LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
" Saturday, '19¢h February, 1921,

The Assembly met in the Assembly Chamber at Eleven of the Clack.
The Honourable the President in the Chair.

_The Honourable the President : Members desiring to take their seats,
will please advance to the table to take the Oath or to affirm in the manner

preseribed.
There being no further Members to take the Oath, we will proceed to .-
questions. ‘
Girdheri Lal

The Honourable the President then called upon Lala
Agarwala to put Question No. 143. :
The Honourable Mr.-Moncrie

not here.

The Honourable the President: When a Member is absent, unless,
under Standing Order No. 19, the Member of the Government, in charge of
the Department concerned, wishes to answer the Question, the Question will

lapse, and notice will have to be given of it anew.

ff Smith : The Honourable l\iembqr is

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS.
ArnanaBap Hier Courr.

143. Lala Girdhari Lal Agarwala: Do the Government of India
propose to consider the question of securing the appointment of an Additional
Indian Judge to the Honourable High Court at Allahabad and transfer the
judicial work hitherto disposed of by the Board of Revenue to that Honourable

Court ? ,
(This Question was not answered as Lala Girdhari Lal Agarwala was not™

present.) o
Carcurra UNIVERSITY COMMISSION.

 144. Babu K. 'C. Neogy: (a) Will the Government be pleased to state’.
when the report of the Caleutta University Commission was submitted to

them, and when the report was published ? _ .
ication of the report the Secretary of State

(8) Is it a fact that on the publ ' State
for India. asked the Government of India for &‘reasoned despatch containing ..
their proposals, and suggested that sufficient time should be given to him-to
.consider the same ? ' _y C

Mr. H. + (g) The report of the Caleutta University Commission -
‘was pubghéghgzpthg )9th August 1919. No deﬁl}ite date can bq.specng_t} .
on which it was submitted to the Government of India ; but before its giel :
cation, proofs of it were received by some of the Governme:pt officers nt;qn;a tiot;

(6) The Government of India are not prepared to give any 1ni0T -

on this subject. ,
o CoOMMISSION. -~
Rppoxr o THE CaALGUTTA UNIVERSITY CoMMISS 6 the 2th

145. Babu K. C. Neogy: (o) Isita fao on the report
Jaiuary 1920, the Governglent of India pt;blls o AP
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 201

() Tsita fat that the Secretary of State fnally declined to necord - !/
sanction to the Draft Bill submitted to him? If so, will the Government he ..
Pleased to- state the reasons assigned by~ the Secretary of State for his action?

Mr. H. Sharp: (a) and (8). The answers are in the affirmative.

(¢), (d), (¢) and (f). The Government of India are not prepared to.

make any statement on these points. .

. Rerorr or THE Carcurra UNivemsity CoudussioN, -

145, Babu K. C. Neogy: Will the Government be pleased to state if any

despatch has been received from the Secretary of State on the subject of pro- -

Posed legislation in connection with the report of the Caleutts University-
ommission? If so, will the Government be pleased to lay a copy of the

Despatch on the table ? ' '
Mr. H. Sharp: The Government of India are not prepared to "ﬁ"é. -

information on the matter. '

REcoxsTITGTION OF TRE CalctTra UNIVERSITY.

149. Babu K. C. Neogy: Isita fact that in a reply to-the Calcutta
University’s representation dated the 31st March 1920, the Government of
.IFdlﬂ merely informed the University on or about the 26th July 1920, that
. ¥ was not intended to introduce the Bill for the reconstitution of the University
In the September session, and did not deal at all with the request made by the
niversity for n scrutiny of the financial aspects of the question or the
:g’Pomtment of o Committee for working out the details of a financial

eme ? .

Mr. H. Sharp: It is not a fact that the Government of Indig, in replying

to the letter of the 81st March from thé Registrar of the University of
aleutta informed :versity that it was not intended to introduce -
, merely informed the Upiversity tha o tho September séssion.

the Bill for the 1 ituti iversity

-econstitution .of the University

e Government of India’s letter of the 26th July further requested that
® remaining Resolutions of the Senate and an explanatory statement

Which had been promised might be forwarded as soon as possible, since the
Overnment of India would be glad to be in possession of the. views of

the Universit, i ible da The letter did not, however,
t the earliest possible aate. d not, over,
deal with the‘);-e:;ueste xfmde byp the University for the appointment of & o -
Committee for workine out the details of -aﬁnancm} scheme, since it would o
clearly have been prexgature at that stage to appoint such a e.ommxtteg.
even if the appointment of such a committee were at any stage desirable and. -
'ne(:esSary. . . .
RECONSTITUTION OF THE CALCUTTA UNIVERSITY. v Indzw o
150, Babu K. C. Neogy: Isit a fact_that"the ‘Governpmeut S5 5 "
8tateq in repltho a quggion put in the Indian Legislative g;’i‘;f‘_‘”;g;o;d: ¥
Svancia] arrangement could be made until the Executive Commy ade its racome. -
! the report of the Caloutta University Comm.ls@nonp»la.ix1 its reasons for
:ﬁ?ndaﬁions? If so, will the Government be pleased to'e‘x St
18 View? ) : B e Te s o
‘ 4 . of the question is in the.
Mr, H. Sharp: The reply to the firs part © . t of India is
affirmative, Thepreason fcﬁ‘ ythe view helﬂ by the Governmento A 2(119, 18
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