day was a calculated and deliberate insult
not only to His Excellency the Governor but to the Legislative
Counc_ll, the Tiegislative Assembly and the Constitution of India.
That is my humble opinion. That speech of Mr. Prakasam was

certainly an insult to His Excellency the Governor. He asked :

* Where is there a parallel in the history of any country in the
world where a Governor has called upon a nominated member to
!)ecqme the Premier of a State?’ Now, Sir, to that, we are
inclined to ask back Mr. Prakasam: Are there paraliel’s in this
world for a case like that of Mr. Prakasam? He was defeated

~ in the election for the Legislative Assembly, but he ‘got himself

-elected to the Legislative Council by the Members of the Liegis-

lative Assembly and then he asked His Exc
to invite him (Mr. Prakasam) to form th
pass. Sir, for Mr. Prakasam there is
bringing up the question. If he and th
felt that Rajaji had no majority,

ellency the Governor
e Ministry. But let that
a constitutional way of
e members of Opposition
they could have moved a motion
/

’

. actually made.
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of no-confidence and if they got a majority even by one vote,
Rajaji would have resigned. So, Sir, when there are other
constitutional avenues open to criticise the action of His Hxcel-
lency the Governor or to call in question the action of the Govern-
ment, we are very sorry that Mr. Prakasam should have gone out
of the way and acted in the way he did the other day. Kven now
I humbly beg Mr. Prakasam to say, ‘ Liet all these things be for-
gotten . I would request our great leader, Rajapi, also now to
consider if anything can be gained by pressing this motion. 1
would respectfully submit to our leader that we should care for the
interests and welfare of the country, and so I again ask him
whether anything is to be gained by pressing this motion and
whether any honourable solution cannot be found.”

* 8r1 K. P. YAGNESWARA SARMA :—* Mr. Chairman,
Sir, enough has been said on the motion to show what the House
feels over this matter. Still if T rise to speak, it is only to say
that the motion should be pressed to a division and that the
verdict of the House should be given on the motion that has been
brought forward here. It was expressed by some members, that
this House, constituted as it is, is hardly the House to go into

. this question of privilege. I beg to state, Sir, that this House

contains hon. Members who can adorn any bench in any Court
in any country. Sir, it is not the question of the Constitution that
has now to be considered. It is what this House feels over the
matter ; that has to be expressed now ; and as such, it is but fitting
that the motion must be put to vote and the verdict of the House
obtained. I am sorry to note that some sections of the House
seem to be in favour of bringing about a compromise on this
matter. I do not see how a compromise can be effected over this
question. It is not the case of a personal quarrel between the
Leader of the House and the Lieader of the Opposition. I may say
at once, Sir, I am an admirer of Mr. Prakasam. I am second to
none in that either in this House or outside it. I have admired
his valiant fight for the cause of freedom for our counfry. I have
tried always to hold him up as my ideal. I have always regarded
him as the idol of my heart. I have always desired to call him .
The Lion of India and not Andhra Kesari as our Andhra friends
in their narrow parochiaiism choose to call him. (Hear, hear.)
And yet I wish to say, I was deeply pained to sce the incident in
the House the other day when Mr. Prakasam figured as the chief
actor of the scene. If this is the sort of Opposition that he is
going to lead in this State I despair of the future of politics in
our State. I say it is due to him, to his good talents and to his
greatness that he should lead the Opposition on sound principles,
and build conventions on sound lines so that the Opposition may
really serve the State and not merely hamper the Government.
It was stated that no objection need he taken to the speech that he
Sir, I, on the other hand feel, the speech was
itself most objectionable in tone and in manner. Mr. Prakasam
said, Sir, that he did not recognize the Governor. He said, Sir,
that he did not recognize the Leader of the House. If so, Sir,

C—17
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his business is entirely outside this House, I would like to tell
him. A man who does not recognize the Governor, a man who
does not recognize the Lieader of the House coming and sitting in
this House and referring to the Leader of the House and the Chief
Minister of this Government in such terms as he did the other
day, is a strange sight indeed. I say it would be well for him

to go outside the House and fight this Government on lines that

may seem best suited to him and his confederates. 1 wish to state
that this is not a matter over which a compromise is possible. [
therefore wish the motion is pressed to a vote and I ask the House
to vote for the motion and reject the amendment. The amend-
ment, it appears to me, has been brought forward as a ruse.
Judging from the speeches made on his side of the House it looks
Iike an attempt at compromise. On the other hand it is really
a ruse. So I wish to warn this House not to fall into the trap.”

Dr. C. NATHAMUNI NAIDU :—* Sir, I wmove for a closure
of the discussion on this motion.”

