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MESSAGEB BEOEIVED FROM THR GOVERNOE,

DEPUTY SPEAKER : the Deputy Secretary will now read the
: messaves ‘rebeived from “the Governor.

- DEIPUI‘Y SE"REI‘ARY (1) ‘Sir, the Governor of Blhar ‘was

“pleagsed to mgmfy ‘his assent on the 24th October, 1959 .to ' the
Patna University and the University of Bihar (Amendment) Bill,..

~ 1959, as passed by both the Houses of the State Legislature. -

7" (2) Sir, the’ Governor of Bihar was pleased' to signify. his assent

* on the 21st October, 1959 ‘to the Bihar Appropriation (no. 3) Bill, -
1959 as pa.ssed by bot.h the Houses of the State Leglslature.
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m mcm ms-mm'p TANA BHAGAT RAIYATS AGRICULTURAL
LANDS nns:romnon (AMBNDMENT) BILL, 1959 (L. A. BILL X0.19
. oF 1959).
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DISOUSSION ON THX REPOET OF THE FRIVILEGE COMMITTEE
o REGARDING SHRI RAMDEO SINGH, M. E. A.
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. “’4. On the términation of ..a  session, by - prorogation. all
. -pending notices, except those in respect of . questions,  sfatutory
. motiops, niotions for améndment of the rufes,. and motiohs the
.| gongideration of which has been adjohrnéd’ t' thé ‘mext -session
' nder these rules, shall lapse;” . ~
L W F e Aoy ¥ oag, e Y oY eang) wr gan gw
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“(1) That the House disagrees—with the recommendations con-
tained in the report and refers.it .back with the recommendation
to examine Shri Ramdeo _Sin_glg and his witnesses,”
Shri RAMCHARITRA SINHA : Was it moved 1
. SPEAKER : No. It was not moved, It.was admitted.
' The second motion is as follows — o ’

. “(2) I héreby give notice of my ‘intention to move that the
Honso do agred to the report 'of the Piivilege Committes in
¥elation to the question of privilsge raided by Bhii Ramdes Singh

The third motion has beén rteceived jointly from Shri R -
kant Jha and Shri Kapildeo Singh. ¥t yuns as followge. . >

“That the report in the matter of Shri . Singh.
i o, i S R
fono];vs?ﬂ reading rule 217 (3) for your %pf?:mgt‘i_gn.» It runs 2%
o o 1) s, s e
:l:aaimsn::i{h lt::ﬁerllndl;’?e11111:: ::',itl:h :l:e 'zfomﬁ)&;%i@s or .ﬁi’s’ag’rez:
the report.” . ' N8 contained in

In two cases it implies that the Houge diaagrm” srecs, .
*Shri RAMCHARITRA SIRHA : Bir, may I sy o g
on this matter ? The first motion 8&Ys "&'hye?ﬁéi;é? 8 fow WOI‘(E?
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It is & positive motion. ‘The setond: motion .aays: *The House
disagrees. ...” and then it proceeds on to say “it be referred back....”
It does not.seem to. me to:be. consistent to disagree with - & parti-

cular thing and then refer'it back to the Committes. It is not

in order. The first motion seems to be in order. .
SPEAKER : I am inclined to agree with your view. Both
cannot be jumbled together. : : o
‘*Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : Sir, if you refer to sub-rule (3) of

rale 217 you will find it runs as follows—

“‘After the motion under .sub-rule (1) is agreed to, the Chair-
man or any member of the Committee or any other member, as
the ‘case may be, may move.that the House agrees or disagrees.
or agrees with amendments with the recommendations .contgined-
in' the report.” o Co

In this view of the matter in the first" gession
when we gave notice that this be referred back you were pleased
to remark that it was not in order as the motion must contain
whether the -House agrees or disagrees. That was your ruling then,
Sir, and on the basis' of -that ruling we gave notice of another
motion thatthe-House disagrees, which was inconsonance with the'
spirit of sub-rule (3) of rule 217, After some time a member of the
Treasury Bench gave notice of a third motion that the House
agrees, ...... » ete. This being the position I fail to see any point in
the contention of our esteemed colleagne Shri Ramcharitra Sinha
that the motion running with the words™ “the House disagrees” is a
negative proposition. It isa very positive proposition and incomplete
agreement with the rule. Therefore it is in order and as it was ' given
notice of before the motion running with the words “the House
agrees....”, it should be taken up and when this is taken up,
the other one falls.

SPEAKER : No. The other moi;ion shall also be put, and that

of Shri Ramakant Jha will also have to be put. But what I am -

thinking is, you either agree ordisagree. How can you disagree and
at the same timepsuggest that it be referred back to the Committee,

Shri RAMCHARITRA SINHA : If you aoccept that motion,-
Sir, you may have difficulties. First you will have to put one
part, viz. ‘“the House disagrees” and then on the result of that
you will have to put the other part. I do not think it would
be correct procedure if the House would haveto vote twice—first
on the disagreement and then on the question of referring it bapk. .
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_ 8hrl RAMSHARITRA SINHA : Sir, I want one.iinformation.
We are in ths stats of third reading and now the question - ariges -
as to waasthar w2 oan have amandmentsin.the .third reading.
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I beg to move: : ,

That the House do agree to the report of Privilege i |
. A 3 g ¢ ge Committee
gnih;;l?bmn to the question of pnvxlege.gglged by Shfl Ramdeo

(30 a9 9T 937 § g7 wraw & @ an)

ot TnIa faar-—weae ey, gar 5 TG AT EY T & |

T o g et

M, A1 TR T e g D g
e R



teai e - o Sl oMY g, oo o Go & wrarn ol Rdmfwae. '
afwfe # afadda eofearafamd

m‘tﬁfﬁma m—-arwa wav,ww ﬂm #mmﬂtﬁiam 'b“r

77"" i e n..\,ﬁ

fw}éﬁw Pt as‘t e ki3 %aT a’ra‘a"ﬂ“%ﬁ @F aw wweh
g I ﬁﬁﬂﬂft‘ﬂ’z?{ﬁm FA AT ﬁﬁwz“rfr wgfers & ﬁmgsn
fx Lo i

i?"The Commlttee have gnren thexr kcei.x-efpl consxdera.tlon to -
' the allegations' made by | Shri. Ramdeo Singh, M. L. A, in’
* his let%er of the 26th November, 1957 (vide. Appendlx A)
f’,’__'_"_ .and_adre of opinion that.sirce .the matter is Subg;udlosv -

? ¥ ithe qudstion of breach of 'privilege does not arise and.
T ”hbnce no further action i§ nbcehsé.ny e .
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#No. resolution shall ‘'be moved in “regard’ to -any ma.tter
which is under adjudication by a Court of La,w having
1nmdmt10n in any part of the: Union.” ’
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1Shri KAPILDEO SINGH + su~ T beg to move : o

