1

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 961"
[25th August 1929] =

(b) He was employed on special duty in the Vepartment
of Industries from the 6th to the 28rd ngruary 01923? gnjtxlmgs'
officiating Director of Industries from the 24th February-to the’ -

7th May 1922. |

_ ISSUE OF PASSPORTS FOR JOURNEY TO HEDJAZ AND
MESOPOTAMIA.

961. Maulavi SATYID ABBAS ALI: Will the Govern-. -
ment be pleased to state how many persons in the province,
obtained passports for journey to (a) the Hedjaz and (d) Meso-+ |
potamia as pilgrims during the past and the present ,year,
stating how many applications, if any, were rejected and for what
reason in each case? - s

Mr. G. RAINY: The information is being collected and
will be supplied as soon as it is complete. R

IR Spa— .

EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR REGARDING
TENANTS. .

962. Swami VIDYANAND alias BISHVA BHARAN-
PRASHAD: Will the Government be- pleased to state. what
steps were taken by the Government on the reporb which was:
submitted by me to His Excellency the Governor regarding - the:

grievances of the tenants concerned ? -
Mr. G. RAINY : The report referred to by the member. was

sent to the District ﬁdiﬁiStrulﬁe’ sg'_ho SI;n it
dealing in detail with the ailega jons _ made. The alleg
made Erréaninst the police formed the subject ofa gfl%ml?aé_ qomf
plaint {;rescntedin {he court of the subdivisional 0 cﬁ, ‘ugaattl s
on the 95th March by Prem Lal. The District MLagis 3‘1 e,
who was then ab Supaul, took the case on his own ﬁle,lma ea
local inquiry on the 95th and passed orders dismissing the com-

for djsmissing the complain®

plaint on the 28th. His main reasoh. = = ay of four days in’
. » to explain a delay O our days 1n
was that Prem Lal, In °1’d§;d°ut£red such gross and obvious -

filing the cowmplaint, 4 us
' h of the telegrams that the case had
falsehoods about the despatc o L BT ot salistid, ho?;eze:,
i : ir that &-
duot “of the sub-inspector and duect.ed hat

zfzhs_r :gertggpaﬁ'ﬁaffml inquiry sho]fi]d be made. A fu&l 1;1?(1111101',0 s];
i wi s on both sides were examined 00, . -
Whlglhin;ge 'w?;:nzisgrefore made by the Superiz}tegdenﬁ of Yolice,
gi?l final orders were passed by the present District Magistrate,
| 87 LG
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‘exaggerations, The accusations made a

962 . QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
[Swami Vidyanand alias Bishva Bharan Prashad]

Mr, Horsfield. He found that no two witnesses told the same stor¥
and that they contradicted each other on the simplest questions o E
fact. The statements made were full of gross and obviou
gainst the police .Weﬁ'a
inspired by the local non-co-operators. Whatever occurred in g
village that day, in his OFinion it s certain that the taking (is
bribes as alleged is false, The District Magistrato’s report dea

in detail with the various accusations made, and he .gives 80‘3:}
reasons for 'believing that the majority of them are either exag
gerated or false. Tho acts w

hich the police are said to. bave
committed are crimes, and the proper Place for their myestlt
gation is a court of justice. It has been open to the complainan
Prem Lal to move “the Sessiong J udge at any ftime to Otder'
further inquiry but he has not done so, In these circumstances-
the Local Government do - not “eonsider that any further steps
can be taken.

e r— o}

RESOLUTIONS OF TDE SECOND SUPAUL SUBDIVISIONAL 'IENA_NTS
. : CONPERENCE. - ‘

263, Swami
SHAD

. , at the same time, the district officers
prayed to Government for immediate steps?  If so, what steps-
Government ?

Mr. G. RAINY . The member himself: drew the attention

of Government to these resolutions. The steps taken are stated
in the answer to question No. 269.

ALLEGATIONS BY TENANTS OF :KABIYAHI, ETC.

264. Swami VIDYANAND
PRASHAD: (a) Ay

made by the tenants of Kabiyahi, Semyri, and other
the jurisdiction of Police-station Dagmanra,

to the effect that, they wore being looted 1y
on or about 99xn(d Ma{'ch 1921 ¢ ¢ o

(0) Are Government aware that the tenants gpe complain-
ing that the telegrams reg

arding their grievaneog sent by them to
their leaders and the press were withheld ? '

(¢) If the answer to. (@) be in the aff

o I'mative, what steps
Wwere taken by the Government regarding (q) 7 o

villages in .
Bhagalpy District,
the Dagmara, polico
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. (&) If the answer to (8) be in the affirmative, h ¢ many
telegrams were -withheld ‘and what were the COnt’enthof the
telegrams P ' '

M. G. RAINY: {a) Government are aware that such
allegations have been made by persons claiming to represent the
tenants. : ‘
(5) The member himself has complained, on behalf of the
tenants, of the withholding of the tellc)egmms. Five telegrams
were handed in at the Bhaptiahi telegraph office ab the samfe time
on Thursday, the 23rd March. T'wo purported to be sent by Prem
Lal, the complainant in the case, against the police, to the District
Magistrate and the subdivisional officer. o

Three purported to be sent by Rajendra Narayan Misra (the
local leader of non-co-operation) to the editor of the Calcutts
Samachar, the secretary of the district congress committee,
Bhagalpur, and the editor of the Searchiight. Prem -Lal
stated ab the local inquiry held by the District Magistrate on the
96th March that his telegrams were written for him by the
telegraph clerk, and that he signed them himself. The District
Magistrate, who saw the originals of all five telegrams, found
that all were written on the same paper and with the same pen
and ink, and concluded that all had been sent by Rajendra
Narayan Misra. 1t does not appear therefore that the telegrams
were sent by the tenantry, and it is certain that Prem Lal who
complained before the subdivisional - officer against the police

sent no telegrams. :

(¢) The member is referred to the answer to Question'

No. 262 which states what action was taken by Government.
d4) Of the five telegrams mentioned in the answer to
clause (5) three were withheld. The telegram to the Search-
Light reads as follows : —* Dagmara police with 100 chaukidars .
-plunder beaten villagers took. bribes in Simrl, Karhali, Bagjan, -
details follow ”. , . AR
The other two telegrams were similar.

ONANGES REVUNDED 10 GENDER OF TELEGRAMS. *
BISAVA .BFIARAE

© 00B, Bwaml VIDYANAND olias ‘
PRASQI?A%‘: Are Government 8waro that the charges. 35 tshg
telegrams were refund or three day
T so, under whose instr
charges rofunded ?

ed to the sender affer two thre
uction the telegrams were .thhheld’ and