Mgr. CHAIRMAN :—* Yes.”
Sri S. B. ADITYAN :—** May I speak, Sir?
Mg. CHAIRMAN :—*“ Yes.”’

* Sr1 8. B. ADITYAN :—*‘ Mr, Chairman, Sir, before touch-
ing on the motion, I wish to correct a small error in my amend-
ment of which I have given notice. The following words also are
to be omitted :—

¢ In doliberate disregard of all constitut.onal proprieties.’

It is a mere slip of the hand, and I hope the Hon. Leader of the
House will accept the correction now made.

*“ My. Chairman, Sir, the motion which stands in the name
of the Hon. Sri Rajagopalachari is ill-conceived. You will observe
that the basis of the whole motion is interruption. In fact the
Hon. Leader of the House went to the extent of saying that it
was not the actual content of the speech of Mr. Prakasam but the
interruption itself which was objectionable. 1f that is so, the motion
ts ill-conceived. Because, Sir, if you refer to page 8 of the
Note on the Privileges of the House of Commons of the Parliament
of the United Kingdom, you will see that a very eclear. distinction
is made between members and strangers. There -are certain
actions which can be taken against inembers and there are certain
other actions which can bhe taken against strangers. There is a
list given there. You will see therein that against a member n
action does not lie for interruption. There may be an action
against a member for other offences, such as accepting bribes in
the ordinary course of discharging nis duties. But only against a
stranger an action for interruption can lie. The reason is this.
Suppose every time I stand up in this House I am charged
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with interruption, then, where is my freedom of speech? If mem-
bers are to be charged with interruption every time they stand up,
then democracy will become a mockery. That is whv during the
last four hundred years of British history, in the House of
Commons, from the year 1547 to be exact, no case of breach of

‘privilege has been brought against members on the ground of

interruption. There is not a single case of a member being hauled
up for interruption. But in more than a thousand cases, members
have been found guilty of breach of privilege on other grounds;
but during all this time from 1547 there is not a single case of a
member being charged for interruption. For it is his duty in che
course of discharging his functions as a member of the House
to stand up and speak. So I ask the Hon. Chief Minister, who
has moved this motion, whether he had consulted the Legal
Department, before he brought forward this motion here. I Jo
not know if he has done it.

‘ Has he asked the Legal Department to produce a single 4 pum.

case out of the one thousand cases and odd in which a Member
has been charged for interruption? Such a motion does not lre.
The Hon. Chief Minister intends lo create a new instrument, a
new kind of action and a new engine of oppression so that he
can hold it constantly over the heads of Members in order to
coerce and intimidate the Opposition. That is why he has brought
forward this kind of motion which is unknown in the history of
any democracy. The other objection which I take is that this
motion does not seek to refer the matter to a committee and is
therefore entirely ill-conceived, because all cases of breaches of
privilege and contempt should be referred to a committee. It is
not as if Mr. Prakasam wants a committee. But I say that that
is the usual procedure. The reasons why a reference to a com-
mittee is prescribed are many. It gives the accused person an
opportunity to adduce evidence. When the matter comes up
again before the House, he gets an opportunity to defend himself.
That is why the reference to a committee is prescribed. I ask,
Sir, is the accused person to be denied an opportunity -to place his
case before the committee or to come again before the House?
That is neither proper nor just. Now, it is prescribed in the
Constitution, for allegiance to which we have taken our oath,
that a committee shall be formed. I refer to Article 194 of the
Constitution. It is not a very difficult legal point. It is very
easy to understand. I chall read only the relevant portions of
Article 194 (3). It reads— _

<194(3) . . . the powers, privileges and immunities of a House

of the Legislature of a State, shall bo those of the House of Comirons
. at the commenc ment of this Constitution,’ :