That thg report.,;m j;he matter of pnvxlege of Shri Ramdeo
Smgh M. L. A, be referred ;back to the Privilege Committee for
recg,l,zysxdemtmn ‘q,pdr for -submission qf %) deﬁm};p report.
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'?‘The Committee +have ‘ given: “their careful consideration to
;1 the tallegatigns iade by Shri “Remded” Singh; M. L. A,
- in hig letter;of. the: gﬁth'November, 1857 (vide"Appendix A)
=¢ - -and 8re of; opinion;; that isincerthe. matter is-  sub judice
- thp ‘quegtlon of breach-of pnt'ﬂege dogs nat- arise and
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Shri KAPILDEO SINGH: I am sorry for it.
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i2i 1%8hil -\ RAMAKANT JHA : Sir, the - matter before . the!  Horige
~i§.~ . substantial -point of cprivilege in which is involved::the - ipér-
sonality ‘of Shri; Ramdeo Singh; ‘not' as an: individual, buti as.a
anember of this House, as,p representative of: the- pgople. - I- feel,
ir,7thet the Privilege Committee have. erred,jn their judgement.
JPhe*:Committee have. not-tried. to.-differentiate between the igsue
of privilege and the cases filed in the court. If they had taken
hoth the things together, they would have come to the conclusion
that the question of treatment meted out to the hon’ble member
48, quite . distinet from the cases filed in the court and then the
mmittee would have come to .a right gonclusion. .That. is.a
serious, mistake in the judgement - of the- -Privilege. Committee.
The. cases..filed. in. the court may be. subjudice, but it has no
relation to.the question of treatment meted out to Shri Ramdeo
Singh, which is altogether a :separate question., The question
of;itreatment meted out to the .. hon’ble member. is certainly not
b judice -and -on this score -I.,.hold that the Committee have
been vitiated in -its judgement. ‘I refer to what. the Chairman
of the Committee has observed on page 18 of the Report:— . -

77 “You are. sitting here as members. of the Privilege Committee.
I0an. congider matter,-which . infringes the privileges of a member.
The, privileges of & member are defined and you cannot add. any
thing to. them., The members enjoy privileges. within the pre-
‘oindts ‘of the’ House. Outside theAssemibly theyenjoy, ’ntog pri-
vilege.” R AP . C e
69t @it} ‘whén’'a ‘member i8 prevented from taking part in the debate
6fthe' House; such an' obstritction Goertainly goes against the’ pri-
vilege of a member ‘to attend to' the business of ‘the Housé.
Therefore, I.say, Sir, that the Chairman of the Privilege. Committee

s not correct when he.says. “outside . the - Assembly they enjoy

no privilege”. This is entirely & wrong statement made by the
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Chairman of the committee. - In this coqﬁet_stiog I would like
+tb -8gy; Sir, that Shri:Ramdeo:Singh- was- obstrudted. from: par-

.ticipating " in: the businessof :she-Houge. .~ =75 T zmin ~n o

- i e, P o R S R T St SR
~--SPEAKER 3. You cannot criticise the opinions™of. the individnsl

“miembers [of the Privilege Committee. - . ... g , - ooqo

- -+ Shpi RAMCHARITRA SINHA : Most -f.unfcirturfately,. “Sir, -what
-4he members, said in- the; Privilege: ,Gomuittes hes: been given /in
=phe . Report. The -progedure s wrong, ' The.- general position
15 that -what transpires  in .the, Commifteo is not given.in. the
_feport, for. the proceedings: of ~the: Privilege Committee ‘are of &
“confidential nature. - But™ unfortunately” ‘the” confidential nature
of those proceedings was not maintained in the present case.
Now. that this has -already happened:.it: can:t: 7he helped; but in
- future, Sir, we shonld not repeatit, for-this .is bound: to. create
‘& difficult situation for the memberi;of the.privilege - committae. i
- Shri- RAM' JANAM OJHA : How theéx will ‘the mierhbiers disouss
the Report  and what concliision’ will they arrive' at if theéy.ate
dgbarretl from knowing the opinions’ i-6f - the' " membérs:- ¢f ~tfie
!igloﬁ_]xl:iﬁtee{ ) ot \ «'S‘ | L ‘ . V- . : N i : ,.,‘L! _. )
. Shil RAMCHARITRA SINHA : I havé - only psinted otit © the
procedure. CL U R R B VRRF
"~ Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : Will' the hon’ble s, kindli
quote ‘the rule on the point? - - - .‘g’!l'-nember kind]
- Shri 'RAMCHARITRA SINHA :' It ‘s & matisr & YO
gense and hon’ble members know that' the p'rocézl’(‘liiff‘f ?nmoji}-
A bp ‘ N gs"of 'Seléct
Commiittees are not brought before the- Housge, .only  the Reéports
of Bélect Committess are brought before the Hogae. "~ 0 g
* Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : Here is & book with me, Sir; which
is entitled ‘‘Report of the prodeedings of 'th'e"meeting of & Privilog
gr_’ommittee of the Bihar Legislativé “Council”. This heg %&8{
practice everywhere. 80 what has' been pyhiinhad 5o .o
correct and it was very necessary. published is quite
' SPEAKER : I don't sgree-with Shri Ram Jaham 'Ok,
) havq ‘committed a mistakeigri'or' the ' confidfentia} nﬁﬁ' (?fllawe
Seedings of the Privilege Commiittes "ha;ﬂ"not-been'kept;‘ggo ro ‘s’:n%?-.
. Shri  RAMCHARITRA SINHA :'And that 'ie +hg i e - 00U,
.. Shrt o QHA nA SINHA ,Am;,thatl is the ngu%m@;fx'
SPEAKER : No, that isnot the Practice everywhepe, T

- --Shrl RAMCHARITRA SINHA : I know, Sir, what 4 .
Jn the FParliament, But here we do.not p glﬁﬁf{f&m&m@m

' SPEAKER . utyouh&ve to give'va,‘_m‘ e ‘7 SEF . b
Qémmiltde an opportunity: to. defond h,m;-:ﬁbe" -of .the Privilejs
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SPEAKER : A membor. . whoi acts under: the orders .of vthe:::
House should  not be,ormcmed. -Youlmdy criticise” the report:as :

a whole but you should not criticise the opiniohs expl‘GBSOd
by individual members

“Shit RAM JANAS oyma’ 3, We. B to disouss. (he Report
which includes cersesenssasananennesmnnnas