. This is very simple to understand. The rights and privileges of

Members of this House are those of the House of Commons.
On page 134 of May’s Parliamentary Practice, it is stated
*.Since 1909 it has been the usual practice in the Commons to
refer the matter of the complaint to the Committee of Privileges,
and the House suspends its judgment until their report has been
received.” Now let us read these together. It is not very diffi-
cult to understand them. Now, the Leader of the other House,
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who is also the Minister in charge of T'ood and Finance, is an
advocate, and he can easily understand Article 194 (3) of the
Constitution dealing with the rights and privileges of the legis-
lature. Since 1909 the practice in the House of Commons has
been to refer the matter of complaint to the Commitfee of
Privileges, and the House suspends its judgment until their report
is recelved. Therefore, it is clear that according to the Constitu-
tion it is necessary, before the House proceeds to consider it and
debate on it, that the matter should be referred to the Com-
mittee of Privileges. The Hon. the ILeader of the House
spoke of constitutional propriety. I ask, Sir, if Mr. Prakasam'’s
interruption is in disregard of the provisions of the Constitution,
is not the Hon. the Leader of the House going against the pro-
visions of the Constitution in bringing forward his motion and
thus disregarding the oath which he took when he took up office?
Is he not going against the very provisions of the Constitution?
Sir, I do not know whether he referred the matter to the Legal
Department. 1 say that the man in the Legal Department who
advised that a motion of breach of privilege could be brought
against a Member on the ground of interruption knows so little
of law and has not cared to look into the rules, that he deserves
to be dismissed on the spot. The person in the Legal Depart-
. ment who suggested that a motion in this form could be brought
forward without reference to the Committee of Privileges and
against the specific provisions of the Constitution deserves to be
sacked. I say that the man who drafted the motion in this form
for the Leader of the House to move in this House deserves to
be shot (langhter) because he deserves nothing less. (Interrup-
tion.) I should not be surprised if the Hon. the Chief Minister
enquires into the department and sees how it has become bloated
in the last few years from a few officers to four times that
number. It is not surprising that no real work is being done there.
This provision of the law is very plain and very easy to under-
stand.  Even for the layman and for the man in the street, it
18 very easy to understand. Only those who refuse to understand
or who are resolved not to understand will not understand. There
is none so blind as he who will not see. The Hon. the Leader
of the House is so blind with rage, he is so anxious to wreak his
vengeance, and he is so eager to put the hon. Member Mr. Praka-

" sam to dishonour and shame, that he could not wait and observe
even the ordinary rules of procedure under the Constitution. The
Hon. the Leader of the House said that his desire in fact was to
see that there were orderly proceedings in the joint session. I
ask, Sir, if that was his real desire, would he have brought for-
ward a motion of this kind before this House? Is he not aware
that Mr. Prakasam was speaking not for himself but for 166 elected
Members? If he attacks his self-respect, and if he strikes at the
self-respect of Mr. Prakasam, he strikes at the self-respect of 166
Members who are returned to the Legislature by the votes of
millions of people. Does the Hon. the Leader . of the House
expect that the people will take this lying down? Will not those
Members move a motion of breach -of privilege in the joint session
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when it is next held that their rights and their privileges have
been attacked and their leader molested? What will he do then?
If his real intention had been to see that there was orderly pro-
cedure in the joint session, he should not have brought forward a
motion of this kind. I submit, if that is his real desire, he should
withdraw this motion. This is point No. 1.

*‘ The next point is, he should ask his department to produce
the files, which have grown up in number in the last few years,
on the subject of regulating the proceedings of the joint session,
as to who should preside, what are the rules to be observed, etc.,
and frame rules just as it has been done in the Central Legisla-
ture. In the Central Legislature, they have got regular presiding
officers to conduct the proceedings. He should look up those files
and read them. He is not familiar with them. He should now
frame rules for the conduct of the proceedings. We in the Oppo--
sition will help him in matters of procedure. When these rules
were being considered on a previous occasion, I pointed out this
very thing. The rules are defective. People are surprised that
the Hon. the Chief Minister did not raise his voice against the
point of order raised by Mr. Prakasam the other day. His
Excellency the Governor did not raise his voice. You know, Sir,
why they did not do so? The rules did not provide for proper
procedure. The rules did not allow them to raise their voice.
The rules for the conduct of the proceedings have not been
framed.

““ The only remedy is to withdraw this motion. Then let the

"Hon. the Leader look into those files and put the rules of pro-

cedure in order. But he may not do it. His purpose is to
humiliate Mr. Prakasam and to humiliate the party which he
represents, and to humiliate the people who have elected them.
Therefore, he will not do that. Sir, this is not the first time that
Mr. Prakasam has been hauled up for disciplinary action. The
Leader of the House has thrown to the winds the Constitution,
law, procedure, propriety, etc. By all means let him go ahead.
But let him not talk of high moral principles. Tet him not claim
respect for him, because of age, because he is not showing respect
to a person older than he. Mr. Prakasam has faced disciplinary
actions - before. . There was a former set of Ministers who took
disciplinary action against him and had him censured. But what
was the end? Those who tried to humiliate him were themselves
humiliated. At the general €lections the Ministers who tried to
censure him were in fact themselves censured by the people.
Sir, this drama is being repeated. We have now another set of
Ministers, who seek to put Mr, Prakasam to shame. I say that
those who seek to put Mr. Prakasam to shame will themselves Le
put to shame, and I end by saying that those who attempt ‘o
punish Mr. Prakasam will themselves be punished by the people.”

* Tug Hown. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPATLACHARI :—* Mr. Chair-
man, Sir, this motion has been debated at pretty great length.
The last but one speaker—I am not sure whether my order is
right—Mr. Rajeswara Rao referred at great length to my opposition
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to the Communists, and he had said many things on that
" subject which cannot simply be left untouched by me for I would
be misunderstood if 1 did not refer to them. ILet me make it
clear again that I understand the policy of the Communists pretiy
well. They change from time to time according to their scrip-
ture. Expediency is their only morality and, therefore, they have
now decided, in view of the relative position of opinions and parties
in the country—it is my duty to make it clear as I see it—not to
press their own ideologies, not to expose their own plain final
aim and not to speak about their aims even on labour platforms,
but to hide behind other groups whose grievances could now be
tapped and exploited. Now I said that my policy is to expwse
Communism, 1 must expose their policy. All that has happered
in this House confirms and explains my interpretation. It is not
their plan now to appear in their own colours. It is their plan
to make use of every other lamb-gkin or sheep-skin and walk
about in the country. True to their decision, they say, ‘It 1s
the Lieader of the United Democratic Front that has been insuited ;
it is to split the United Democratic Front that the Chief Minister
has done this or has done that: it is to divide us and rule that
_. he has done this and done that ’. My object is not to divide and
rule; my object is not to split any party; but my object is to see
that concealed plans are exposed. I.et them unite on an exposed
plan; I do not object to it and I shall not come between friend and

friend. But when there is a concealed plan, it is my duty to-

expose it. It is the language of anti-Imperialistic agitation that
is used now : ‘ Do not divide and rule.” It is a very sweet phrase.
But how long were you united, I ask? Is it not only now that
you have come together? Where is the division and ruling?
All this, T submit, is just to throw dust in the eyes of the people.
But I shall leave it at that. (Interruption.) It takes me to the
next point. My friend thanks me for having provoked feelings
so as to bring about greater union. I know it and let it not he
imagined by anybody that I am fool enough not to know it. T
know that actions of this kind against a senior leader do provoke
pity, commiseration and a reaction which may be favourable to
the other side. Knowingly, I am doing 1t. Not that T am
ignorant of it. I know that to a certain extent the reaction may
be unfavourable to me and to my friends. As I see it, it is not
a question of profit to me and to my Party but it is my duty,
with reference to the policy of the State as a whole, to see that
this wrong is righted or at least put in its proper place. It is not
because it is profitable to me that I have brought this motion. I
admit Sri Rajeswara Rao is right, Sri Adityan is right in thinking
that what I do will bring up greater pity; where otherwise reason
has been outraged, it will rouse sympathy and he may get advan-
tage on that score. I admit it; I do not object ta it. I have to
do it as otherwise the Constitution is betrayed. I know that it
is not good for me either personally or for my Party or for the
group which may be associated with me, but it is my duty te
act in a particular situation in a particular manner. When *he
Constitution is wronged, I will have to make it quite clear,
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Whether it is profitless to me or even injurious to me does nov
matter. Let it not be imagined that I have acted without know-
ing my profit and loss account. I know my profit and loss, but
I am not working for profit or loss in this matter.

‘““ Now, let me go to Sri Prakasam. He referred at great
length to the history of the Constitution of India and said that I
seemed to have forgotten that King George is not ruling or his
successor is not ruling, that the country is independent now .aud
that the people are the rulers themselves. But it is he that 1s
living in the past and is unable to 2djust himself to the present.
Let me say, ‘ King George is not ruling. Even if he were alive,
he would not be ruling. It is not the King of England that is
ruling us. The people of this country are ruling themselves.’
Therefore, any insult or any affront or anything indecorous to she
Head of the State is an affront to the people of this country and
not to King George or to anybody else for that matter.”

Sr1 S. B. ADITYAN :—“* The Governor is appointed and 1ot
elected.”’

* Tug Hon. Srr C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* You might
have moved a motion in the Constituent Assembly that he should
be elected. 1 do not think you had a place there (laughter), but
your friends could have done it.

‘“ Liet me point out that I am well aware—I am not dreaming; |
I am not lost in anger and frustration—and I am quite alive to
what is going on around me. The people are the rulers. There-
fore, it is I am more particular that we should preserve propriety.
The man who insults authority now insults not the British officer
but the people of the land. The question is whether the act took
place and whether the act was an insult or not. °‘The Head of
the State has been appointed by the President and not elected ’
says Sri Adityan. Are only elected people to be respected in a
Republic? 1Is not the President elected and has not the President
appointed the Head of the State? The President has been pro-
perly elected and lias been properly in office. I hope that is not
questioned on a point of order. The President had authority and
he has appointed the Head of the State. And what is the mean-
ing of the ‘ Head of the State? ° He represents the President in
the State; he represents the authority of the people in the State,
and the oath that was taken by Member after Member on the 3rd
instant affirmed loyalty to that Comnstitution. Therefore, every
oath that was taken for affirming loyalty to the State involved
with it, carried with it, the duty of decorum towards the Head of
the State, and not to put the Head of the State in a position of
embarrassment and difficulty at a time when he was performing
the function laid-on him under the Constitution. I am not, there-
fore, living with King George in my head, but Sri Prakasam, my
old friend, has King Charles’ head in his head. That is the real
difficulty of the matter.