SPEARER : T hive aliesdy” said ‘fhat, iage, has. “besn & -

take: -It i ‘very etiBhrrassih ing ' fbr - ‘, me'mber to be cntmiged,
for' what he has_saidin’ 8 Cbméznaitig%'. L :
e appea,l to tﬁle meq;bers, not, ,as‘&/ m&jat%!' 1‘0f rgle k,up &811&1
matter of' oomﬁesy, 0ot to; eriticise, phe opmfsons qfcdndw;dngd mem-;
béty of the Privilege Committee. - . v - B,
5Shrl RAMAKANT JHA 2 8icsE: ghail. not d& 'ithati, bnt:the whol&:t
position js this——whether Shri; RamdeﬂSmgh ‘a8: he olaims in’ ther -
letter . addressed to. L you,: was -obstrusted. from pa,rlnoxpa.bmg in. ther? -
business of the House or not. This wTa. Sthe_ proper. issue _to. be
adjiidgsd “by- the “Privilégs Comgut is what Shri Ramdeo
Singh has said in hls letter a.ddressed {yo you which forms p”§r1 of
the™ réportof - the*t r“?nlege Ganﬁ,’tee It ’runs"

|2 oh '

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

:; f?ril. o "; S < Tea .
That is, Shri Rmndeo Sing h ha.d aa.ld ethl amsl; the
officials of the’ Siwan" bubdx\nsxoh ih Tthe' Hobuge * a.nd thbréfore
the officials of Siwan Subdivision were molest«mg' -
80;thatthe may: not: be. able $oyeay. augthing:: against: thenr again
in the Houss. In this connection m refar to Ma.y sl’a.rha.mentary
Practice, page 67, ;Where it is said. ”\‘na"'-; NI R S
X “The privilege; of fpggdpm fnomvavtesbfonmolestamon;oﬁ ey
. -bers ofg;l?arha:;nenq, wWwhich-is ofgreat: antiguity;.. was. of..
. .proved. mdxspepsagb}h“gymﬁ;?b to5the service thh&Cl‘OWn and,.
‘.‘ nOW tO the ‘m‘? °mqg o r??"hmqu“r . v,w' ¥ B
1ssue is 1thlq~u-;wh9tfherﬂ the; hon—b;e memhen- wa;
The p mg &%= the, pgbm‘g taken against: him roveds ¢
‘Pte W 951191' 1, ,b
' K ”‘?a q&;&?somehtnn '&gg.lpsb the pla.ls in_ th eAasaxq Ly
ffa,d molestefl m!

‘l"lfll-’“—gll Il7(T 'T? B a..f FILE o rm
s Jnssne anﬁl n‘;h,\gy—“ pgl; am sorry - to say.

tf' he sf’rnvilege ‘Cémmittee h 8 not taken a.ny de ion-on tmg
:‘}rl:ether the hon’ble mem ber was obstruoted or not from bené.mg

‘ &Y Wo(o
R ' _

-r}
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the session of the Assembly and was kept under detention.  -As
olaimed by ‘him in. ‘thie lettdr addressed to you' he“claiitly Bays that,
he was obstucted from comingto the House and from participating
in_the day-to-day business-of the House.::In:this teonneotion, Sir,
I ghall again  refer *May's Parliaméntary Practice t6what -has been’
saj‘ggtp_.lza Tt B ! P TR W75 ik A _"";"‘ ot

i T is aléo & breach'df ‘privilege.” -~ - 5 o
Now, Sir, if any official comes forward and tries to influence an
hon'ble ‘member throngh threats 86, that’ he might not come to the :
House and say~ against him' anything; then I : eel that a genuine
case of breach of privilege ~éxisté = and therefore I request
moembers‘of - the -Privilege' Comimittee- and : the House “that they.
shotild vote for refersing back the whole debate t6"“that Privilége "
Committee for reconsideration and report. ItisTbt a case of the
matter-being -aub judice because it concerns the treatment which was
meted .out, to the han’ble: membér. . I therefore -request -the whole
House: to refer back. the matter to the. Committee for reconsidération.:

Ao e gt e, i S R AR e g g
%_Tg_ .. AR GE T T b
. Tt A Al UK g A e T s 3 f
T W) FT R Ao W A Ry § Y R | e a
TG § i Ot gow § oaa Freel e W grRerge wwme
W ¢ wx oabge ddeme gody 0T
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“The attempt to influence members in . ﬁﬁ;eilf_\ cf{xguotpx :th-r‘f\éts"
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R TG GREASYE T AT § —either before a court of law or before the
Privilege Committee. The Privilege Commit'tes and the court have con-
ourrent-jurisdiotion. 7 grow ¥ ArC -84 7 § Lafd gamt qrow F a
g MR 7 I R P AR § O AR R 07 37T Yoo
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that i8 the pointto be considered.  The Ptivilege Committee of this
q;gusegﬁa}mﬁmaazﬁétﬂm%'mﬁmamﬁiﬁsﬁ
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Sir, the whole matter is before you. The members have éer-
tain rights and privileges, and we constitute a particular Court, and
this Court is superior to any other Court in determining - the rights:-
and privileges of the members, if there is any encroachment. on
them, There is no provision under which, this can be withdrawn.,
I do not know what is the' view of ‘the Revenue Minister. abous.
it. - He may oonsult his other colleagues, e.g. Shri Patel snd Magbool’
Saheb. * The ground that the matteris eub judice does not ‘stand
to..reason and; therefore, it may be taken up by the Privilege' Com-"

Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : Sir, the present oase  whioh:
Wwe are considering just now arises out of a letter addressed to you
by :Shri Ramdeo Singh, M.L.A. - The letter is dated _the 26th
November 1957 and on the- 19th of Décember 1957, you referred
that létter, as a matter of privilege was involved theréin to the
Privilege Committee, and the report was submitted on the 18t May 1959,
The findings of the Committee, as you know, is that ‘‘the Committes
have given consideration to the allegations, made by .Shri Ramdeo::
Singh in his letter of the 26th November 1957 and are of ! opinion .

Lthat since the matteris sub Jjudice, the question of breach of pri-
vilego does not arise and hence no further action is _neocessary”,
The first point is that because the case is sub Jjudice, therefore the
question of breach of privilege does not arise. It has been said
that because .the matter is sub judice, hence 'no opinion is to be
expressed. This goes to show that because the matter ig sub Juaice, .-
thé ‘question of privilege does not arise. What I mean to say is that -
it is ambiguous, defective a,qd vague. Su_pposing a matter is. s=b
gudice..and in that sud jndice matter there is & contempt of the
| House, or encroachment on the right of a member then, in such a
mattsr, the - case should be taken up by the Comniittee after the
decision of the :Court is known or after the case is disposed of, and
the Committee ‘may give the final verdict whether the matteris a
fit case for.the._}_?;-ivilege Committee or not, but here it is said that
beoause the matter is sub judice, the question of breach of privilege .
does not arise. It seems to me to be meaningless and I suggest
that this may be reconsidered.