*“ Then, it was said by Sri Prakasamn that he was doing some-
thing very proper. That is a matter which has been thoroughly
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gone into and the matter should be quite clear now to everybody.
It was thought that because the Governor did not interrupt,
because nobody interrupted at the time, he must be presumed to
have been in order. Excuse me, er, if T say, ‘If. I go aund
attack a man and if he cannot and does not protect himself, does
that make my act less criminal? ° If suddenly you sprang upon
the Governor an indecorous interruption at the time when he stood
up to speak and his eyes opened out in wonderment at Sri
Prakasam’s standing up, and when Sri Prakasam went on with
his own deliberate procedure, if the Governor did not interrupt
and if others did not interrupt, it was firstly due—let me put it
frankly as I see it—to shock and secondly due to wisdom. What
was our object? Was our object to fight with one another there?
Was our ‘object to get victories over points of order there? Our
object was to preserve decorum, at least the minimum that would
be left after the interruption, and when Sri Prakasam stood up
to interrupt, I submit it was wise and proper—first judgments are
generally correct—it was wise and proper for the moment for all
of us to feel, * Let this end, they have planned it, and let us not
add oil to the fire.” If I had stood up and objected or if someone
else had stood up or if the Governor had said, ‘ Please sit down ’,
the indecorum would have multiplied. That was the reason, let
me put it quite clearly to the House. I have no doubt in my mind
that it is only a specious argument or at the most idle to imagine
that because they kept quiet, it was an order to Sri Prakasam
to carry on with his procedure and with his planned interruption.
That interpretation is utterly unsound and cannot stand a
moment’s examination.

‘“ Then 1 come to the real psychology of the matter. Through-
out this morning’s discussion, it pained me to see Sri Prakasam.
I do not wish to say what in the present context may not be
correctly understood. Nobody here has a softer feeling, I claim,
towards Sri Prakasam than I have. But, it would not be under-
stood if I say that now. The- young people, the new people,
would not understand it. The only person that can understand it

to some extent is Sri- Prakasam himself. He has had many.

occasions to see that. He was surprised at my conduét on certain
occasions, when although everybody was fighting him, I was sup-
porting him. But all that is out of the question just now. I
mention it only for this reason that I do hope that at least Sri
Prakasam himself will understand me when I say that I am
not happy about this matter. I was expecting, I was hoping that
the whole thing Would end with one sentence or two ‘that 5ri
Prakasam would say, ‘ The thing is done. I did not intend «ny
discourtesy. If you think there was any, I am really sorry for it
and this motion is misconceived.” - It would have ended with that.
But instead he has been carrying on the whole of yesterday after-
noon and to-day. He speaks as if he were the people and the
rest were imposters and pretenders. How can he claim that?
I know him enough. He feels he is the people and all the others
are imposters, pretenders and interlopers. This is the basis of
his psychology. That is why he interrupted. That is why he
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fights tooth and nail against this Ministry and that Ministry.
When he is defeated, the people are in the wrong. When he
succeeds, it is by right of his own merit. That is his feeling.
With that background, we can understand why he felt that he
had a right to say to the Governor, * You have no right at present;
you are not competent, Sir, to address, and if you do not stop
addressing, we walk out.” This is the sum and substance of the
interruption. I submit, Sir, that is not only indecorous—
‘ indecorous ’ is a mild word—it is an act of disloyalty and betrayal
of the Constitution; it is an attack on the Constitution. Sir, what

[Sri C. Rajagopalachari]

. will happen from day to day? Things grow. Things do not

simply copy one another. Things grow as time goes on. There-
fore, a thing that started like this with a gentleman of Sri
Prakasam’s position will only result in a growing chain of increas-
ing disloyalty to the Constitution. When there is no king, when
there is no outside authority, when there is no foreign rule over
us, when we have to rule over ourselves, when the people have to
rule themselves—we all know how difficult it is for one to rule
one self or for the people to rule themselves—when we have to
rule ourselves, our very life depends on self-restraint. The secret
of self-rule is self-restraint. If we do not have order, if we do
not respect the Constitution which we ourselves have made in the
name of the people, then we cannot get on. Is it not in the name
of the people that an Article has been incorporated in the Constitu-
tion that the Head of the State should be there at the Joint
Session and that the Head of the State should address? Is there
not an Article in the Constitution that he should function in that
way? Are there not other opportunities of raising points of order
or criticising it or objecting to it? I do not wish to go into legal
complexities.

““ Sri V. Gurunandan Rao put forward a beautiful and verv
ingenious chain of arguments based on.this that it was simply a
point of order, that the right of walking out was recognized by the
Congress—I think he depends on the Congress for that—and there
is no good giving a right to walk out, unless you accept the right
of explaining the walk-out. All this is ingenious. People say I
am clever and ingenious. I have to say, with due deference,
that these people are much more ingenious and much cleverer than
I am. (Laughter.) I say it w1th a certain amount of satisfac-
tion. Young men are coming up. Whether that ingenuity will
grow into ablhty and whether that ability will grow into sincerity
—all that has to be seen by and by. But they must start with
simple ingenuity in the beginning. It was a very beautiful chain
of arguments. But that is not the point. The question is: this.
The grand opportunity for discussing the points that were worry-

"ing Sri Prakasam was the debate on the Address. The Address

was to be delivered. We had allotted days for the debate and
the time could he extended by the Speaker and by the Chairman.
During that debate we could sit down here calmly on opposite
sides of the Table and discuss it all to our hearts’ content. All
these points could have been raised then. Was there anv

~
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place outside for which evidence has got to be culled. This is
a case, where something took place in the presence of 375 Members
of the Assembly and the total strength of this-House. Sir, you
were there. The Speaker of the Assembly was there. I was
there. Sri Prakasam was there. And evervone of us was present
there when this incident took place on the 6th of May. So
there is no question of evidence. I have even reduced the matter.
I have not gone into everything. I have said in my motion what
exactly had to be gone into. I submit that there is no case what-
ever for a Committee of Enquiry. Hon. Member Mr. Yegnes-
wara Sarma observed that it would be a trap. I shall not call it
a trap and will reserve that word for other purposes. I think
what he meant was that it was dilatory tactics so to say. We
are entitled to adopt dilatory tactics. But the question is whether
the House will accept such tactics. Sir, I wish to submit that a
Committee of Privileges is not indicated in this case. The whole
House has the facts before it and knows the circumstances under
which the motion has been brought here. So, everything is within
the purview of this House and the whole House should be able to
come to a judgment on this matter without further ado about it.

[Sri C. Rajagopalachari]

“I do not wish to dilate on the matter any further. An
appeal was made by more than one Member that I should drop
the motion. I have done my best to show that the motion was
necessary and that the matter was important and that it was not
a_question of personal ruination or disgrace or anything of that
kind. Tt is not to ruin the other party that I have brought forward
this motion here. I cannot ruin the other partv bv this. as
was observed by Sri Rajeswara Rao. It is said that I rather
help the other party by this. Therefore, it is all the more clear
that nobody is going to be ruined. There is no question of dis-
grace because Sri Prakasam contends that what he did is right and
he has a right to do it. Therefore, there is no question of disgrace
either, and T am not so foolish as to imagine that T bring anybody
into disgrace by this. It is only a question of setting out the
constitutional proprieties clearly, so that we might not be blamed for
having allowed a thing like this to occur. That is the real position.
Friends have asked me not to press this motion. I have deeply
considered their suggestion. A few friends have suggested openly
that we should drop this motion. Sir, I would like to repeat what
I said when I moved this motion. Let me say again that it gives
me no pleasure to give pain to Sri Prakasam. If only he had
co-operated with me and if only he forgot all that had happened in
the recent past and looked back to the earlier past and had said,
* Well, you are not my enemy and you have done your duty. I
think was misled when I did the thing. It should not have
happened. Since you make so much fuss about it and would not
ignore it and since you think that the Head of the State should be
protected, I say I had no intention to insult or do anvthing wrong
to the Constitution ’, T would have said, ‘ Well, T drop the
motion * with great satisfaction, But I now go one step further.

14th May 1952]
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i il dr tion. I think we
Whether he says it or not, I will drop the mo
have done enou}r;rh to show that this is very wrong. If the House
will allow me, I shall drop the motion.”” (Loud applause.)

1 that the
MR. CHAIRMAN :—Ts it the pleasure of the House
Hon. Leader of the House should have leave to withdraw the

motion? "’

Sri S. B. ADITYAN :—* On the motion suggested l?,y the
Hon. Leader of the House, Sri Prakasam wishes to speak.

Mgr. CHAIRMAN :—* Where is the need for a speech?