LR
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Now, I would like to draw your a.ttentxon to pa.ge 29—Appendix
D-—of -the minutes of- tae Comcmbbeapf Erivil gw, wh:.oh runs as

L 10 y DI b T’;’
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There are, threo allegations— - .

: {3):That e was lﬂeg&ﬂy arestra.medi from a.ttendmg the. meetmgs
of.,-_-ﬂlpr,Assembly, L N A . "l‘\) AU < .

u(2)nbhat -he was 1ot glven prorper and dlgmﬁed treatmez}t, i
(3) that his other rights were' encroa.ched upon which have been L
given to' ‘him'as & member- of the Legislative Assembly

N .

':L'ﬁese are the a.}legam nssa,ncl; -aceording to, rule 205 of the Assem-"
bt , Rulés, you were, pleased to .find -that prime.fagle. This was.
a.oaae of privilege. The matter was referred to the Committee. oft.
anﬂeges, after the sanchon of t.h.\s House I‘urther on, 1t has
been ~said that— -

T “’i? o g Wﬂr{mﬁﬁa&ﬂmﬁﬁﬁ# mﬁa,ﬁ'mﬂwm—

T R wfITEl # fawrs. g gam, 4 e, s,
L wﬁmmmmﬁmawm{ﬁmmm
11 3 2 o s TR

S.o Sir, the. a.lleg&tlon was tha.t as a oonsequenbb of hm speeoh
in: the Assembly oertain trea.tments were s ‘mbetéd ‘out 'to’ bim ! fwhibh"

amounted” to— L »

(1) resbralmﬂg him from a.tbendmg the Ho_uae, L

(2) g.ocordmg) him’ “bad , treatment; a.nd

. (3) enoroa.ohmg upon his- other rights. . :

If ‘you refer to‘Allegation ‘No? @) Sir, you will ﬁnd “that thgm
is & chargs 'of conspiracy and T ‘want to substn,ntxa.te it from. thé’
reporb Allegation’ (3) Jsa,ys—-‘

g 4R wR P, G, . Fo- e 3 i R PO,

AW GIT 9 whes § agt R, ;s
-Emﬁémmm mﬁew?a !m:‘uft'
AR ¥ WIg qF @ | AU A A%
mﬁm%ﬁw#aﬁﬁaﬁﬁm%r' w&m

. Therefore it is clear that the officers .there conspired to
toyvo Shn Re.m Deo Smgh unfmr* tree.tment mth:pmb , ﬂsegh:r

. \ . Ty
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be oaqge of thxs consplra.cy cerbam other thmgs a.lso happened.w R4
Shri. ‘Ram Deo’ Smgh has successfully proved that some trea{tmem;
_#which was not, due to; him ; ordinarily was ‘meted out_to_ him, and
sOme extra. preca.uhlons and ‘measures were taken ]ust to
him and then if it can be established that this was beca.use ‘of his
speech in the Assembly then certa.mly it amounted o’ bresch of
'.Jpnvilege of the House.  If the contention of Shri' Ram Deo Singh
:wis' simply: this' that because he is'a member of the Assembly he
is: immune’ from arrest. or criminal ‘prosecution, T shall be the last
person to support such a contention. The law’ makes no distinc-
~~tipn between- the highest and thelowest. Even the highest man has
.. 19-go through the process of law if he commits, any: ommmal anb.
The process of law should not, be dlsgnmmat.ory‘&nd if it; is disori-
minatory . then. you haye_‘ to. examine the whole thmg in this
H_,.gh Court of Leglsla.ture o _
er,,my oontentnon is- tha.t thls reporb of the Pmnlege Commi-
i;teexs perfunctory becanse the msues weré.not framed properly. The
mt is:. How can wé say that the issues. were not framed properly 2
{“this rega.rd Sir, I woilld like' to_ invite your' atténtion to page 2
of the report. As I have alrea.dy submltt;ed ‘the bone of contention
i "this’ case is that thers ‘was ‘conspiracy and as @ result of this,
wiong and unfair tredtment was meted out to him a.nd 8o on and so
forth. At page 2 the issues framed are— =~

: "(l) ‘Whether. the criminal case initiated aga,mst Shm ‘Raitideo
. Singhby the Magistracy and Police-of.. Siwan was a direst:
~: . “-gequel to'the speech delivered. long ago by the hon!hle
..o+ 5 member on the floorof the House.”
= Now, 'Sir;' T a.ppeal to your conscience and to your good: ]udgment
you being the Chief Justice of this High Court of Legislature. The
sllegation is that Lesause he (Shri Ramdeo Singh) made a speech
;in! the Assembly lie iras subjected €0 unfair treatment by the
officers who conspired against him. .The issue framed is -mot in
-consonance . with .that allegation. - It is oerta.mly not the proper
framing. of the isspe, .Sir,. .
'The .second issue framed is :.’

© *(2) Whether the Commxttee of Privileges was competent
to adjudge the guilt' or’' otherwise of the hon’ble member
“in relation to the joffences he had been charged . with
and in partioular. Fhether a matter sub gu-dwe wonld:
... be examined by, it.” ... .
Aga.m, Sir, T would like to submlt tha.t the Commlttee Was'
f in 1udgment not_to_adjudge the gnilt -qr_otherwise of §lm
9 ,,,,,, Com:m:ttee was to .consider the .condugt, the approac
the, behayiour, the - mpthod ‘and the demeptiour of soms of '

L
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,,persons who were . holding different offices under Government.
""Here also the issue framed was whether the Committee was 'com-
. petent to adjudge the guilt or otherwise of this' hon’ble memiber
“who "had only' complained that certain things were wrongly 'done
"o’ him because he had made “a speech in the Assembly. “
;q‘ Then. Sir, the third issue framed runs thus :
e, s “(3) Whether the fact that member was' not releagsed-even
- .~ though. the session of the Assembly commenced-from
.r.1 ~ - the 6th November, was a prima facie case of lreach
R of privilege of the member.” SEEFFEE
<% In’tHis- connection I would invite your attention to "page
-30 and say thet the ‘issue should have been framed on ‘his petition-
- Allegation (4) on Page 30 reads thus : e
Vet ¢ T tewe ¥ R famen F 0 aRdaw @ fafy
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- 1 Thén he says that although bail petition ‘wes -granted; he was
illegelly prevented from attending the House through the executive
power of certain officers I want to ask if this issue is pending
for adjudication before: any court on earth. I again repeat Sir,
that . becauso the issues wero wrongly framed, wrong conclusions

were ‘arrived. at.