Sr1 T. PRAKASAM :—‘ Mr. Chairman, Sir, may I have
your permission to say a few words in this connexion? What I
did was perfectly in order and no disregard of constitutional pro-
priety was shown by my action. I do not wish to go back and
argue the whole matter over again. I say that I would have
failed in my duty if I had not risen and stated what I said the
other day to the Governor who was only an agent of the Ministry,
which is a servant of the people. We must recognize the fact
that it is the people of India who are ruling the country at ?he
present time and not a foreigner. If that is conceded, the
stand that I had taken is quite correct. The Chief Minister and
other Ministers who were appointed on the basis of the list given
by him are all servants of the people. It was on behalf of those
servants that the Governor got up to make that address the other
day. It was against those servants of the people who have done
constitutional wrongs in every possible manner that I wanted to
say what I said. I have no cause to regret for having said that.
This is a thing about which I am convinced clearly. It is not a
court of law for me to raise arguments with a view to convince
anybody. There are people here who are as ignorant as the people
of Great Britain were in the days before King Charles was beheaded
by the people themselves. The whole debate has been carried
on here without the copy of my speech being distributed among
the Members. In that speech, I referred to the incident of Lord
Coke and his ten Judges. The Judges incurred the wrath of she
king. They prostrated before the king, touched his feet and asked
for pardon. It was only Lord Coke who stood up and asked the
king, ‘ Well, you put me on oath to administer justice without
partiality between man and man. T have been doing it till now.
You call upon me now to do a thing contrary to what we are
doing.” In this country of mine I have been working for so long
to protect the interests of the people. I have been interrupted
many times in this attempt. So, it became absolutely necessary
for me to stand up and fight for protecting the interests of the
people. No other interests and no other cause prompted me to
interfere with the Governor’s Address.

** Therefore, I say that no Governor present can take 1t as

an insult to him or a discourteous act. On the other hand, it,

was an honour for him that one should stand up and bring to

-
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his notice where he is, who he is and whom he was addressing.
If T had not freely spoken in that manner I would have failed
in my duty. I do not request the Lieader of the House to with-
draw the motion. I object to the withdrawal of the motion. Let
those who want to support it support and let those who take the
opposite view say so.”’

Mzr. CHAIRMAN :—*‘ As the withdrawal of the Motion has
- not been consented to by the House without dissentient voice,
I shall put the original motion to the vote of the House. Is
Sri Adityan pressing his amendment? ”’

Srr 8. B. ADITYAN :—*‘ T do not press it.”
The amendment was by leave of the House withdrawn.

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*“ T shall put the main Motion to the
vote of the House. The question is—

‘ Whereas on the sixth day of May 1952, when the #wo
Houses had assembled together for the purpose of listening to the
Address of His Excellency the Governor under Article 176 (1)
of the Constitution, the hon. Member Sri T. Prakasam in deli-
berate disregard of all constitutional proprieties, rose and inter-
rupted the proceedings by delivering a speech questioning the
competence of His Excellency to address the Houses and casting
reflectiéns on his conduct as Governor of this State;

‘ And whereas by such indecorous and disorderly conduct,
the hon. Member committed a breach of the privileges of this
House and was guilty of a grave contempt;

¢ Now, therefore, this House hereby administers a stern admo-
nition to the hon. Member for his misconduct.” ”’

The motion was declared carried. Sri T, Prakasam demanded
a poll.

* Tug Hown. Sr1 C. RAJAGOPALACHARI:—" May I
explain my position? I think there has been a certain amount of
misunderstanding. When I spoke last about this, I felt that we
had thoroughly thrashed the matter out and the error committed
had been pointed out publicly and properly and enough was said to
set it right. After having done that I felt that I could with-
draw the Motion and did not wish to add to the pain that was
caused to Sri T. Prakasam. I could see why he committed the
error. I felt that on account of his position in life, I should
not press my Motion. My duty was only to explain the error and
leave it at that and there has been a sufficient and thorough sift-
ing. I asked for leave to withdraw the Motion and you, Sir,
asked the House whether they would give leave to the with-
drawal. My old friend Sri Prakasam and his friends seemed to
think otherwise. Mr. Prakasam was a bit confused and thought
that I asked him openly to apologise. I know that he is
too proud a man to admit that he has committed a mistake
(laughter) and it would not add to wmy dignity if I asked him to

-

MOTION FOR ADMONITION TO A MEMBER FOR 235
BREACH OF PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE

14th May 1952] [Sri C. Rajagopalachari]

do a thing which he would feel humiliated to do. I asked the
House to permit me to drop the Motion. But he seemed f? think
differently that I demanded that he should eat his words.””

Sri T. PRAKASAM :—*“ 1 shall not obstruct that.”

* Ppe Hon. Skt C. RAJAGOPALACHARI :—* Naturally he
has got up to say, ‘ I shall not obstruct that’. If I may explain
what I mean, he says, ‘ If you wish to withdraw the Motion, do
s '. I do not eat my words either. I would definitely say
again that he was grievously in the wrong. But he was wroung

_ because he had been deprived of his judgment for the time being -

by his anger and frustration. T shall not press the motion. 1\’10w,
as the House gives its leave, 1 hope he will not rise and say, " Do
not give leave.”’ ‘ '

Sp1 T. PRAKASAM ;—“ 1 do not say ‘ No’ to his request
to the House to give leave to withdraw the Motion, He 1s at
liberty. to do so.”

Mr. CHAIRMAN :—*“ As the objection to the withdrawal is
said to be due to a mistake and as it is the unanimous wish of the
House to rescind their old decision and to allow the Hon. the
Teader of the House to withdraw his Motion, I now ask the House
whether the Hon. the Leader of the House has the leave of the
House to withdraw his Motion.

“ The House was unanimous that leave should be given.”
The motion was by leave of the House withdrawn.
Mg. CHAIRMAN :—*“ I now adjourn the House to meet

again at 11 a.m. on the 14th June 1952. Since the above announce-
ment was made, the session was prorogued on 24th May 1952.

The House then adjourned to meet again at 11 a.m. on
Saturday, the 14th June 1952.
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LIST OF AGENTS FOR THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT

PUBLICATIONS.
. 'IN CITY, - e

ACOOUNT TRST INSTITUTE, Egmore, Madras. .
CrrY Book COMPANY, Post Box No. 606, Madras-4. T
HI1GGINBOTHAMS, Madras. .

P. VARADACHARI & CO., Madras. ’ ) .

Trx SOUTH INDIA SAIVA SIDDEARTHA WORKS PUBLISHING 8o01ETY, Lmrmn Maidraa,

VENEATARAMA & Co., Madras. R

V. PRRUMAL CHETTI AND S0KS, Madras.

V. BAMASWAMY SASTRULU & SONS, Madras. ‘ s
. IN MUFASSAL.

Tz EDUCATIONAL SUPPLIES COMPANY, R.S. Puram, Colmbatore dlstriet,
D, SREEKRISENAMURTHY, Ongole, Guntut distriet.
M. SESHACHALAM & Co., Masulipatnam, Krishna district.
HINDUSTAN DIARY PUBIISHERS, Vijayavada, Krishna distriet.
E.M. GOPALAKRISHNA KONB, Madural, Madural district.
K. P. AEMED KUNEI & BROS., Cannanore, Malabar district.
T DEOCAK PUBLISHING HOUSE, Xozhikode, Malabar district.
A, VENKATASUBBAN, Vellore, North Arcot district. b
TyMES MODEEN MART, Salem.
K. BEOJA B0 & Co., Mangalore, South Kanara district.
U, R. SHENOY & SoNs, Mangalore, South Kanara district.
SRINIVAS & C0., Kumbakonam, Tanjore distriet.
P, N. SWAMINATHA SIYAN, Pudukkottal, Tiruchirappalli:district.
8. ERISANASWAMI & CO., ‘Piruchirappalli, Tiruchirapyalli district.
V.8, Vasax & Co., Tirunelvell, Tirunelveli district.

IN OTHER STATES,
/

BANVARILAYL JAIN, Agra.
BERARES BoOK CORPORATION, P.O. Lanka, Banaras.
SREE ABHIRAVA VAIDYA SHARADA BOOK DEPOT, Bangalore-2.
THE BANGALORE BoOX CENTRE, Bangalore-2. ‘
THE STANDARD Book DEroT, Bangalore-2,
HARI GOVIND BOOK 8TALL, Baroda.
NEW Book COMPANY, Bombay. . oo ' ’
D, B, TARAPOREWALA S0NS & Co., Bombay. : - :
THACRER & CO., LID., Bombay. | ) ' .
N. 8. WAGLE, Girgaun, Bombay. ’
_ Tuz PoPuLAR BOOK DEPOT, Lamington Road, Bombay-7. |
THE BoOX COMPANY, Calcutta.
1AW BOOK SOCIETY, Calcutta. . \
THACKER SPIRK & Co., Calcutta. _
R. CAMBEAY & Co., Calcutta.
CHAROTAR BOOK STALL, Anand (Gujerat). o
HyDpERABAD BOOK Dgpor, Hyderabad. . ‘ T Tk
Ol(nlx)mecanl);mmm'w STUDENTS' CO-OPEEATIVE BoUK DEPOT,” I.allaguda P. ()., Hyderabad -
#. M. JAGANNATHAN, Nagercoll. . . -
- BEAWNANI & SoN8, New Delhl. ‘ .
.* JAIX BOOK AGEN0Y, New Delhl. . ’
" INTERNATIONAL BoOE SEEVIOE, Peona.
INTRRNATIONAL Boox HOUSE, Trivandrum,
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