++ Then 8ir, if. you refer to page 3 of the Report you will find .
 “After hearing the members, the Chairman said that every-
" 7" thing depended on whether the 8.D.0. acted ot of

malice or acted in pursuance of the criminal ¢gse

started bonafide against him and that the .Committge
>~ oould deliberate on this aspect of the matter on]
~yi- -, ofter the Court had decided the case,” ly

:_,;_.o’. 'Sif'. I have eminently made olear that the ise
entirely - different from the allegation of the hon’ble ‘ﬁzmvl?;?
Therefore the conclusions were perfunctory, baseless and unwarrai.n’
; Now Sir. I would invite your sttention to the. legai opijiibs
which guidod . the members "of the Privilege - Committes. - rf-
waterisl plaed bofore the Committeo was that 8 ¢ opipuc] bt
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has been mstxtuted and the-8.D. 0 has ta}:en cogmza.nce .of. 11;10
case ......... N :

' SPEAKER 3 Ther we}w\held by the Speake‘i' was d:hat as the
pomts referred by Shri; Ramdeo;y Singh: were .. different . from - the
. instituted the matter should be; ,referred :to - the Committee
ivileges. If the Committee of “Privilege took a, different
wew I do not think tha.t the view of the Spea.ker gan. @mvaﬂ '

shri RAM JANAM OJHA ‘: Iagree“sxr S0 far 'as. the Speaker's
ruling is concerned T ‘ean onl‘y say that s Daniel sa.t ‘on’ judj nt
but so far as the view of this Committee of Privileges is
cerned I would say" that thay have orossedf‘thelr hm.lts ﬁ amvmg
at - their - conoclusion: - ~ - Lo oy

I would quote section 200’ fFoﬁ thé Gmmna.l Prooeaure Code
It is like this : RS R S T S B

“A:-Muajistratotaking. cognizance " of’ an. oﬂ"ence shall et once
Faki examme ,the  complginant” .and - the ;witnesses present,
IO 1f any, upon..p&th and the substanoe ‘of the examination
o ‘'shall be Teduced to writing and,shall be signed by the
oompla.ma.nt and the mtpesses and also. by theMagis

tra. )

Whe,n thxs matter lgoe;s bafore tha,t M&gmtrate for tna.l that
Maglstmte has 3, rlght to- dmcha.rge the acensed.; ‘I do: not dispute

~ that.. The anﬂege .Committee, ;s .a xight to ,agree or to, take

action or.to discharge the accused-persons. That power the Pri-
vilege Committee has but only after ‘examining.certain witnesses
and not, otherwise.. When, the Subdivisional /Officer - -refers - the
case to M@glstrate for tna.l f?hen thap Magxstrate 'will examine
certa.m mtnesses - )

. Shrl BIRCHAND.PATEL : Do you meaﬁ‘fto,-say that the Pri-
vﬂege Committee shall bae. gmdpd-..by t.hee pl;ovmons of Cnmmal
Procedure Code. . Cvrieery

Shri RAM JANAM OJHA I sxmply niean. ‘tha.t t.hef Privilege
Commlttee was guided by this opinion. .I have.certainly thrown

t from here. and not of my own. acoord. - Nowhere does the
la.w say that a Magwtra.te cannot’ d;smms a. case since the. §. D.O
holds that there is a,me t facw case. This is no where the spn-lt
of the law of the land. "If one court holds that prima-: : facte case
Kias~ been proved then"the otheér court will prooeed ‘and examine
the witnesses axd ‘if"he:feels after examination that there is no siiffi-
clenb material then the accused person will be released. ' o

- Shri BIRCHAND PATEL How wxll it api)ly 2: [ ’.’. .
Shri RAM "JANAM OJHA You hn.ve apphed it from hero

- Here i your" raport, it - oonta.ma that t-he SD 05 Iyakes cogﬁimop

"'J e & "'A' Gl edeos Y6 ..l TRt rd ey
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'-‘.“ Hg%aiﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ farame fanf

““ahd “still the -othet ik " édn 3 ‘88§ “thiat it is nof a prima’ faaze\
" case. You therefrom infer that the Privilege Committse Hek’
& parallel right. T Bay that this has!been ' wrong 7 step by the
- hbnlble” members: of: thy Privile mmlttee I

8 “’s 17y BIRCHAND ‘PATEL" igWe\ ’do . not understand yoiu'

ents
Shri RAM JANAMfi ﬁi,q‘ 1 mll a.ga.m do 1t .
SP

@ mepﬂ}er ma.y adﬁ'xesg the Cha.u- I do oY,
'“VW repe@,txp D B0ILL S e : e A
+ii - Shrl RAM IﬂNAMrO’JHAw' Smfdrm: the,'inee.mng o£ the word
przma Jaciz” is concerned, I would Iike to give the correct miean-
Jng-of the. word from. this digtionary. -, e
SPE AKER On the face of it. S

- Shri' RAM- JANAM. QFHA, - Wihat; ls;genera.lly ibtaheved

* Shri- BIRCHAND ' PATEL' AN e evidenss goes unrebutted

=thd‘rpersbn can b donvidted: L ThAt ‘i théolbga.l’ téchnical meaning
ofmher “Word ‘Q)rbmfaﬁia BABET i Doh

!‘\f

5Shii RAM YAKAR OFHA 7 " goes’ unrebuéted
with Mr. Patel. When you said that it wa,s
“4ileds it 5 rebubted:iio «fibin 880 eay" 1 %int ‘to' know
- who. i rebutted ithigs alldgation. “How ébula tlfe’ tetiibers of the
“Phivilege: "Committes come $o this: ebholubioh ¥ “Whgh this Howigs

-réferréd this  mattol 8y prmiw fadie oase, no lﬁa.nfca,n s‘b:y ’nwyv
onless. ‘it s rébmted TR e T

R I}AMO & 8 thi’ﬁk that this case was'

‘réfeired to the Pm{'eﬁa (fommittee by 'the’ Spea.ker ‘and not by
- the House. This was suggested to you and not’ to the Houise,
- ‘therefore,: the: .guestion’of thy’ H&use vdoes nét arise. V" You Su‘,

+rparhaps thought ‘that. it -May ror. mey. nob he a pr‘sma fac%e dwé

I agree
B pnma facze case,

" it may go to the Privilege Committee.
‘”'B’PEAKER '3 ‘Speaker has“'the dxdbretion 't'o' 'sée wheﬁher ﬁhere
"I858Hy ‘prima facie cade oriiot,.
N -y RAmCHAm'rRA'smer It'"is & sub]ectlve thing, N“q
. ﬂl On&';y hag any elde” for p’laomg any sui)]ectlve idea.” ™7 L
. Shl‘l m JAILAM QiHA 1T daq, not know if . the eondclysi
K >t Qh&l!{t!:& Slpha.qq always. s)subjeopzve. , Bm; 8o far as %
he {nmm Jacis is r.ciqncpmad( 113 is- .naverf aBub]BOthO Ii;
is alw&ys o jective,
- SPEAKER ::The, whole dlsgnsgqon agqtpeq emund the me nin
_af the word "pnmd{facsa.; qu o,ngog,aay thx ’?eq g
'sjhp,l RAM JANAM OJRA s It h&p{mmed Slmh ap, import, rtange.
1 can tell you from this. Plegge refer o page 17 of thig Report
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; afafe Sl g e famefmd )

an' ‘extract--from the {proceedings of the "Privilege’. Cothinittés” held!
om tho" 8th: September, 19568:" The  Committee came- to:the decigion:
that -it' does hot.consider the: case - of Shri - Ramdeo Smgh to be:
a+'prima facie tohse : of sbreach - of privilege. " If you ‘say’ that- the
Committee does not.consider-it a pnma facte oase then I say thdt-
this' word ‘assumes importance. - - .

SPEAKER The report xs not like that.

" §hrt ‘RAM JANAM 'OJHA : The’ report is perfectly perfunotory
SPEAKER :, Opipions were expressed Oplmons may - be

dl&'ar’ofﬁt' conolusnons may, bs. dn,ﬁ'erenb LT L

'Shri ‘RAM JANAM OJHA is I said “deoxsxon a.nd 'you heard
ehg;w()rd “conoluslbn On the 8th' of September the ‘Committes
deme to -decision’ tha.t it ‘did not ‘corsider the case of Ra.mdeo
Singhto ‘be & prima’ facoe ‘case of sbreach’ of privilege. ‘Tha‘b wa.s
the decision. I am again pla,cmg it- for two thmgs

Shl'i BIBC AND PATEL’ My friend Shri Ojba maans tba.t
phe’ Commiittea’ Sk wid have' omlf,i':ed the word, “prima faaq” and
ghould have held ¥hat ‘the Committee did not consider. ‘the case
as & case of breach of privilege. The word, pnma facse” is just
an-addition. which:/was: not at. ‘all. nécessary.< Let. us: oniit thé: word
“prima fasie”. - From t.hab report the word “prama fau:e" may
be . omitted. Ll r

. Shl'l RAM JANAM OJHA HE | thmk ‘Mr. Patel would a.gree
"‘th me that" the Commlttee should be’ consistent. - Its conclusions
uld be - conslstent ' L : ..
SPEAKER " The result should be. allnght o
Shri RAM JANAM OJHA .: Whether or not the result is. all
t is a matter of . consxderatmn. .

Sll‘, I suek yOur permlssmn to proceed thh my a.rgument

SPEATKER How long will you argue ?

”Shrl RAM JANAM OJHA : So long as' I have not been able
to’ finish my" ‘arguiment;’ but I shall ‘try to finish as early
a8 posslb‘le What I would like 'to say is that the Committee did
not gét ‘dorrect legul ad¥ice :in the matter. The House held that
thete ' wag' ‘s’ primé fasie oase of breach of privileye but the
Commiﬂtee hald that it was not & primo facie omse. The second
point is that this’ Commiittes has been thoroughly ihconsxstént and
there, ave shifting . .grounds .in-the case. . -

JSBBAKER ¢ It .is not proper to cast asperslon on membera
that there wag. 89 - oonoentrahon, ne consxstenoy qnd L gn md
99 ‘O”hy

- Sy
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*»Shri -RAM - JANAM- OJHA. Sir,- T would -like. to ‘say -gb;-this
stage that!let- any member. -of , the Committee -.come forward and
say that the draft is consistent with: the-decision. -A decision Wa8
arrived at on the 8th September 1958 that -it. did not’ ‘comsider
the case of Shri ~Ramdeo Sinigh to .be . a . prima -faéie oase ;; of
breach of privilege. I have got a copy..of ithe report and it:is
contained in it,

[ DL R B n,;“’"_??
SPEAKER : I would like to say that you.should be. eourteous
% your fellow ‘brothers. 7 LTINS e

_ Shri RAM ‘JANAM OJHA' : Sir, T ""'a,m"i)'pt"gﬁscp,l_xrizeﬁtisftg"ﬁ-ny‘
hon’ble member nor I gm critical to ‘any “one of 'them. 'Of the
8th - September, the Committee decided: that :it'was not s .matter
of privilege and no prima;facie had been established. . Sir, I would
like to-say. that  your. decision is -.one thing -and the. draft; is ‘al-
together -a different thing. . Thi. reasoni '\ does- not fit -in.- this
case, S
< SPEAKER : Where ~is _the inconsistency 2. ;. Shri,. Mahamays,
Prasad Sinhs has said “If the. question is sish Judice how,  cai. ig

LY SIS I i‘!'”

be Bﬂi_‘_ij"%h&g breach of .privilege_is not involved. It can. be sa.in
that it does, not . arise.’”’ A ‘

S -0

‘Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : ou ‘have- said that tlie statenierit
of members should' not be quoted: Sir; T am nof doing’ that. bt
I am quoting the decision. T would now proceed to say as to
what a Parl_ia.men\ta,rynPriV,ilege -is, Service-to the Parliament is
service to the soclety. Therefore ‘a_member of a.'“Parli.é.mep} .or
a Legislature, if he serves the House, gerves the society. and l&q
can serve the House only by clearly. stating his own . feeling by
voicing the opinion of the people.” = 7 . e
~SPEAKER : What is this argument for ? S ‘.,
Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : What I say Sir, is that a member
has got to express his opinion ‘here. If he is humiliated or if he
is molested who will protect him ?. A case was started agdinst

t6ee nor was he given an opportunity to “produce any evidenge. be,
f)re-_tha_-Committee. i ni atting any
evidence from him the committee .made its own conclusion -and.
said that Shri Ramdeo Singh was aq -acoused in a criminal oage.and
there was no primg. "f“-‘”;.“’.?'?" of breach of privilege.. . ... .~

ST N vt 4
Shri BIRCHAND PATEL : } would ‘like t6 -put ‘a - questigii
threugh you . Sir, to Shyj Ram Janam Ojha that <if g Magistrate
réjegts it not once but twice o thrics, whether -bha,b:ord,e;-;af the:
Magistrate is & judicial ordep or not? ’ il v

E)
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... Shri RAMANAND SINGH : It is not a judicial order. . .-
" .Shri BIR CHAND PATEL : I would request the hon,ble. member
to think overitcalmly.. . - . B D
~ :Shri 'RANM JANAM OJHA : Sir, I am" very - thankful" " to
Mr.Patel for raising this-issue whother the bail order was & judicial
order o ‘not.-'I want.to enlighten him and the House on the poiiit
@s-to what is .a privilege, tbevause after all- it is a 'question- of
privilege. o
Shri BIR CHAND PATEL : But I sought light on a very very

liniited matter not on the issue of privilege. - o e
" gh¥l RAM JANAM OJHA : I should like to explain. the. mean-
ing of the word “privilege”. Privilege is “ a right, advantage or
immunity granted or enjoyed by a person or a body or class of
persons beyond the common advantages of others”. ‘An.exemp-
tion in s partioular cage from certain burdens of liabilities™. . There:
fore, whatis not given to a common man has been given to another
man and there lies thedefinition of the word “privilege”.. I do not
say, Sir, that the question ‘of granting bail or not granting. bailis
a judicial matter, or not, nor do I say that the question of accept-
ing or not -accepting security is a judicial matter or-not: It
is not my concern. My concern is whether the treatment meted
out was discriminatory or not. Ifit can be established before. the
Privilege Committee that it was discriminatory then the question.
of breach of privilege is there. : S g
- Shri BIRCHAND.PATEL. : Sir, so far as my knowledge goes
there is-no privilege in so-faf as criminal proceedings are concerned.
That i8¢ the fundamental position, which stands accepted by the
House of Commons. There is no distinction before the eye of law, .

‘Shri RAM JANAM OJHA : Yes Sir, I quite .agree. with
Mr. Patel. And itisfor this reason that I say that if there has been
no discrimination, there is no question of privilege. . Only when it
is- established that there has been discrimination, the question “of
breéach of privilege arises. Therefore, I say, Sir, that the isgues
were wrongly framed before the Committes. It was wrongly held:
that it was not.due to his speech in the House. Then  Sir, the:
question of the treatment meted out to Shri Ramdeo Singhis cer::
tainly a question of breach of privilege. But you muddle the whols.
thing and declare. it as sub judice. I know that in a oriminal case.
any high dignitary, even the Prime Minister or Mr. Patel can be:
procesded against. in a oriminal case and no question of privilege-
is inhvolved therein. - R
Minister [ was going to be proseauted for 8ome.criminal offence, bu
on enquiry the Police said that I had no hand in the matier.

-
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oo, KRBT INNAM OJHA : Thoiotors, Sic, T sppoa that i this
obéo. the Proper - things wére 'not put befors the Conimittee, for we
find that Shri Ramdgo Singh was not even allowed: to corsult his

.kaZ*wﬁb in jail custody ;. a privilege, which. ia available. to an
ordingry . person. I therefore feel that the mattér should: be.-fs-
Meforred; to the same, Privilege. Committee and . issues .should bére-
‘;@amﬁi,&qd,-recpnsideredg in the light of what we have just. now

said in this Houge,

A S R P U SO S
Before 1 take my seat, Sir, I may say that on _the day, tl
learned Advocate-Genera ©ame in thia.House J . raised the issue
Hat'in & miattir of privilege Shere stiould be no party and no party
s o3, thatitho question- has to be eramigen tiy L itsmeyit

d a “defision taken ‘on "merit and’ nob on party lines. I agpesl

T e .ak . Vo 3 ‘ : e aal !
%'this’ midmbers; to’ Kindiy, consider,when disposing, of. this queat n,

whidther the miabtér Whioh waa referred to Privilege . Committes was
Propely- considered or .nor. Ag $he ‘report, is' perfunotory I hop
Hig 'gers Will ‘express their opinion -8gainst  this report 'ag overy
iehiber ‘il oonscious . of his duties Qnd.i'p'quqsil_,)ilit,ies. v -
of
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Shri RAM CHARITRA SINHA : Sir, I want to kn vhe
the seourity fwa:d demznded by the judicial officer wpzh‘;gft%ﬁzg..
case was referred or by some other ' Magistrate wh o e
to do with the case. gistrate who had nothing .
ﬁ?ﬁa\zﬁﬁm——ﬁ'aﬁwm%mgf*m,* PO
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afige & a9 A gfeg & 9 L ot fasafcd fewre o o7
st § W< g QReEfed T g g g, MET ¥ QEATR..
i #1 P R h
"shri RAM CHARITRA SINHA : But the law provides that the
acoused should be ‘released on bail. [t is the question ‘of &:
Ma:gistr&te whether he should ha:ve given sufficient security or not:
You are confusing the two t;h_mgg, Y. nof
" $hri BINODANAND JHA : I am very olear, Sir, Th e
. der the j?ﬁsdiotiop of the -court is taken to be ew bl;ok[i;:; :
“of the jqdiola.l machinery and not as a part of the exeaun-

,f'ﬂﬁﬂ@“fﬁﬁﬂ.ﬂﬁwlgm g 5 )
mﬂ%%maﬁﬁmﬁq@af@m.ﬁmﬁﬁm
a0 A7 F e o el o v Sy




¥ ELFEaEEEEEREEES & -
2 YErppLpptErpeEprRE B B CE-SvEEel  £3F g,
m\mm ﬂr‘mﬁ. W\WW S k& \ﬂﬁ\m p.@w.\ @ M
_.,.nm . .M - hﬁ%;ﬁk W,&Qvu. 5 1 %«R-.Ev%.m\.mﬂm \m e w..v.m ‘rl.\.u.sﬁ.w &..%nOu nm..mw
£ mamﬁmmm&mmwmmmmva £ . EE Evor b EFEpe B35 <5
wmﬁ..l ,\mmwa._ﬂ.r... ‘s vr‘mqﬁ_w:ﬁ.\% \cml .W E HW-_ By o .m..mwm ...nmm
o Bt 4311 sREefEEry D g ,mmmwm [ -
/ e feEEEE B wERE, T “gf 55
mw m ‘wm.awmmmww\_mmmmmwww Er [ m _Tmmﬁwﬁ &4y AF
e e R I R U
mﬁmmrm @wm\m%m mWﬁmnm mﬁmw,# r E TEL Tw
tr pEpepreBrpre b BEEEEEE ¢ Ey. EREEE p E5oi g
EE v \mmmmwamm% Jw. HER repepry ° s3LfE]
d&& mm\m\m.mxﬁm«mm WWWW .w quﬁ.m & % .mwamA,b
«..W ﬂmm,mw?mm.wg\ _wx.tq\mm%%m\ _ IWMWm,aWew »a ,.m.m..m,me
. e B B E o e RETE AT
= \.Z.m\ﬂ.mmkmw:mm,m&\mw,w F W m% ﬁm.mmmm - ..u_..m,_mwmmm
epEEEr E m wwamwm . .ﬁm_um.,m m Bl p ke BRL EEE_ ¥ orisiE,
O L e b e s
el BBl ppt &0 EEE mm Ef mm ool 53
& g



EETTTS vsﬁtméafﬁ,«o fro. o & A, Fawariye . W&
* afafer %. sfada o fa=re-famat o

t.hg, yr;operty of the House and-it can be, decided.-only sby put-tmg
it vote

s @}ﬁiﬁ"«' sl marr g ﬁﬁatm:r m u’R fsﬁaar;ﬁﬁa"r tar'

@aﬁlmﬁmmx%mwﬁmtuw‘am,
:ga&v“rtrl%f*@m amid oF R, agt 157
gﬁt’mﬁﬁﬁivﬁﬂ gt T &
WW?ET g‘tmmm s *ﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁtﬁ
o §ET & T4 qAT 41 o) gafad & e
fﬁéfqaﬂﬁwa?ﬁﬁﬁié\‘aa‘tmﬁa# ..
F(aﬁfa's’tim F ﬁw"wsr ar ag aﬁm a@ @mumfmf SaGw g 9

3 a_g’f ﬁsfs;maquﬁﬁa’rfzﬁz aagmzma’tfwmm
] ARE mmﬁmgmﬁmfwmnﬁ-
; T AR N T IR, w0 A v el
g1 R & ar A7 A gl T aT R E | Fod e gt e
I A QRET T fear oy 9@ S w0 gEen A SAOAEAT O
. T k

ﬁ,
b

% &

S ﬂ’

friz Fom gy g 5 o9 wew A9 § W ol WO sR A R
o W w § S R § F @, o WAt 8 Sreie
mmmfmwmmﬁmtﬁm%l T T
qﬁﬁe g“r‘s fafe T st § arwe wve & gEST BINT & 9w
z ' mmiﬁsmﬁﬁawmqw&qrmﬁmmﬂﬁmag‘

m#q‘r,mm“rmﬁm o T guET e e e o

vmwwa‘ﬁimgﬁsa’mwﬁmm

~

A

f@
4§,
4
|
A,

ggﬂ' posesy m:farm{taamﬁqw a witfe g mquaam

feq iy Brfge & wfwed, ford
mgﬂ qgﬁ&ﬁﬁw%f;wwgmﬁm'aé' e

.j\fg’
< ﬂﬁ‘l



Yo sy wrte g, o fio gord gRRR A ﬁwfirrﬁm'{ (Re wrene’
sfafas srﬁa?aaqtfaan-ﬁw i

fa‘mmn TEe ol E‘«R%&wﬁmal

' wglg, Regula.tlon of procedure.—The’ Speaker may m‘np auoh
diregtions as may. be negessary for iegulating the
oedure in connection’ wich all matteis conneoted wﬁh

‘the’ oonmdemtlon of the quaatlon of pr,vnlege elthg,r A
vhe Committes 6r in the House. °F

nﬁmaa‘rfaﬂﬁﬁmwﬁwim ﬁr«u'ti’tmr
mfmaﬁﬁvﬁr@qmm ﬂmmﬁwaﬁkl
#mmmﬂmimmm mwaﬁm@a&wmﬁz

iste

. sty Fvﬁt——ﬂ'lﬂ?ﬁ'a’ T S B fed WE m}a’aﬂ# ;ﬁm'.
q < aaﬁﬂarﬁmmﬂhmiﬂﬁwzmmmw

msﬁquqg—qga’t wear fear? mmﬁﬁmﬂm

aﬁwf«mzﬁtwmwaaﬁwwﬂzqun e e
ﬁ*@“ﬁ—tﬁqqﬁmﬁﬁ.ﬂﬁfm#mmﬂﬁ,

wﬂwﬁ*z‘rﬁwaﬂmfﬁwﬁtﬁtaﬁﬁml ‘
Lk ﬁg—mma@aafﬂmmmwi;m

oo T fodn o, e A 81 ¢ =
aﬁq:cram—-amﬁa ﬁmraammaw mu’rzwﬁmm

vnfaru

ey Faw § ag dt § @ S afe wmﬁmzo‘ﬁ’rw’}
qﬁ?a’qﬁﬁamfwﬁmwﬁm, L ';r"
" oy A g w9 fATE T L e e dv Wik SeR
T gAY afﬁm%ﬂﬁﬁ'ﬁ'ta‘ﬁﬁﬁmmm”
'ﬁimﬁmq@@ﬂ N
mﬁﬁmﬂmmmmﬁmgmma

g fiefae & T w1 99 W Sy qorw § suw
?ﬁmﬁfzﬁ&ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁw Fear sy wﬁmﬁgﬂ
maagqgmi#ﬁ?ﬂwmmﬁﬂ a’rramﬁsﬁmz& AR
ﬁaqmqﬁmmmﬁiq iﬁﬁlﬁr qaeqy ”lﬁm q‘vxqg&%mm
ngmmmfwﬁwmhrw&mmmww
et § Jaci AT ST Fo- eww WY, T drarat
wr Rt g e ¥ fed T 1Ay g o fafiedor Tl franaeht € st
Wmfawmmw@ﬂ%m#wmﬁ. o€ Tug




2848) it TR frg; Mo fro o & TEe S mfaaTe AR
gfala & sadd o et |

-~

AT ST at I9F S geer 99 15
!

T AR MANT @ A WA 7 w19 N agw fow @ 96w g
faare agt fraram ) < a9 oF SRR WA S AT SRR a8
TF o9 Apw Aifergr Exag e e . 0o 0
Due provision:;shalt.be. made for the admission times and
under ; proper. . restrictions, into every, .prison.of, per-
sons with whom' civil or unconvicted oriminal pri-
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that; so far- as ‘may be consistent with . the: interasts
of justice, , prisoners under trial may. see..their_ dnly
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"~ SPEAKER '} The qaesuon isy < BT
That the report in the matter of Shri Rainded® Smgh WILIA.

Jbe “refeired back to. the anﬂege ommlttee for recdnmdembi‘on

“and for submission of a defimte report R P A 1
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SPEAKER : The question is :
That the House do agree to the report of the Privilege Commi-
ttee in relation to the question of privilege raised by Shri Raemdeo

Singh.
The motion was adopted.
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- DAILY- DIGEST.

(Thursday, the 29th October 1959). - -

Piges
Message received from the Governor :

The Deputy Secretary reported the followiﬁg'messa,ges :
(1)“The Governor ‘of Bihar was pleased  to signify 1
his assent on the = 24th October 1959 to the
Patna, University ‘and " the University of Bihar
(Amendment) Bill, 1959, as passed by both the
‘ Houses of the State Legislature”.
~ (2) “The Governor, of' Bihar was Pleased to ‘signify 1
- his assent’ on ‘the 2Ist October . 1959 to the
Bihar Appropriation. . (no-3) " Bill, 1959; as passed
by both the Houses of the State Legislature.”
Bill introduced - : . o .
The Ranchi District Tana Bhagat Raiyats ~Apgri- 1
cultural Lands Restoration (Amendment) Bill, 1959
*7 Report of the Privilege Committee : R ,
. Report of the . Privilege * Commiittee. ‘tegarding “Shri  2—11
" Ramdeo Singh, M. 1.. A, adopted by the "House. -
Oath of allegiance or affirmation to the Constitution
of India : :

Shri Ramnandan Roy, elected .from éoﬁeba.rsa ) 11
Constituency was sworn in, :
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